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2] Reynolds v. United States, 98 U.S. 145, at 162 (1878).

3] [f bRy, 5 164 TT,

4] Davis v. Beason, 133 U.S.333, at 342 (1890).

51 [\ R

6 ) Late Corporation of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints v. United States, 136 U.S.1 (1890).

7)1 %I Laurence H. Tribe, American Constitutional Law, 2" ed. (New York: The Foundation Press, Inc. , 1988) , p. 1179,
8 ) £ David D. Meyer, “Self-Definition in the Constitution of Faith and Family” , 86 Minn. L. Rev. 791, 811 (2002) ,
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12)  [& L35 87 I,

13) A L3, 5 93 3t

14)  Z M, William B. Lockhar (et al. ), Constitutional Law: Cases-Comments-Questions, 8" ed. , (St. Paul; West Publishing
Co.1996), p. 1127,
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15] Thomas v. Review Bd. of the Indiana Employment Security Div. , 450 U.S.707, at 715 (1981).

16) ) L3, 5 715 B,

17)  Frazee v. lllinois Dept. of Employment Security, 489 U. S. 829, at 830 (1989).

18) Z UL L% 834 71,

19) % W, Erwin Chemerinsky, Constitutional Law , 2" ed. (New York: Aspen Publishers, 2005) , p. 1457,
20) [R5 1459 T,

21) United States v. Seeger, 380 U.S. 163, at 166 (1965).
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[ Abstract] The juristic and sociological meanings of religion do not overlap. The broad-
ened definition of “religion” in the US Constitution elaborated by the US Supreme Court has corre-
sponded to the process of diversification of religions within American society. However, such
broad interpretation has unavoidably given rise to a series of problems. For example, by overstep-
ping the limits of the semantic meaning of “religion” ; the broadened definition has risked the pos-
sibility of conflicting with the Establishment Clause; and the effort to define “religion” may be in
itself violating the Establishment Clause. One can come to the conclusion that American experi-
ence, compared with experiences of constitutional interpretations in other countries, is far from u-
niversal. As a matter of fact, most countries have attempted to apprehend the basic characteristics
of “religion” concept as provided in the constitution in an abstract way, rather than enumerating

briefly various religious sects.
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