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Before GRUENDER, BENTON, and STRAS, Circuit Judges.

PER CURIAM.

Happy Stompingbear, an Arkansas prisoner who practices Paganism, claims
that restrictions on group worship and the use of tarot cards violated constitutional
and statutory rights. The district court dismissed some claims and granted summary
judgment on the rest. For the reasons stated in its orders, we affirm on all but one.
See Murphy v. Mo. Dep’t of Corr., 372 F.3d 979, 982 (8th Cir. 2004) (providing for
de novo review).

The exception is a group-worship claim against Chaplain Paul Fulks under the
Religious Land Use and Institutionalized Persons Act, 42 U.S.C. § 2000cc-1(a).
Viewed in Stompingbear’s favor, the record supports a finding that Arkansas prisons
receive federal funding, see id. (b)(1) (imposing obligations on recipients), and that
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requiring a “free world” worship leader was, in effect, a ban on group worship by
Pagans, see Murphy, 372 F.3d at 988 (explaining what qualifies as a “substantial
burden” on religious exercise). There is also a genuine dispute about whether
inmate-led worship supervised by a chaplain and guard would be a “le[ss] restrictive
means of furthering [the prison’s] compelling . . . interest” in security. 42 U.S.C.
8 2000cc-1(a)(2); see Fed. R. Civ. P. 56(a). At least one other religious group
received this option, and nothing in the record suggests that Pagans pose a greater
security risk. See Holt v. Hobbs, 574 U.S. 352, 364 (2015) (explaining that “[t]he
least-restrictive-means standard is exceptionally demanding” and requires ruling out
“other means of achieving [the] desired goal” (citation omitted)).

We accordingly reverse the grant of summary judgment on the statutory
group-worship claim, affirm in all other respects, and remand for further
proceedings.




