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From Same-Sex Marriage to Reflect on the Equal Protect Right
Chang, Wei-Hsin

Abstract

United States v. Windsor, is a landmark case about same-sex marriage
in which the United States Supreme Court held that restricting U.S. federal
interpretation of "marriage" and "spouse" to apply only to a man with a woman's
relationship, and to heterosexual unions by Section 3 of the Defense of Marriage
Act (DOMA), is unconstitutional under the Due Process Clause of the Fifth
Amendment; Justice Kennedy wrote: "The federal statute is invalid, for no
legitimate purpose overcomes the purpose and effect to disparage and to injure
those whom the State, by its marriage laws, sought to protect in personhood
and dignity." The decision made in the case of Windsor, officially unveiled
the United States same-sex couples to marry would be a prelude to be treated
equally as same as heterosexual couples. Although the equal protection and due
process are constitutional guarantee of individual rights, people seem lacking
enough knowledge of these, to what extent the rights' concepts can cover and
apply worth exploring. On the other hand, the proposition for multiple families
in our country has incurred broad debates in which consents and dissents do not
concede for each other. Therefore, this paper intends to introduce the newest
U.S. Supreme Court case from the jurisprudent aspect of the constitutional protection
to individual rights, for reference of those who concern about the subject.

1 United States v. Windsor, Docket No. 12-307 (2013). Justice Kennedy: "The federal statute is invalid, for no
legitimate purpose overcomes the purpose and effect to disparage and to injure those whom the State, by
its marriage laws, sought to protect in personhood and dignity."





