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Landmark Supreme Court Case
	The United States courts' establishment was through Article III of the American Constitution. The courts were required to dispense justice through fairness and impartiality within that jurisdiction created by the constitution and Congress (uscourts.gov). The U.S Courts, especially the federal courts, have jurisdictions over different cases. For instance, cases that involve the American government, the U.S. Constitution or its federal laws, and disagreements between American governments or states. Additionally, the courts have jurisdiction over bankruptcy cases, naturalization ceremonies, new stories, and landmark cases. Landmark cases are the courts' cases that result in historical and legal significance to people's lives. The landmark cases are popularly known as Landmark Supreme Court Cases (uscourts.gov). In this context, the paper summarizes one of the most significant decisions by the United States Supreme Court. It also discusses information on the case, how it happened, how important it was, and if the judges were fair and just handling the case and with reasons. 
	My chosen most significant case by the United American Supreme Court is on the issue of abortion. The case title is Harris V. McRae (448 U.S. 297). The year of decision is 1980 (Hartman, Mersky & Tate 2014). The case revolved around the critical issue during the conclusion was "Does it violate the equal protection clause of the Fifth Amendment or the establishment clause of the First Amendment to limit federal funds to reimburse for the cost of an abortion under a Medicaid program?" (Hartman, Mersky & Tate 2014). We start by analyzing the case's history.  
	In 1965, the Title XIX of the Social Security Act came up with the Medicaid program to provide state financial aid to those states that reimbursed needy people's medical treatment costs. In 1976, Congress passed the Hyde Amendment banning federal funds to return the abortion costs process under the former program. Later, new versions of the Hyde Amendment allowed some federal funds on abortion but with exceptions. Lawsuits were reported in federal-local courts by needy women suing in the best interests of other women in a similar situation. They were coming to sue the New York City Health and Hospitals Corporation providing abortion services and the Board of Global Ministries Women's Division officers of the United Methodist Church (Hartman, Mersky & Tate 2014). 
	In the hearing of this case, the complainants proclaimed that the Hyde Amendment was not constitutional. They said that the Hyde Amendment was limiting the rights of poor women from gaining access to abortion in various ways. They added that it violated the due Fifth Amendment clause and the First Amendment free clauses exercise and establishment.
	The justice who was involved in opinion writing for this case was Justice Stewart. He argued that Title XIX of the Social Security Act did not present a requirement for a state to pay for medically necessary abortions (Hartman, Mersky & Tate 2014). He also added that the Hyde Amendment's funding restrictions did not violate the interest of liberty. Justice Stewart explained this by writing that the government posed no hindrance to women wanting to terminate their pregnancies. There was no existing funds entitlement for all the choices involved in reproduction. 
	Additionally, Justice Stewart stated that even though the Hyde Amendment coincided with the Roman Catholic Church doctrines, that did not mean that the government's assistance to the Catholic Church made the amendment an establishment clause violation. He also stated that the affiliates did not have the standing to assert their challenge to the amendment. In conclusion, Justice Stewart held that the Hyde Amendment was not a violation of the Fifth Amendment equality in protection provision (Hartman, Mersky & Tate 2014). That was for the reason that the government had not occupied a substantial constitutional right or freedom or operated to treat a suspect class detrimentally. The Supreme Court concluded that the Hyde Amendment was in line with the state's interest to protect the potential life by discouraging abortion. 
	 Ultimately, the Supreme Court established a policy prohibiting abortions in public medical facilities (Poelker v. Doe 1977). However, they made exceptions of cases with high chances of tremendous psychological injury or death. The Court proceeded to state that Social Security Act did not provide a requirement for the government to fund nontherapeutic abortions as part of the Medicaid Program. 
	The Harris V. McRae (448 U.S. 297) case played an important role. It addressed direct payment to women or doctors to financially support abortion. Also, in conjunction with the Maher Case, they provided the Court with the power for prohibiting abortions in public medical facilities, including cases when a victim does not seek financial help from the state Harris V. McRae (448 U.S. 297). Lastly, the issue was significant because it prepared the platform for future cases, such as the Webster Case. 
	In conclusion, I think the justices made the right decision by banning abortions in all public medical facilities. One, abortion can be considered murder which is against the law. Also, it is unethical to take away the unborn child's life, for it is only God who decides when a person is to die. Therefore, those states that have legalized abortion should consider adhering to the decision made in this case. 
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