Lesson 9 Discussion Board: Equal Protection Case
Craig’s Supreme Court Case
I think that the Supreme Court would give this case an intermediate scrutiny. Basically, it is clear that the state of Oklahoma decided to raise the drinking age for men to 24 years, while that of women remains at 21. Therefore, Craig, being a 22-year-old man is discriminated by this law. The variation in the number of years that a woman and a man should have to drink alcohol reflects a violation of the equal protection of the law. Craig’s case is based on gender discrimination. According to the rule of law, the gender-based classifications should satisfy the intermediate scrutiny requirements in order to pass constitutional muster.
With basis of the violation of the constitution’s law of equal protection, I believe that this case would be given an intermediate level of scrutiny. Many believe that the gender classifications are subject to strict or rational scrutiny. In this case, if gender is subject to strict scrutinies such as classifications based on race, then there would be a great need to tailor the laws with gender classifications, so that they can achieve a compelling government interest. Rational scrutiny again does not fit, in this case, since its review does not involve such classifications as shown in this case.
The intermediate scrutiny thus fits the best for this case. Evidently, intermediate scrutiny asks whether or not, the law’s gender classification is significantly related to a fundamental objective of the government. In this case, the government’s objective is to enable traffic safety, where there has been an increase in male intoxicated drivers. It is therefore clear that the protection of public health as well as their safety is a vital objective of the state. Generally, the Supreme Court should give Craig’s case an intermediate scrutiny.
