




Law questions 
Institutional Affiliation
Student’s Name
Date









Law Questions
During the ruling of the United States versus Windsor in 2013, the United States Supreme Court Overturned Section Three of DOMA. Section Three prohibited the federal government from acknowledging transsexual engagements for the sake of federal statutes or services, even if the partners are officially married in their native country. DOMA advocates claimed that antagonistic marriage was the only viable option for starting a family and reproducing offspring. One of the main concerns put out by DOMA supporters was that homosexual engagements could result in alternate family units, including sexual relationships and promiscuity. The court reasoned that same-sex marriages were not captured in the constitution of the United States (Pollvogt, 2013). Therefore, it violated the constitutional law of equality in the protection of marriages. The rights not assigned to the federal government by the law or forbidden to the State governments are left to the States or the people accordingly.
[bookmark: _GoBack]As per the year 2003, The Supreme Court was very right to strike down the Texas anti-sodomy legislation as a violation of constitutional rights to privacy and the equal protection clause. The Supreme Court concluded in Lawrence v Texas that laws prohibiting gay and lesbian sodomy are unlawful because they violate privacy rights (Tribe, 2003). In addition, the Defense of Marriage Act was still in force. The Act was strictly against any form of homosexuality and even denied the legalization of such acts.   During the arrest, the police had also been given orders. Therefore their main objective was to arrest Lawrence. They were not aware of what was happening in the house they arrested Lawrence. Since homosexuality was originally against the law, the convicts were to be charged on their Act. Granting privacy would have impacted law enforcement. Therefore, it was right to treat the sexual Act as the second category of illegal activity.
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