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DOFEE L TEmSINTE R, 2 &2, fF, FAEEOTET D o Tidfx
DFBHIREEIN TV L, ARTIE, 7TAU BB BREME, Ay
Likan, RMEOEEEOMBEICET 2ma e L, RS - Agicon
TOFERELOMELEZRT 5,

RO T OMEY) Thb, £, 2 TlX, AEEEICHT L HEYSE
L3 2 M E D, FEEEOWNBE L LS T 5%, RS GEd 2 MEDS
DEEEOMEE MG T 5, KIZ, 3 TiE, DOMA IZB§ A MEEHE 4 5,
ZLTC, &I, 4ATiEIhEcomatt sz, IS REEICETS
BELOMELZZETHILI2T 5,

2 FEMEEICHT I2FREEZRZIETINETE RUEEOMMN
BHZZEIET3ME FMBEEET 2MBEOEERN
2—1 FAMHEZIIHTI2GREZZLETIMNTREZOEGEMH
FWEE I T 2 REL LT 2 NELOEGEESIE L % 572 D1k Romer
v.Evans! TH b, FREOMEIILTD@EY TH 5, 1992 412 Colorado M2 B

4183475 111



C

WT, IHRIFHZIZX DIBIE 25 (amendment 2) ST S 7z, W& N7z1%
E2%OBERUTOL) b D TH %, [Colorado M TIx, HOHEM, #HIF
ZHEL, HDHVE ZOKE, BUamtREE, 7 A EE, AARIXKIZB VTR
EXs ATV, VAET Y, N ur a7 Vvoln, 174, 552%0», B
RkEES T, HOWLA ) T4 O, 7 ox — ¥ E RFENHIL, &
HOEROBRILE 1), HD VI, Z0O L) RHEFEZAMGS HHEDE, B,
G, BOREHIELBEAL, 50w, $UTLTE R bR, 20k, Mo
AHBRESUCHBOFAMEEPMBIE 2 X0 ES L, TOPITIFILEH?
T HARRR R IR L 72,

Kennedy #H ' O F &5 i (Stevens #H , O’Connor FHF, Souter #H
., Ginsburg #HE, Breyer B EFF) 13, 1BIE 2 F£0MEIE 14 L0 PR
R THLE LT, ZOHMHEDUTO L) IZHBNS, INELEOBER, FHE
EHENDRR N RET 5 DA% O, —RNZRERRPBORIC & 2 RMEE
DRELZBETHODTH D, BIE 14 5DOTVEHERED S LT, FEARIHEF
WS BHIRICZR 53, £72, UG ED LWIXGTRITIUL, M550
IEX2 B E OMICEHN ZBEEERD L), FRICBITAXTIEEETH
bo IEMLEHIE OGHABEEMEZ ZRT 5 2 LT, B OPERIC X
DAFGEZ WD 2 LI ZEFZ AR B TII2WI L2 EL L) &
LTWbDTHhb, BIE251F, FEQOEFZITVBUF OB % KD bz
ELTHY, 2HETH ) EOPERELZTEL TS (a denial of equal
protection of the laws in the most literal sense) o F 72, JGHITIL, [FEELRGEIf]
SDOERYD L ETIUL, Dk L b TNEBHRIIIC NZD 3 WERNII R
LE E WL OBEILIE Y 2 BUFF i 2 JEK L 72 2] (equal protection of the laws’
means anything, it must at the very least mean that a bare ...desire to harm a
politically unpopular group cannot constitute a legitimate governmental interest) =

EDHHIEIC SN T WS, 2T 5 &, MEE > TWBIBIE 2451%, HEnk

1) 517U.S.620 (1996).
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SR AHEICEDSC D E LAERONY, N2 HAY L OFHR B
ERLEHBDTHBHY

2—2 FEMEFEOHMNEHZFIRYT ZMENDERE

Wz, FEEZEOMENEBICY T 2HIROBEIZOWTTH L, ZOMESL
EZDIZE LT, EEZ O Lawrence v. Texas® Tdh %o A CTHIEIZR 5 72
D&, HEED IO T /8= MILH A CBREIZL ), BRFER S
ANBW2% BEEN) ICXHMUATHTH Do Texas MO Fid [F P B O &M
L7178 (ANoBHo—HEM AL, Fz0d, ILMICEMEE 53T
DFT#]) RAFEE LTHEL Tnize 2L C, BRI No8E N, [
BOMEE B2 ST L IMHEEETH D & FiR L 72,

Kennedy # I H O LERE L (Stevens FHIF, Souter HfIF, Ginsburg HHF,
Breyer 3K E A #f) (X, Bowers v. Hardwick, 478 U.S. 186 (1986) # & L C,
VI —ATAIZOWT, BELORELRDZ, OB Z LT L) IZHHH
T 50V NI —ATHTIET LI, HOBNLITEELFTICADLE DT,
IR B D) b D TH B 12225, Bowers HlPRIZBWTIX, H#
FIOBEREDMEE Sz, T2bb, Vv FI—EEdh{rodhr L sh
7o, TORBRITFRY TH D, BEMRKEN TV RIL, ERICBWTHRMEES
WZRT AEENEHZE L T b, VI —WETENHIE S UG -0 1%, 1970
FRIZASTHLTHY, TN IDOMPHIEL TV BIZHEr 7L,
WE104FEM, v F I —REEZBEIET 2 MM L T 5, F72, BOEHE
WY FI—ATRZERE LY, EBEIELEALHITSNLZ EE B
oo B, AF) ATIIFEMEEBTOMZ 2 HBEL, 1981 F121L3 —1 v s
NMEBHIFTDS, FEICHES CFMETAEZ LT 2ILT A VT v FOER% 3
— 0y )N ANMESKIIER 3 A LI L 72 (Dudgeon v. United Kingdom) & Z L

2) Id. at 633-34.
3) 539 U.S.558 (2003).
4) Id. at 564-73.
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C

T, Bowers Iz, 2 DOHPEAS Bowers PG A T NIT T b, 7,
Parenthood of Southeastern Pennsylvania v. Casey TIIA5ME, A5, ML, FKIEBIFR
T EDMENORFNELE L ORFEN RS & 278072, KIZ, Romer v. Evans
T, FMEEEZENE T MNEENEERE LY

INHEOFEINIMEETIEH 505, TOANDBERLIZE ) ERLERE RO,
Z LT, Bowers HIIO S & ZDORTFZDOEHNIHS 2IZFIE L T 5,
Z 2T, R PE Bowers HH D Stevens FHHE O ERIIHED) o ThbDB,
NN B 2 I 7% ZHCE DS REE DT R RAZRIICAER E RTE ot w)H

FIE, BETACREILTAEREIFFT A2 PRI 362w, BLU,
BELFHICET2MADOREFTTFRERT L 2B L 2WEETHoTYH
IBIE 14 50T 5 HHHTH 59 Bowers HIHLIER D TH N HENLHRETH

Bo MIEFEEEZEOMWATAZ LI L, HOOEMELL LTI RS2\, £ L
T, BIE 1450 L TR#ESNL B, [BIFIZA S % WEAOHEIE)S
TIET D v, #EoMH] (It is a promise of the Constitution that there is a
realm of personal liberty which the government may not enter) Ta& 0, N1
TR EFENDO I AR IEYALT 5 2 EATE 2 L9 I 4% MR % e
5D TIE %V,

2—3 [FAHEZzEETIMEEDER

W, FHEESET AIMNELOEENTH L, DT TIERAMEZ TET
BINE L OB EDEERICE DL FELHH 2 BT %,
Perry v. Schwarzenegger %73, Perry v. Schwarzenegger” TdH %, HEDME
LT O@EY) TH oo EiFIXFEMED S v 7IVC, California 12 3B\ CTHSIHEF T
A (marriage license) % J&M L 7225, JH#& D Proposition 8 IZHD W THEH &
1720 Proposition 8 1%, [FIMEMS D &P % 5D 2 HHD 2 FH 372012, SO

5) Id. at 573-75.
6) Id.at 577-78.
7) 704 F. Supp. 2d 921 (N. D. Cal. 2010).
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FOHIRDHRZ L, 2008 4F 11 A, California M2 817 2 N RIZEEOKE R L 72
b DTdh A, Proposition 8 1L [California NIZBWT, 1 AOHEHEE 1 AL M
D DOWIHD HDS, FHRbDOTH ) AR SINS] EHIET %o Proposition 8
MBI 14 DOFERYT 2 — - T YA, PERELREIILT 2L 20
W, EIRHIEKIELL T O X IZHIIR L7ze £ 9, Proposition 8 2SFEARAY T 2
— - TR AT 0 E) POV TTH L, ERWHT 12— TuLADb
ETHEE 2B DL, AP ERNHERN L LTROLNLEDE) D TH L, £
NS 272012, BHFTILRAER DT 2 ) 7 OFER, (56, FEITARA
CVDTHENE ) PEBRETLHULEND L. BIHOMHEFIZDOWTIX, Loving
v. Virginia (2B W THERWHERM & L TR0 SN TRISK, SRR & ILEH O
FIDIERYEF THH L2 HBEAKRB L TERY LALAaNS, K2
T, BEEE, BSHEPERNHEMNTHL L) T L, HDH WL, ERERIT
T HHRZAT ) TRTOLFEIIH L THBFEES RS V) 2L a2FoTnD
DT\ RFIZBIT BRI, B E W) FBARERDHIR STV 0
», B HIE, FIPEEOHEF & v ) 3 LWHERIZSHIR SN Tns o) 2
ETHLYEMFICBWTHEE 2> TVRD DI, BEIHE V) SRR TDH 2
<, B E V) FH LWHERIOKRE TS %2, IRWERTOBHEOREF TH
B VIBHOEMZE LW 2O TH Y, BHEEZERL, HEOFRETRE:
BT 522 Z0ONEETHEDTHL, LT, ANEEFREENIITH
NBRIZ BT, B2 AECHERNCE DS CHIBRATONIE X912
%oleDTHAHEYZH LBE,STIL, L% BEFR$ 5 Proposition 8
i, MR BEEBG L V) BT IR DWW T W S, HRYEEB S A HERE &
LTHIEL Cwckd o 72hs, BEICBW T, 29 LzEEBE S HR

8) In re Marriage Cases, 183 P.3d 384 (Cal. 2008). Z 77T, [FPEMEDOBIHOMNER] DOF5E
&, NEEICK T 2 LR Sz,
9) Perry, 704 F. Supp. 2d at 992.
10) 1d.
11 1d.
12) 1d. at 993.
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ENDHMZH Y, BVEMOBEEIE S IZRHEHOPLHEE TR Lo TW

LY ELTC, #HRELT, MUHLEKDLEEIZE D, Proposition 8 [XAFIH D
MM ERELTCVWDLI LI DY

WKIZ, Proposition 8 A PEFRFEIILT 55 &) MIZDWTTH 5, Proposition 8
PIEES D2 BHFIZRIILUT DO 6 2O TH 5 EFMENT D, 1 D2HD, RUED
HOWIADHMERFOVENEL, 072012, FVEEOBEZ PR T 2 & v ) LT
HThbB, 220HD, WHOREAYEE 2 KIFIZER 5 &) I SEHEDET
IR 2FEHOLENTH S, 3DOHD, FENTEED S HELEINS,
UM TOFRLAT) LEMETH S5, 4 2HD, FEW - EEABH TR

IZRATS 2 NOWER ZIREST 2 LZEMETH B, 5 OHDY, [FITEHR OMIHE & S
M OBSIA % 572 > 72T %2179 DL, California M T o FVE [ O WS A3
MZBWTH ARSI, F7z, #FRE R L DB E RS 572010 E 20
5TH5b. 6 2HDPZOMDHIEDRETH %o FEREOHFLIZOVTIL,
Proposition 8 DR HE T 2 M D FI 25 A%, IEL % b D2 L) 2 x T %,
Proposition 8 2MEAET 2 MO FIZEIL, TE YR INOFILE &M & R R L, &
HETIE RV £3, 1 OHOFGETH %o UM O D 2 % P15 L [FE
DS % PEFE$ % Proposition 8 &, PEIZE T ARENT, LA2dEHEOZ
WEZIZEDCHDTHY, FELVI) ELRINOFREETLH0THLEY
W2, 220HORETH B, 2 OHOFIED Y% MHOF)H &A1 5 BHET 5 b
DT RV, FEEOTRIE, HEB X OBRATIEOLE%HZ LD TIE R
Vo FD72002, NERMED Sy T izt LT, MR AR A IR A B
ZWEWIZ, 3OHDOFIFETH L, 3 2HOFFIZOWTIE, RUEEMOMHE b
FEHOMH S FETCOREIZFETH Y, REMOMHETE R 217 ) LEE
FWwwIZ, 4 OHOFIZETH 5o Lawrence v. Texas (2B T, EF R EF

13) 1d.

14) 1d. 994.

15) 1d. at 998.

16) 1d. at 998-99.
17) 1d. at 999-1000.
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(TR D ER ZEE MR EE R B E &2 Wil 2 2 L IETE 2w &
RLTBY, FEN - BEGEE CRESICSS 5 NOHEF 2 Ri#ET 2 &
9 DFIELLMOFIFETIE R WY RIS, 5 OHOFRTH 5o INEIR LM%
BRETHHOTIERL, LA, FHED B L FEHEIIRYHFo T oY K
%I, 6 OHORRTH D, 4 HTIE, RS ZEESTECLY)OSOH Y,
%72, Romer v.EBvans Tl&, FPESREEZRET L EVHEEIE, E4k
MOFZRTIE BV E V) TEPFHREN TV EYHEFDO L T A, Proposition 8
WUE, IEMINORESIIFTEE S, EHFFTREZ 56 5 & v ) HOFEE 2 1515
550THY, EDOLI) LEEEFEELEDD L THo THLEETHLHY
Hollingsworth v. Perry ¥ 12, Hollingsworth v. Perry™® T & % (7 3, A
IZ, United States v. Windsor ¢ companion case Td % ). Perry HJHIZDWT,
WETdH o 72 MAFE (Amold Schwarzenegger A15) 13RO HPex 1T A,
PR 2 AT % H o720 LA L, Proposition 8 DEZEH Td % Dennis Hollingsworth
HEEFEA T L CHRaRS N % ko, $#F7#K 1T Hollingsworth D FFEAZ N % 72
Too 7272, PEERFBAI MO FI P& ZHE L, Proposition 8 iEE & L 7282 F D
%, A bEsh, SN, EMREERIE, LIFRAOTRZ & Hh)
L7z

Roberts B i BB OFEERE R (Scalia #FI'E, Ginsburg 2 E, Breyer #F
", Kagan BHEFHT) X, DTOX)IHRT 5, @fEE3F0F M X
OFEIEICE LT 20 P2 Oon T, HFEDOFEL (actual controversy) 7%
KoOENDL, i EFRATHLEED S v T, @IEE3I LD LT, FE
WEEF L TWRY T LT, 41237714 TOREEIEEEKREZ A L

18) 1d. at 1002.

19) Id. at 1001.

20) Id. at 1002.

21) Id. at 1003.

22) No.12-144 (U.S. June 26, 2013).
23) 671 F.3d 1052 (9th Cir. ).

24) Hollingsworth, slip op. at 6.
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T, 25 2h, EFFAE, EENZHERRZE LTV, —F, 1
=TT 4 THMREEICI D kEn s &, FHUTIERICEEBIEL 25 C
Wk, ZO72OIZ, TRTOMRDOET ZH4% & XBITE % &9 ZAEBIRFE
ESRES (personal stake) wLEFRNIEELTWR WV, 207012, A= T7747
DRFEFE, FEHEEEZH L THRnY
:?@LLT, Kennedy #CHH O SO E L (Thomas Z'E,  Alito FoHH,

Sotomayor FAHE) (ZLLT O X ) 12/ T 50 JHEHPTIE, HMEob L ToA
ZUTTA TORFHEIMNOR G Z TIRETH I L2 TV 5, FEHERR
X, HOBGRERES X OHERHFT O 2 M LEBEHT 250 THEY 1 =
T T A TOREEIR L CHEE#EE % 720 2 MBI oo F 28, HEER
b, HEELEIFIIOVWTOSY A+ I XAMWEFEB X OEHZ 3 5 b
DTHbo

FER, AT, FRAZ A BEIF7272012, Proposition 8 A iERE & L 7z @i
BOHRPHEEST H L1k o720 7B, AHEPLTIL, Proposition 8 (22T
FBL O 2R L TV waT, 4k, EMREEs NS 2 GE S 5 ME
BEOBEOGET EO L) IZHW 2205 EH S b,

3 Defense of Marriage Act % % < 3 &E FDERME

WTE, RS2 O CHREICBWTER SN TV L O0E, B SR O A

WZBRIE L, MINTHR) 2 S % KGR S 250 &9 2IE 2 DIHOFIWTIZZAa s &
HIET % Defense of Marriage Act (LLF, DOMA £ §2%) ORMETHL. LI
TlX, DOMA % ® < ZilfMEZ ET5 52

25) Id. at 8-10.

26) Id.at 13-14 (Kennedy, J., dissenting).

27) DOMA 2B % 451%, 8 Al [Defense of Marriage Act D&M ] BIRFEFESMRE
M40 551 - 2 405 (2014 4E) 87~111 HAN4E - %ﬁmtﬂx%o
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3—1 DOMA DOHIFE&EELEZOREA

DOMA Dll5EDEE & 7 - 72D 1%, 1993 420 Baehr v. Lewin®™ T& % Bachr
v. Lewin % 9 17 C, 1996 4F 12 HIF#4 1X DOMA % #fill%E L 720 DOMA 1% Georgia
JH 538 Y o0 ILAT 5 T FEigk B @ Bob Barr & Oklahoma I35 H @ L1 5 b BeEik B @
Don Nickles (2 & W fRES N/ DTH DY

ZL T, DOMA i, UTO L) B ERET 2D TH 2 LHHS
Tz, 11, EHRNZEEBOBETEORETH L, 7T A BV
T, BERAICESIRIEEEICRESNTEZOTH Y, 29 LBSHEIEIL,
LR LI HEORBETH LV E 212, ERIVEEORETH 5, AV
RRO DL EIANEE AT ST A IR 5P E 3, IO TEHEDRE
ETHL, Blz1E, HAENIBWTHEEIROONTLE) &, HEEEIL
ZOMIBWTHERE L, FHEE2EET LA ETDINIRED, TR
HFROMIIELIMEME CEELZBET 5 HBELE 45 1LHO [T557%1E
BHEBHEE] 2B, FAHEORR LRV LFENFEELPARV, £
T, DOMA 3% ) L7z % Wb 5 2 & T, AMEEZRO 089 2
WZDOWTORALRH 5 WIFFAMEEZ R0 5 2 L 2RO LFBEDILT L2 &8
TELPHEA, EPERFEOMFEFTH 2, b L, AMEEIROLNTLE ) &
WS O, FEE % EARMOBRME ICROSNDE T LI BN, F
DHEIMTET FMIZb % be T A D% L OERIZFEEEICES L TH Y,
FIVEBS I L CRl4 2 M 2 OIERIETIE R WY 2125 LT, DOMA 12
A3 285051, DOMA IARETHY) [T EHEEHEE] EX

28) 852 P.2d 44 (Haw.1993). Hawaii HOGREEIZ LY, BT REO ST Z B L 72 &
ZHh, DNy TNTHDH I LA LTIEG S N220, &9 L2y asEETH
528, BIU, WiroELOEZROIHNTH D,

29) Barbara Robb, The Constitutionality of the Defense of Marriage Act in the Wake of Romer v.
Evans, 32 New Enc. L. Rev. 263 (1997).

30) Id. at 288-89.

31) Id. at 290.

32) Id. at 290-91.
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C

ThdEDERR, HDHVIE, FMEELRD L 2 LR OBIHEE Y 7§
LOTELZVWEWVIER, H5VIE, DOMA ZFAMEEE AT L2HEICHED
EHPESINTWD &) BERAH SN2 DOMA 128 L CTREE MR AY % <
7270, K55, 2IEEO Bill Clinton KACHATEGE 21T L %205 7272812, DOMA
QLT 5 2 25729 2 LT, DOMA OflEDfEH, Sk Lot &k
B (REERDRRR, 4F4) 13, FEORBEICH L TROONENI EIlho7zD
THoHY

3—2 DOMADEEM—DOMA EXFMT 21— - 7Ot X, FHERE &
FHl—

K12, DOMA % % #EiE EOMBEZHET S 5. DOMA IS 5 & Lo
ek, UMTo3 208 ThHAH, 6112, FHEEEOEHOMEFNIT L THIR
AT LW, BXY, AEEL V) EHICHES  HHOHIRE WS T,
FERYT 22— - TULZAERDPE)NENV) T ETH D, F212, BEEEF
T 2R T % 1T, FERELHER DL ) DLW L ThHD, 312,
BRI DOV CHEIRETERK L, 5N TRMEMICEEA RO 5NTnwb e LT
bFOERERD DFHIIMOMIC 2V E T2 5T, EIHEICKT 2089
EWVWHTETHD,

—

33) Id.at292. S 512, [FMEMHICEON 3 2R HEIE, DOMA HEHFTIC L VEEL Sh b
WHEMDH 5 L E 2, FNx T 572012, [ERENCB 2 U85S L ok & o &
THER SN2 T E %R 5%\ LBE T % Federal Marriage Amendment % & #[E &L D%
EEEE LT EE L) L Lz, L, TOBELRHIZINEF THREEINODIF T
%o Z LT, 20134F6 H 28 HIZ, United States v. Windsor (ZXFPL9 % 72D ICFFERER ICHE
S 720 H.J. Res. 51.

34) Robb, supra note 29, 292-93.

35) Bill Clinton, t’s time to overturn DOMA, Washington Post March 8, 2013. Clinton JG K%
#HIE, DOMA OHIENZEINIOFEEZ G 225D THLH LR EINLIRE TRV et
LA EDEFRET S, LaL, BlFATIE, DOMA EENICHOEEZLG 25 L) 4 &
SIZEWZ LI, ZOEMEAEIENNTHL L L, DOMA EE SRR LAV ET %,

36) Sherman Rogers, The Constitutionality of the Defense of Marriage Act and State Bans on
Same-Sex Marriage : Why They Won't Survive, 125 Howarp L. J. 137 (2010).
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KENT 21— - 7O€R FERNT 21— UL AOMEEEZ 5 L TEER
D73 Lawrence Pt Td %% Lawrence H Tl Casey ¥l A5 H L, #iE, 4
B, ORHT, KRR, B, BHHICOWTOMAOBIRICED: FOREI S
SNnpEL, FWEEIISLTOREEE LFEKIZZ ) LFHIIOWTEE
FORERFESRE LTS, 29T 5 &, DOMA XFRIMEE & OMSIHOMERIZ
L CERLZHREZ LTWAZ EIZREY Lo L, Lawrence D EFHKITF N
TR, AEEE VBB L 2 BHOBIRIZSEE S ICE LS L Tw
LYETHER-> TVBITEET, LA T, 29 LMK SEHBD
il % FE LIESETE LW L2 PREIC L2 L 12Hh 5T 2hUd, fiRok
ZA, BHENBIFICE 2 BHOBIRDSEEN 2O E ) DEPET LI L
T HEE § 5 HDTH SY Lawrence HIPR D LRt OB FIZAI$ 11X, DOMA @
HIEHH S 2 VITHWZ] D 2 L 25LE L 7 2 DOMA 754 508 O #EEN1E
BICEDLDLDOTHAHZ E1E, DOMA OFHIEBIEL»SHS A TH S, DOMA
(&, (BARAY 70 SR O RS IRGI L O PR & v O BUFFFIZ: DR EATHIEE O 15
1275 TWEYs, ZOBRIZEILEL DT 2 ) HERIEIFAEELZ#E->7-00TH
LEWVHER, HHIE, FAUHELFELTLE) L REROBEIRE S
BEV)BEVPHIETHEVIYZE)THE, ZHEFOBEMEESITIED W TH]
5E 2172 DOMA 1, Lawrence FIIRICHEZ T, EEE VW) T LII% DY

TZ£RE KIZ, DOMA & PER#E L OBIRIZOWTTH S, DOMA 3 512

37) Lawrence fI{tD B L ORLEDIFIZOWTIL, FEAR [FIZE SN TR WHEFOR
W5 D772 72 JEBH — Randy Barnett O H FHOHEEH (presumption of liberty) & Z D&% | A
B 615345 (2011 4F),

38) Roger Severino, Or for Poorer ? How Same-sex Marriage Threatens Religious Liberty, 30
Harv. J. L. & Pus. Por'y. 939, 956-957 (2007).

39) Randy Barnett, Justice Kennedy’s Libertarian Revolution : Lawrence v. Texas, 2003 Cato Sup.
Cr. Rev. 21, 37.

40) John Rogers, The Defense of Marriage Act (DOMA) and California’s Struggle with Same-Sex
Marriage, 23 Recent U. L. Rev. 97, 104 (2010).

41) Rogers, supra note 36, at 161-62.

42) Robb, supra note 29, at 325-26.

43) Rogers, supra note 36, at 162.

4183475 121



i it

DWTIE, T TITTFHREL XVIIBWT, BIE5 FLOFERIRER & L7k
WFHET b o Gill v. Office of Personnel Management*” T, HVER OBSIA% 17 -
TWBH Y TG EN T A EERES, FRMEEDS v 7V mET5@
ZMEIE 5 D FEHERFEIIK T 5 & Ehize £ 512, DOMA O fllEHH &

& % e & FF CORE), RUEMOBIEOMR:, (SR EHROMER:, S0
FROMFEFTH B LFH SN L DS, 151X DOMA % 3% 2 % A HAHRIML & 1%
b7\ E LTWAY DOMA VAR RIS 2 & v ) BRIE, FHI2L -
THIFEIN TS, Romer HIHRIE, BRI NG D 2 VR 2 7 7L
L EERRICIED (L TH 5 2 & AIIE 2 3 A VU3 0E 24 72 BUMG A 4 2 R
T, LA LEETEH L CLEEREL LI LEWHMEICL TWEY
DOMA (¥, ZOflER, BLU, XErH6LTYH, HoPIZFEEER IS
HMEREEE L TWAY ZOEKT, DOMA (£, Romer I CHEE % 5
TBIE25EMUMBETH LY 512, MERRRICESE, FEDOHLMIH
L CTHEREZRMT LR nE ) o b B EFFI MLV E ) 2 &S Hs) i
LT 5, DOMA I EVER T L 724 v T VIZERAT S B 4R B % 1
ELTWD, ZHEAEEELMHRETHL L) TP I T L
ERTLEDOTHY, EHLUHNOMEDOTL WY 2935 E, DOMA I, 7-
EAREMEORELFEHA L LT, PEREER V) 212 LY
EFH %12, DOMA L EFSH & ORIFRICOWT T 5, @HH & DBIRIC
BWTIE, BIE10&E 4K 1HO T EHEERHEHSHEEL 25, £7,

44) 699 F. Supp. 2d. 374 (D. Mass. 2010).

45) 1d. at 388-389.

46) John Neal, Striking Batson Gold at the End of the Rainbow : Revisiting Batson v. Kentucky
and Its Progeny in Light of Romer v.Evans and Lawrence v. Texas, 91 lowa. L. Rev. 1091,
1113-1114 (2005).

47) Note, Litigating the Defense of Marriage Act : The Next Battleground for Same-Sex Marriage,
117 Harv. L. Rev. 2684, 2700 (2004).

48) 1d. at 2701.

49) Robb, supra note 29, at 338-339.

50) Rogers, supra note 36, at 123.

122 41 %3 -4 %



T AN HIBT B EME, AR D B S EOREDEE

[COBEZL o THERENICERONTEDL T, FLEEICL > TNIELS
NTWRWIHERIE, TN oMF I ARICEREESNS ] EHET H1B1E
0EIZO2PWTThbL, ZOHIZOWTIE, THFE#ETIEH 525, Commonwealth
v. Department of Health and Human Services™ |28\ T, #IFEUH L EFEOHB)
EOFTFRICE L TN L TRMED 7 v TVICHBI &0 2 Tb e nwl & x
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