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Summary

In 1992, the U.S. Supreme Court, led by Justices O'Connor, Kennedy, and Souter, adopted a new standard for reviewing the constitutionality of restrictions on abortion. Under the new standard, a reviewing court would consider whether an abortion restriction has the effect of imposing an "undue burden" on a woman's right to obtain an abortion. This report will examine Justice O'Connor's notable opinions on abortion, and explore her role in the development of the undue burden standard.
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Summary

In 1992, the U.S. Supreme Court, ld by Justices O'Connor, Kennedy, and Souter,
‘adopted a new standand for teviewing the consttutionaliy of esrictions on aborton.
Under the new standard, & reviewing courl would consider whether an abostion
restriction has the effectof imposing an “undue burden” on a woman' righ t0 biain
‘anabortion. This report will exansine Justice 0" Connor's notable opinions on aborton,
‘and explore her role in the development of the undue burden standasd.

I 1992, the US. Supreme Court,led by Justces O'Connor, Kennedy. and Souter.
adopted & new Standard for reviewing the constitutionality of restictions on bortion,
Under the new standsrd. a reviewing court would consider Whetheran abortion restriction

s the effect of imposing an “undue burden” on a woman’s ight o obisi an abortion,
Allhough the new standard was not formally adopted by the Court il 1992 n Planned
Parenthood of Southeastern Pennsylvania v. Casey, Jusice O'Connor's opinions on
sbortion prior 1o Casey had aready expressed dissatisfaction with the trmester
framework established in Roe v. Wade, and an nterestn considering abortion restrctions
based on whether they imposed an undue burden on the right o obtain an sborton. This
report will examine Justice O*Connor's notable pinions onabortion, and explore h role
e development of the undue burden standard.

Justice O'Connor fist addressed the leitimacy of shorton restictions in City of
Akron v. Akron Center for Reproductive Health, a case involving five provisions of an
‘Akeon, Obio ondinance hat regulated the performance of abortions. The five provisions
mposed various restrctions on aborton, including o parental consent requiremen for
unemancipated minors, and a requirement that al abortions performed after the fist
simester be performed in a hospital. The Court determined by 6-3 vole that the five
provisions of the ordinance ere unconsitutional. Afte reaffirming it decision in Roe.
the Court indicated that the five provisions did not comply with that decision and the
rimeste framework artculated n tha case.
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