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Healthcare Policy [For example, the Affordable Care Act]

Roe v. Wade (1972)

O'Conner v. Donaldson (1975)

Michael H. v Gerald D. (1989)

Cruzan v. Missouri Dept. of Health

(1990)

“In 1970, Jane Roe (a fictional name used in court documents to protect the plaintiff’s identity) filed a
lawsuit against Henry Wade, the district attorney of Dallas County, Texas, where she resided,
challenging a Texas law making abortion illegal except by a doctor’s orders to save a woman'’s life. In her
lawsuit, Roe alleged that the state laws were unconstitutionally vague and abridged her right of
personal privacy, protected by the First, Fourth, Fifth, Ninth, and Fourteenth Amendments.” (Oyez, n.d.)

“On January 3, 1957, Kenneth Donaldson was committed on the petition of his father, following a brief
hearing before a county judge. Twelve days later, he was admitted to Florida State Hospital and soon
thereafter diagnosed as a paranoid schizophrenic. The committing judge told Donaldson that he was
being sent to the hospital for ‘a few weeks.’ Instead, he was confined for almost fifteen years.” (Oyez,
n.d.)

“Gerald D. was the presumptive father of Victoria D. since she was born to his wife Carole D.. However,
Carole had an adulterous partner, Michael H., who obtained blood tests indicating that he was likely the
biological father. When Michael obtained visitation rights in a California state court, Gerald argued that
Michael had no ground under California law to challenge Gerald's paternity since more than two years
had passed since Victoria's birth. According to Cal. Evid. Code 621, the child is "presumed to be a child
of the marriage" and another man can only challenge this presumption within two years of birth. The
court ruled in favor of Gerald and canceled Michael's visitation rights. Michael claimed that Code 621
violated his Fourteenth Amendment due process rights by denying him an opportunity to establish his
paternity. A California Court of Appeals upheld the constitutionality of Code 621.” (Oyez, n.d.)

“In 1983, Nancy Beth Cruzan was involved in an automobile accident which left her in a "persistent
vegetative state." She was sustained for several weeks by artificial feedings through an implanted
gastronomy tube. When Cruzan's parents attempted to terminate the life-support system, state
hospital officials refused to do so without court approval. The Missouri Supreme Court ruled in favor of
the state's policy over Cruzan's right to refuse treatment.” (Oyez, n.d.)


https://www.oyez.org/cases/1971/70-18
https://www.oyez.org/cases/1974/74-8
https://www.oyez.org/cases/1988/87-746
https://www.oyez.org/cases/1989/88-1503
https://www.oyez.org/cases/1989/88-1503

National Federation of

Independent Business v. Sebelius

(2012)

King v. Burwell (2015)
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“Amid intense public interest, Congress passed the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act (ACA),
which became effective March 23, 2010. The ACA sought to address the fact that millions of Americans
had no health insurance, yet actively participated in the health care market, consuming health care
services for which they did not pay. The ACA contained a minimum coverage provision by amending the
tax code and providing an individual mandate, stipulating that by 2014, non-exempt individuals who
failed to purchase and maintain a minimum level of health insurance must pay a tax penalty. The ACA
also contained an expansion of Medicaid, which states had to accept in order to receive Federal funds
for Medicaid, and an employer mandate to obtain health coverage for employees. Shortly after
Congress passed the ACA, Florida and 12 other states brought actions in the United States District Court
for the Northern District of Florida seeking a declaration that the ACA was unconstitutional on several
grounds. These states were subsequently joined by 13 additional states, the National Federation of
Independent businesses, and individual plaintiffs Kaj Ahburg and Mary Brown. The plaintiffs argued
that: (1) the individual mandate exceeded Congress' enumerated powers under the Commerce Clause;
(2) the Medicaid expansions were unconstitutionally coercive; and (3) the employer mandate
impermissibly interfered with state sovereignty.” (Oyez, n.d.)

“In 2010, Congress passed the Affordable Care Act (ACA) to increase the number of Americans covered
by health insurance and decrease the cost of health care. The ACA required each state to establish an
"exchange" through which people could purchase health care coverage, and if a state elected not to do
so, the federal government would establish one through the Secretary of Health and Human Services.
The ACA also required people to obtain the minimum essential coverage or pay a tax penalty unless
they fell within an unaffordability exemption for low-income individuals. To limit the number of people
that would fall into such an exemption, the ACA provided for tax credits that are calculated based on
the health plan in which an individual enrolls through the exchange. Although the legislative language of
the ACA pertaining to the tax credits only referred to the exchanges established by the states, the
Internal Revenue Service (IRS) created a regulation that made the tax credits available to those enrolled
in plans through federal as well as state exchanges. Virginia declined to establish a state-run exchange
and has one operated by the federal government. The plaintiffs are a group of Virginia residents who,
without the tax credits, would fall under the unaffordability exception and be exempt from having to
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purchase health insurance. They sued and argued that the IRS regulation exceeded the agency's
statutory authority, is arbitrary and capricious, and is contrary to the law in violation of the
Administrative Procedure Act. The district court granted the defendants' motion to dismiss, and the U.S.
Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit affirmed.” (Oyez, n.d.)



