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5. Dandridgev. Williams

397 U.S. 471 (1970)

(In the area of economics and socia welfare, a state does not violate the
Equal Protection Clause merely because the classifications made by its
laws are imperfect. If the classification has some "reasonable basis," it
dose not offend the Constitution simply because the classification "is
not made with mathematical nicety or because in practice it results in
some inequality.")
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(overreaching)

297 F.Supp., at 469.

See, e.g. Shelton v. Tucker, 364
U.S. 479.

Lindsley
v. Natural Carbonic Gas Co. 220
U.S. 61, 78, 31 S. Ct. 337, 340. ***

Goldberg v. Kelly, 397 U.S. 254.

Cf. Charles C. Steward Mach. Co. v.

Davis, 301 U.S. 548, 584-585,

889-890; Helvering v. Davis, 301
U.S. 619, 644, 909.
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394 U.S. 618, 658-663, 1344-1347
(1969)

(compelling
government interest)

Katzenbach v. Morgan, 384 U.S.
641, 660-661, 1732-1733 (1966)

see Shapiro, 394 U.S. at 659,
89 S.Ct. at 1344
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Lindsley v. Natural Carbonic
Gas Co.,, 220 U.S. 61, 78, 340
(1911)

(compelling) See eqg.
Shapiro v. Thompson, supra; Harper
v. Virginia State Board of Elections,
383 U.S. 663 (1966); McLaughlin v.
Florida, 379 U.S. 184 (1964).

e.g. Williamson v. Lee Optical
of Oklahoma, Inc., 348 U.S. 483
(1955)
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Kramer v.
Union Free School District No.15,
395 U.S. 621, 626, 1889 (1969),
quoting Williams v. Rhodes, 393
U.S. 23, 30, 10 (1968). *h*
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