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30. Roev. Wade

410 U.S. 113 (1973)

(This right of privacy ....... is broad enough to encompass a woman's
decision whether or not to terminate her pregnancy. The detriment that
the State would impose upon the pregnant woman by denying this
choice altogether is apparent.)

(Appellant argues that the woman's right is absolute and that she is
entitled to terminate her pregnancy at whatever time, in whatever way,
and for whatever reason she alone chooses. With this we do not agree.
The Court's decisions recognizing a right of privacy also acknowledge
that some state regulation in areas protected by that right is

appropriate.)

(Where certain "fundamenta rights' are involved, the Court has held
that regulation limiting these rights may be justified only by a
"compelling state interest,” and that legisative enactments must be
narrowly drawn to express only the legitimate state interests at stake.)
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(The State does have an important and |egitimate interest in preserving
and protecting the health of the pregnant woman [and] that it has still
another important and legitimate interest in protecting the potentiality
of human life. These interests are separate and distinct. Each grows in
substantiality as the woman approaches term and, at a point during
pregnancy, each becomes "compelling.”)

(With respect to the interest in the health of the mother, the
"compelling” point ...... is at approximately the end of the first
trimester ...... a State may regulate the abortion procedure to the extent
that the regulation reasonably relates to the preservation and protection
of maternal health. Examples of permissible state regulation in this area
are requirements as to the qualifications of the person who is to
perform the abortion; as to the facility in which the procedure is to be
performed; and the like.

(With respect to the interest in potential life, the "compelling” point is
at viability ...... If the State is interested in protecting fetal life during
that period, it may go so far as to proscribe abortion during that period,
except when it is necessary to preserve the life or health of the mother.)
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