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FROLANB HvRBOR4 Stanley v. Illinois, 405 U.
S. 645 (1972) ; Marvin v. Marvin, 134 Cal. Rptr. 815, 557
P. 2d 106 (1976) 4" % = XERIRO SV O A OFTKER©
H° JIR” RE VWY ORFIR O Ko 5 FFE ML N FEEA
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- © KM HN-EMY ¢ QEMIENREL LS5 11 1 — m — ANFHN
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Mohammed, 441 U. S. 380 (1979)) wRe° MOFEXKN O 5
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FREGHER IR 1) 10 BUAHEA PO P NN 1 — Rl 1) A NHEK'R
R0 DR Ko HREETHEQ U Y —m — AT
LOEOHKEANOHOEMOERY O S\ " 4 42 Caban
FHOEE( ORMY O SVLPERARBENK O P OM oY
50° 2mNEOHLL° o] 047 Marvin FEAUHE 500
ROVEESL - NTERIPRK FE K (Hewitt v. Hewitt,
77 111 2d 49, 394 N. E. 2d 1240 (Il 1979)) ¥ 4Qe° Marvin
M EHEREEET A Q4 O W RKRHEN QNN ViR
HORBCNHERIDT ¥ a Nt — i NEQLALOMFEN LS
YAIENRY SeFR VR0 BIRT Hewitt FKH 50
a2 N IR R IR VIR QBRI R BR LHRIE A ES
HROHE Y WR'R RSO D2 BRI 5 1) DR
da@ HON K adre® AV ULRIEO N x = RIBKKUFEESR
Hr0DWRIEEY O 910-0 Q2 VW EBE QKIS Q0 K A EIN®
wONM" Marvin FN 5 O a8 V&R O a4 e ia
MO &7 Hewitt ST HHTME - o045 EHENVIEIRSE 50y
5 adifnn®
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Caban v. Mohammed #p-

| RV REEm {Em” EREIEETETE (4
HE<ERES)

441 U. S. 380,99 S. Ct. 1760, 60 L. Ed. 2d 297
(1979).
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Abdiel Caban (<) ~y Maria Mohommed (#-4#<)
2| RULKERmEO | RPN L7 KO & -

W 544° Caban W27 04 5 4R EEIZ O 544 C4(]



RPEEMEE)° Caban & Maria %" | REREVm | K
mA David” | R | #iiIm | 1]m 4 Denise A 5] [Z39-9
oo 4l® Caban £ f1¢ @ HMHERMY & 5 VY HKVEEVR”
KU W hONVERIST Maria SR b O N 5 42°
SAS T RYNE | 1y Maria %1 [®yiE.s Y. Kazim
Mohammed (RU#%<) vEHE Lo | RYEY | my
E<#EE N VORRAmEE” @EKY Maria G115
NEQO N —- L s Caban ‘1B o)
AR ALY AH0R RMY e Maria QH%” Maria
A Kazim QERM<SY |RYHIVERONIR - -
N RPN S Y° Maria « Kazim 27 "N+ .=np
EIRNE L0 AR VAL QB E KB~ U P 2E R
P11z BN e 0o W 4R © £2° Maria 2112 Yh
HNH4 ) UM 0 V7 Caban HERNHORQIEE w1E D
PEVMENEK S L° | KRPHE ] 1w Caban N4 R
<= (4" Maria QBN NIV~ @ VELLH
AU ENEE S U QusH il 1 —m — (R0 2° NG
Caban Q g8¥il- N 4Q:0 1) UNE © 44 Maria % Sk QR
o 1 |RYRESR U PG KBN KL 0 42° o R’

Maria %% 11 4 —m —AZERRKFTIE (New York Family
Court) ¢’ MQidilwe40 0t (custody proceedings) <%

HiKH O RN R o EIE R

WHO4° ERFEY" Mohammed I W BIIRE &6 i i 4
(the temporary custody) 4 Caban 4Kl (JM#r Caban %
O 58D MIEMIKEE (visiting rights) swibaddd® sy
Q| RV | mM &0 v Mohammed #K§X” 1 ¢ —m
~ NERKEREY (the New York Domestic Relations Law)
81 | ORL--UD i 1[I0 HINEHAESHV L0 1S
'O BENmA” Caban KEKAHRN-ZHE O IXHENIEE D £2°
MNOHLR S IR M-S IR O W A.200
M ATAYLE € 4°

It == AEHDNKEI Y — 1~ AN ERIETFE (Surro-
gate Court) %’ Mohammed i Q#lih 2 O F HvRE
S sP @AM 07 Caban RIBSHUEUOVY QA Y Q
#E - BB R RC

ifod =~ AEFE-UEKTE (New York Supreme Co-
urt, Appellate Division) 4¢ IKFTK iR Y Caban Q.
S NEREREAER | | | SR 0B Q
Hug$r In ye Malpica-Orsini FF#K Q»Msw\a Malpica-Orsini,
36 N. Y. 2d 568, 331 N. E. 2d 486 (1975)) M+ & WRZRQ
£457 UFIK L (In re David Andrew C., 56 App. Div.
2d 627, 391 N. Y. S. 2d 846 (1977))°

it —m—AaERIWKEFIE (The New York Court of

IR



K H QI R L0 B HEE

Appeals) 9" In re Malpica-Orsini TR M KR O VIR W
re Y (In re David A. C,, 43 N. Y. 2d 708, 372 N. E.
2d 42 (977))°

i’ Caban HHFRIBMERER ¢ Uie—~4° HieRiER"
T~ 0~ AEHOK-PiEe” HIEHN @ KR {TA e
B4 ) TR A~ 0 7T (adoption rights) VHEFIAOKIA L E
ﬁﬁ%#é%?ﬂ%ﬂ%?%%ﬂk@&%ﬁ\ﬁ%@%&@ﬁ
R | EIR QB ik T M I A0 ) 7 S RIBIE R R
%47 Quilloin F£#K (Quilloin v. Walcott, 434 U. S. 246(1978)
—®ED) MRV BUSWKEERQ0 VRIS & SR
o FEHN Q K E M VR-EREN e U UG PAne v S

)
PR OERMRER L Via2Q PR L0

1 ERISERSR O F

T R YD
HRE VIR $Oim Y POWELL RIS S5t
24 (BRENNAN, WHITE, MARSHALL, BLACKMUN &5

sy
(=] TRuEQi (unwed mother) ©’ 1l 4 —m— AT

Q=97 HREINGD R S S0RE P Q i Bl VS S
e EiE AEde° KEEQ XK (unwed father) #7 fayad

1

| RO

s QO BRI R — R Q Mo — KB S-»Q (substantial)
PR OV M QEIENIEE - Y EHQKREN (control) JyiE
SV S50 KEQKE BH<KIEEN 0N QHIM-EHER”
N QIR QT (the best interests of the child) .&.OmRy
HRENLL SV 5o WP BRI UNH O PO WOR
O QT Q3 N EE e 1) R Do J° (441 U. 8. at
386-387)

Mo —m— NERRIERERL < © WERUSLREN 8D
QERRTIRO T L David £~% Denise QK Q &~
S\« Q Abdiel Caban Q¥R NOQKEOH VW Q
Maria Mohammed Q@R VOB NI # L 4{m (distinctive
difference) ‘&IEHIAmO 5O AND L1 5L 4R
07 0 QIR .27 Abdiel M 4 QM- 2X4io$ Maria Q[
R SO LBERPQ0 QU R O 1T Maria Mo &
#2¢” Mohammed KK A >0 it EHEE M- QIR @ fe kg M IX
4@ 1) AUy Abdiel 1 BiEEANQ LU AL IR @ EY
QML S QPRe° PG W R | KRKES
KVEMNEOVOHM 2V S VELORSR S MW 5o n
NEROEL VR ° (Jd. at 387-388)

(] T#HM-200vIXFR(gender-based discniminations)

R IKIKIEK Q |- O TR M B a0 42 8 & 27 THfiE



HizmE (governmental objectives) MLLAME2Q W& L 8
L0 Z O RO 0mE QMR VIKIE MR O (be
substantially related) 5 &4 .2%3.&4.04 5 ] (Craig v. Boren,
429 U. S. 190, 197 (1977). Reed v. Reed, 404 U. S. 71 (1971)
SHPREY )| (Id. at 388.)°

(] TEUYE<OHBSODURI] || KOBKNQOR
IR IO B ORIV O K- Q EikH O 'R &
R0 1) (invariably) {40 QP HSL° Sy |
HHVOY QRKEORR KEOK IR VHMILEZQ
M (newborn infants) MgV | BIKHESRENIEZ OV 50
APV BBEREY QLY | BUHE boERYS
N O PYHOKROBEV WY KIEUERESE S 20
A0 P R0 KL KIEQ KRB MN-ERE N - REIE N ove
TR 000 1 ANIE O 5500 < Caban’ Y
#5< Maria Mohammed g ~% 14" # Q i (natural
SagvabfﬁﬁﬁﬁELko:@%ﬁwﬁﬁéabr\ﬁ
AKBEIR AR O QN0 Q Al UK A B uh O 4J° Caban QMh
— M- SHETHE TV KE—'2" KO WEIE-VER-D W B BRE Y
HUQE e W 5 Ll ABHERE L S0 RN L8
ARE R | | KOHL 2 VOB LKREN-Q4FC VO
KRBT 5 5 WEINRE VKM REVORE QEL A QHER

K © IR N R0 O BNTE B

{45848 (any universal difference) aJ 4 &\ AUQ" A
O HiE w0 ] (Jd. at 389.)°

(+) TREBINQEHENKEI (provide for) ~iaE
KL L2 Q P ae° BTN QIR QKL O »°
HEIANGMEEL EROWQ C LIKEQHE O NN thado A
BA-Q QR S IR ¢ QNG B Vs R R R S
MANT LRLRERINEV-2QPHLL° ON" N2
LK EIHRROUT (stigma) NEHe P00 D4
PR QT BN A O VR0 Q Bl O S HEmm R 0
SORQERS QM IERE LRmYH B | | Koy
PO HRNEANE e L QN RV EL S 29507 B
SRR R O BRI & Q- 7 KRG M RO mBN
40 QN IEIE N RRAUR Y S0 VR BRSSO 8
4044 5° Reed v. Reed TR BN QY 45’ &
AR THRE TRV H S VBB E»2Q v
LRELO HHmBVENMY - VKSR (fair and
substantial relation) {{E4~@ | 1QEM U -2 U D2 Q L 4
LRELOL5° D% 0 EROREN QoY 7
T SR RQ 2302 Q AU4e J(Royster Guano Co. v. Virgi-
nia, 253 U. S. 412, 415 (1920))] (Jd. at 391.)°

)] TRRLRL REVIRWKY 500 |1 11
IR



K4 Q I v R e Y HEE IR

U R TRRKEQHIVKEOKVOKERS" KEMb U HMERK
Jil (adoptive homes) WEH e 5 o EREEVE MRS
BRI R0 2 © W & 5 URSIA0° -0 SRR bl O 2
H O KE QN QTN 2 IROFKIE TN RN EXH 5301
AR O 0 AR TR 500 14000 M- B 1) T A0 1)
Q I B O SRR IEHN QKBS W
QT4 (natural parental interest) QHEEK {400 1) 'R IBEE
©100 V7 B U R KA AR B e VR AN
PVEH P Y 5000 N2 Q S 50 2 HIE< 021
KEORAKEQHURY VIR ORI MY HSXK
FCEBENOQUHEOWYE L H 507w | RE O VR

QKR S BE M Q0 A S o RILLBH-E- & 5 | (Td.
at 391-392.)°

(o] THuNHHEYRoREQ K Q Bk (locating)
S-S (identification) N4 QIERQIIE QS N’
HRHm QE%SEVDﬁ&&&Oj&k@EJM%%héh
QAWM W Q HaSHEE Y R (infancy) NS
%ﬁﬁL;Hh&tb%néoroTLQ;D@Eo%@EQ
child) QM-SR E MY QL LW N K HE- XL
WREOEOREL &1 1 1 KWL L LRm O 04
M0 4R (inflexible gender-based distinction) iR

I R11

DSBS S 0 V7 KIS0 KIAN- Qi N E R VIR
Lh et D5 O QIR BHIPEKIBRIK LT R0 @i
LN Q N R I iAo g (the priviledge of veto-
ing the adoption) gWwihaddt 5 UNR-PQYHLL°
H RO ww QRO 2" W ooy BEMSRS
AU SO RRERVEBLRHONDMS 0 Lo’ ko
AERN B KREARST I A I ERe ) A PR 00 1)
AEPAae (8w’ In re Orlando F., 40 N. Y. 2d 103,
351 N. E. 2d 711 (1976) §085)° DA I¥EQ Y’ K&
M-y Oﬁ W BRI 4ER B (substantial relationship) i
PaRe” J0T KR U UNIERI O W SN B B
iﬁﬂ%f%of%%oﬂ%%%Téc& k=4 R
PREOV IR RV S P IREQKVIKEQHNE
PV EURE © HRSRSRT BTN O #iN- B N I 4
10 S0 E QR0 KV IRIE R R R e 4 VU Q IR 1
LUK SL5°
e fnfRZ” B 1 1KLL VDO VHIRQ
MgiE4-30e | K (overbroad generalizations)] © 54 |
0 OB YR UlIF 02 Q e (Califano v. Goldfarb, 430
U. S. 199, 211 (1977); Stanton v. Stanton, 421 U. S. 7, 14~
15 (1975) QRE) | (Id. at 392-393)°



S IXEim— (4o

XEWmE 1] 0Re” RES | O STEWART RF&HF
WO 5

(=) THEIN QERNEEMe N SRR #Hi
MR R 510400 & M iEHEYRe° EEREKNQQIE
ROE Y YL de” SHEILERRY @Y
NN T A F SN Y <R E RO e - B
MROC MR &+ > NNEHM LR KO-

| BB YR 201 QR ERLRANEEH A0 4000 HE-iE .

) 0 M SR HIB TN P EBH OO I NI E e
..Clv&)Cy&f»@h/ C@._i..miixnn@&mﬁnsmaﬁﬁ ..C;N‘Cﬁ____w
OV S48 SRR ) (Jd. at 395.)°

(«] THRECKE MHoM@UoisER v Qo Ra N

BRI 200 SWVEEY DS RBLOL5° DRK
QK GHMENE S S H SIREPR © et RIEIER
O SR IR E N QB BNk v R
H5° L H0RKEOK NV OREKS” MN-EA M QIRK O
M KA e VIR FIR'AFE D L VA0 €% HibE ~
S V- OQ0500° FHOKRE ERNL O WY 5H0ER
P @ BB K R AR BRI O U UK O Y o7 HHQIE

HHKHQ KN R e ENER

ARNEE e A S o RmER-UERA O KIS SRR A0
oL | (Id. at 395.)°

(] EAGLQKVOKEY O SV

M&EANGOXKV] MOBRVOKE s i~ & (legal tie) &
P E SN 5ol KE” BN QK VEHNQ K]
KB 1) A Q R 410 4 AU B ERO.E TWARIQ° -ovee s
BN QR QKM ~Oo i RN KA o R M KO K
L S oKEE KUEdein (putative father) '3
KBS N MR O N &0 2N ~ O V] BIMbHREY
(the benefit of legitimacy) Wi 1) UNEEW R MW &2
M50 NSOTENHVIEOY 50 5 a4 (d. at
397.)° ,

(=) $885 VRVOKEN O 51

MR QHR Y R Q R (the biological
connection) & 04n% WPHBHANQ U L0 -2 Q Wit BRIK
23R (enduring) ‘&~ OYEKAHVLKIG® oo K © KN-ER
% (the actual relationship) M 0 ¢/ KEOXKOBUDYW
ORISR QK (married father) QR QRN +R
Rl Oon0iR4n 2 Q0 (Stanley v. Illinois, supra §R¥)°
DADUNPRCAR OV 500 E KO K OKeRlvE QX
BAREKSDT & O HIEE QAN X ¢ Vb QIRK QKR

IR



iKY kR v o BiEE R

O30 IRUOKE Q KRIE RN O S P se 1)
Qe IREN B VO QRN RIK Q KRN 4 © Wi
HRon@ 20 R4 5 5 AR - Q 54 (sub-
stantive constitutional claims) -2 2~ Q#BAE &4 Ik
O 50 UNEEY B UL M AR | (Jd. at 397.)°

(] HKEORVOKEY O SV

¥R#md (newborn children) & 4% mRII (infants) QM
B O S KO~ MFERAH w5 Nbiizdie
HHRHERs” 0 KARKOKTFOKARRKER (unknown)
PR AR" [MhRO] WRNBRLOUVRPHLES S (un-
available)” {24 O I HERD (uninterested) V40 ]
NSORENH 0 oY TEEKeHM HKE & O LIKEOKH
OO UMVRENES O S L S KEOKE HIVEHOKR
ML QUARR RO 1 Qi SR 1) HIEE O D O R 48R |
118" PRI M X410 -2 Q W 49 5 40410 Q 410
(ld. at 399.)°

KUK Q oM MERINEN N IKN-FRE NSO
SiEBOKN O SVWEEALS A~ L0 T VEBVL
PRS00 [BOREVKORKEN S 10 eREVY
Hvy BORK KOREE-DORMEV IO ORY
PARe VRV R LD LOHL L » KK QIER

| RE

QEHEE IR ALHOE [ ROBRAEW - & S
30 SR Q B A Q M A0 1) QFRIES OMR R
AMINTEHE 5 L0 8 5 V23N 200 5 W IKERN -
Wb 55 | (d. at 400.)°

[-4#< [Caban] Z’ #MH-EHCEMN QIR QKGN 4.0
503 AN PR BN O R K] R KIEQ K VOER
RS-0 UM O P ERIKUMN © ERER B 40 200 AR
A S —n— AEEETROFEN VD £ MY
2D K5 A~ (sex-neutral rule) Qo7 Ki-QiE
EHERVR O LR (Id. at 400.)°

B IXRmE (4

STEVENS REMEEHE (BURGER jmiefFrinie ~% REHN-
QUIST RFTIR E4E)°

(=] Ty oREH-2" BHANQ FE MU oK
NEST KRAFOHKEHAGE VO ORAY Hiba0 5o 1)
VR LS (BHYQ) BUWNSREHN L ihadio ) VAR ISR
N O VR B SO RERENIE ST M | RQRIEHN
My KR SSEEnT R TR Qe BRI
BN #E e A SO RREEER PR L VOV TR MR
i (compelling)] W suadsre | (Jd. at 402.)°



(0] [MHREINGOHKENRSVERESY v iEH MK
a° D5 HEQH A OHERE DRI NESW R
KT QMK M- © e M i - W K SRRl b se | (4. at
404.)° WO WV mfHR SRR O P B QAN N
vad (carry) QYPRe” KO HENKEA N OBRE
WEOW 500 v IR B QA ORERHIRe &
NE O RS” & OV NER NI LKA R E QHEIEIN &
KOV 50NN FREBIMN QKAN QB Ao I~ ©
B I M40 1 AR P ABQIRATIR AL S 07 B HBEK
QEYARE V0 N THREIN O Hiylir i «%H
HmE N & 57 BRI QBN K MR O RRE
QESR S W0 ARSI S BoVR
fIse ] (d. at 407.) VHEEQLL°

(0] SVYAVENTUANRRRSR S UE Rin? (newborn
infant) QMN-EMY KA EMENE R DY ibado R — Y
SO AR Angd Qa0 B R — R4 ORI (care) KMERS
KPP A-IREK e Q mE (maximum of flexibility) W K ih
A M0 (loving father) Mi-QH-QEIE NI’
0O MRS IR N B O - IR IRME O IR NRE
e Mo IR NbEHD | BREOREN R#E 4
0° URMIXS ERQEMVEHKIICR — 2" wLERS

K- Q I v R e B E

WOOR [ ROEME KCE LRI 2o B 0285
1) A Q BHENIRRAC 40 Q400 QNN K 4~ 00 R — R
7 PN RO IR N RS S Ol BRSO
O H R NAHENmENE L O R VLV REHKRS
¥ (absent father) MR4CHERREN NHAVIQEE" BN
N DR D — N0 £V RIERRST 4U0 N EIRN-ERIK ©
RN A0 IR © RN K Y O R bR N B~ iIER Vil
B NEEKUHRT VRFAH°

(=) (Y o ~ay’ & O W Qe LR b
D AERRS” KPR M U NEBREA e K K (natural fa-
ther) QBN X40” REEEE SN (older child) Qg
BN R HEY L OFTENBSY 50| (Jd. at 409.)°

DA HHMRE R ] | | ROHU VOV HKRNEN
D 52 QA D LHEE TSR T 10 S < 0 i i
ST4m10 1) A Q DI HANE MBS LN O 507 T Q
M IXERA~e°

MR AR ORI Y HER L IR R (general classifica-
tion) ‘A EXEHE (isolated case) 8 5\ KR 40~
ONELL eV SO REL P E R — JUHENERVECQ
MAREEEY HL S | (Jd. at 411-412)°

[©0] WON" KEQHOLSTRLNBHEN O 5 O LHekk~

1 R



iKY REN R o MBIREE

LRGP -2 &1 ]| KREHER VR UL Sl
QEENKQ - L2°

M2 O KRLEANN SN KA e RS b
NHEE OV SRR OR PV ERFEEN L0
BNOPR O Lo BREQ P00 T IIKEEE SR
IR R~ DSREERSR N QIR QKN £10-VRE
PO L2 - BN O L S VB NI L N i
BQ R — AWM J VAR QO {ERY OV K
FORMEN X H-HrIKBKIKE &0 R — R NERAe
SHEENRY 5485 (Md. at 413)°

(o] HKEDDEMRBY 0 S8 Hl-0 R H°

A RSB REH (the natural family unit) ‘%
BVIBEROP RS KEMNEHI 0L L QRN & )
ARV A O KOKEEH O HEQ o SN Babe N
Mo h—RHHE— S ERVEILORENFY Vi
A0URIN 2 HN-EHNA N QIR Q KN R L Sofd
M -2 5 N BRI A0 1 U E ERT R0 VL R
»e | (Id. at 414-415.)°

(] Ry MR Q RHBHENK O Mo NER D L°

M Q HgiEl-—HE 40 0] KAUKE V4R —W 4
LN 2O ) 40 E I VR Q3BER (agencies) Q gl

JEVPR LY

I RK

NHE& R 5 0mRE (infants) NRCEHEMNS S WY IRH
RS0 ANPEL RIFERLS SSVORET DN O W e
SV EREIU RS S0 B R HOHAIR N BB A0 A 1 QM
£ PRREEiX oM (older children) Q- BXS F O
P OoRy Sl PRe’ &0 MRKAM VKIS SEREN
OV RS #AUNM QR AR AN KR RE & e IR N
&5V REEHEHPEEHRw o0 (Jd. at 416.)°

n RKFLKFEORE

T HERLREALQKORE W EY
PWN e m =AM SV ANEIIN, QXEE " nullius filius ©
R GREIELCROL 285 NEO Y RU-P oK

NEQESV 2.4 050 WOy QKBS Q. AE
th QBYA I U R0 S SR SRS e D7 M QK R0
HIEDSHHN T I © A7 SETL QR b QK
BREOTLN 1 U R0 ERMERD0 5001 VREULY
HAPe DRV I NPT QR OV E
ﬁ@@%&%ﬂ%ﬁ?é:&u%%fﬁéééhf%tW%%
10 2 QM X A0 & © IEHE KR O 2444 © 40°
:6ﬁ~%ﬁ@_ﬁoﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁmlofﬁiﬁoﬁ
QR RKEKINSQUKI O P OB E” ~Nx=aREKUL R



Hé%wﬁoﬁm%\%@oﬁﬁoﬁ%&%hm#kﬁ%ﬁm
MR OEE S ¢ 2o HRiERENIEIE S 50 AJE
QAR0E VROKLOE 1 Q4 SHURRB ORI VRE
NELR Y ERBITRTRS | RV ﬂ%ﬁm% O KWK
S BRY R B D O W v -y © RIS
OV SHaMELL R KFKE Lo S HPRENR

S AN O IO 2% HRETN O M- S B A e S IE TN

QKX OHRNERI O LW R 51V i BRI et
DR A S
T OIS ERMOKO#R

LR R IKER (natural parents) QRN
R& W (natural child) L OMwEEeLLQHE™  §
X ﬁ»@wwuo M=K (adoption decree or order) QHIEK" -
PN QIKRVOE M eV 5 LMY Q ERIRREE
PTOVRNE S WEL 0V hUlERA O NI Q SRS
ﬁ%$?6aoib\ﬁ?m%ﬁ&DQ%&%ﬁK%%§h\
R OEIHVULPESRLRC AN AL Q YRe°
QN N EHR M--UHKER - @ HBRE NS0 %0
2QPROHL FN-EROEREVY HIFXMN e
ROEMIA KR WHEHKRORV_Y QRE Q¥
(termination of parental rights) -~ ZEiHiRE iF H

B H Q KN R o MBI R

e = © «mm\v MR BN 2 A0 SR M E O Y 50 ) VG
R VR0 EHE AU 2R HiMh VoM IE
m%@%ﬁmmﬁﬁfﬁbomﬁ‘%%&kb%ﬁ#ﬁ%%@
RO | BUBOEMO LRV YL O RS 4
&iﬁﬂ%&ﬁ%o%@bé&ﬁﬁb‘&%&Lf%kﬁ%%
PLRR C U2 KOEME NS WY 1) .50 42°
Caban K=" HEHIGOXLU R OUQOHALHRE Ko
RS A O $-2Q P aRe°

I BEFR

FEAN O KO ¥R AEM KB W R o ER LK RRREY
LR Caban FHYL vy’ | RYI1EQ Stan-
~w< K (Stanley v. Illinois, 405 U. S. 645 (1972)) w4
0 EHEQREH WMEHEHA VA LIRKEN w2 4
% HORUNEEYN QMKMW (dependency
proceeding) 8 5 VEQORRE<L L QWK NVE
BDO” Mo & v LI Q K VB RN F OR0 L 0
4R 1 QB QKR IEKFNGHR R | Bl Q Bl
HOSLUIVER S HULS0-2Q VRS BRIRITA 7 Ry
QAN QHEMINER - REFEI L0 AulEl SR N~ 8
of DPE O VHOEMGECER VW Ml QHEil &0
¥ LeEN" BV QBN R0 E2ER (hearing) X

| RY



B O R 9 <0 M RIEE
QBRI L ANEO AL LT KB
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BAUDY KOO KM QRMAKEOK L RIeEBR
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(=) KEQ|IR%E ERBENRVKESY 2RBEHC
M (BH - REINVNELHLS) MU0 VRPN
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() | RYVENEOR ] | 1K (BEEROL) %7 X
Qe REBAULS Y 5 H° TRE-XEOEME" K-
QMK RG22 Q UAQ° wovee SRYELKBEH PR
RANELP BAMQERWLSHER SRE LK
BHEPLQANELYT REHNQH - °J

110K

(=) Efpyn” Caban HEVEEY. 11 —m— 8 E

REREHNQ CRERGIHR | B EE KK
BHOBHEMEEYHXOP 50 sN0R” R QR
£2° HKRE-» Caban v e o KEANLQH
QKACOMPXBOENURY" HEBAN OXQHME
NI -2 QP30 O EHEN LT OeREHNQ
HE HOHHUK | EHHOE HR4VHORVENR S
M ENRE LD RST W0 v dldoe K S
HORPEMTEERCV YRS L ERKRES
RER OV S 42°

B —m—aE=REBEE (New York Court of
Appeals) " HKEOHKBURI CHLORRS 2
QELQEM VL CERUEN A O VEMN VR e QW
B BRI I O 57 VRS L° SV OBRIEN S
VOREOXNEME N0 VY 4OV KB
B# A HTREY S oREEQ#HD00 v #ih XYY
BEROAROU AN HORENMR WV ENREOENRE
A0 AV QEEEKIKER M 4 © WA g4 S b iR
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FEER VRO HLMNKRICHEL 2O VFEERS
LR K QI IKE HHIER K QK N Qo &’
YUY OREOREEHEND LS N AT D
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() REELDEHR I EKRIEBOEY Y E<LQ¥R
REE A0 LR BB KE(due process clause)
VBRI (equal protection clause) Vb 2@
KO HoLKE Qw1 50°

[5REOES" HOEMLSHIEN 40U VgV Iy
g7 E<o#¢’ mEanLLRM" uRdBon vl
PALLS ML S RAMRES YORBERIMRORE
<SHRDAV2" HE Q- L i wED 0 A H P s
5°1 (C. H. Pritchett (zE:R - Y « LRRER)
FN <= REEH<E ] M~ 0 8%

(w) T[[Caban] %’ EHLSERNHLOR"T #NEH
BUMBRVAVHES NN R Y S L QP
Stanley v. Ilinois F K (405 U. S. 645 (1972))
BLIVAKLL2OVRCVRIR Y S L WBEREDHELE
(procedural due process) ‘{Ka{Y .24V Q H UK 7
L& o 544 5 | (Caban v. Mohammed, 441 U. S.
380, 385, n. 3)°

KL Q I v R <o R ITE 1Y

(©) Wb’ BHiTQBBIN «e°

(o) #KEQRK N4 io#k v O v unwed father Q % .4
M " unmarried father, putative father,natural father
HUREQ R NURK0° 1) Q0 putative father
VE EEY I HEHN QYK Y80 A HE e o
WMUHHREBIALOKPRO VI AP i0oHPRs
(BLAck’S LAW DICTIONARY)” 4" natural father
AES Kb ER RN R A0 KR K e o M
AROR | BYEENVST KREANM QK (KEeQ
) WESVELORWY S0e°

(o) HHWMmMZE" KoK OPEHHOM M NMR D L
Quilloin v. Walcott & (434 U. S. 246 (1978)) ~
HE DV Quilloin FHY HKGOKENUESAKID
PERSOSRCHVOEHBHRIBER VL VAT Y S
¢ (Caban v. Mohammed, supra, at 380, n. 7)°

(o) “infant” y 5 oBHES KK LKBVERLEEQS
¥ (a child of a tender and helpless age) i # 4~
QR B ES KBNS w “infancy” »7
KR (minority or nonage) NE4~ (42 AM. JUR.
2d Infants § 1 (1969))° POWELL #Fm'd’ m{&HY
ENEOM MKV 500 A KRVACR" WY
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HREFROEY RHRVERSVPE LKV 5@ 4
£ infancy VERREBNEE VB L% (HR1
M QaRMaREY O S KER | BN TRAREQ
QR (FREKYE)” EREN - SHY - K -

1110

thers: An Analytical Survey of their Parental Rights
and Obligations, 1979 WasH. U. L. Rev. 1029 (1979)
(K" Note, Unwed Fathers, supra note 12 ~JZHE
el Rt 5°

SLHEH - NESD TR-RE Qo 2 @) (FRKHNE)
Hr N REE)

(2) H. CLARK, JR., THE LAw oF DOMESTIC RELATIONS
IN THE UNITED STATES § 5. 1 (1968); H. KRAUSE,
FamiLy Law IN A NUTSHELL 128-29 (1977).

) REQXNEFOUOHMOHHRER R SHE" nw
e - QHHEBERMNESHL-20 P8R KW

@) CLARK, supra note 10, § 5. 4; KRAUSE, supra note
10, at 168; 2 C. J. S. Adoption of Persons § 58 (1972,
supp. 1982).

(F) KEOHXOERMWBORKURR =Y #iKkEBHAN
OHERHRFEY S S Vs O L° EHHQ R
EN2VOVHBEYRAVHEBTEN-SL208" Levy
T« (Levy v. Louisiana, 391 U. S. 68 (1968)) &~

SROERKELIVOOAU K40 | BUKEGPLERD
EHYELPERIVLe NV OHEKBE2w JIKE YR
O L e (Unwed Fathers and the Adoption
Process, 30 Law RevIEw DIGEST 2:4, 14 (1981)=
Condensation of an article by Rausch, 22 WM. &
Mary L. REv. 85 (1980) [Z%’ Rausch, supra note
11 VB4 e])°

NY CLARK, supra note 10, § 5. 4 ; KRAUSE, supra note

10, at 137; 10 C. J. S. Bastards § 17 (1938). 4%
EAGOKQOERMEY O 5 v 17 Note, Unwed Fa-

% Glona F¥K (Glona v. American Guarantee &
Liability Insurance Company, 391 U. S. 73 (1968))
PR 0 {0 BN BOKMEERNHBVIeKEH
M 2O QEHMEEITR VLM S AT DN NN EE
PROCVFEEOHL2OP L Wiex” REHAM QKK
ERRNEEVR R &0 QEHAMITRIMRL S R
SANAREHYHPLQROVFROIL L2 QPR O L°
(EFKY O SV E KA [REHA-ORHEN Il
OH-roki] ] REHH<-11- 1 11 (IRVID ®
HHand K (MEER) ThxaRU L Do HEFMN
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KFEKABURBHLOXK A O QM- ey
D82 Q " Stanley v. Illinois, 405 U. S. 645 (1972);
Quilloin v. Walcott, 434 U. S. 246 (1978); &8 =%
Parham v. Hughes, 441 U. S. 347 (1979) (plurality
opinion) ¥ 48:0° E[HW E" th QO HEHF M R4~ 0
RRHDhORMhRRY R oMECRERF LR L
4’ Parham - 27 M Q KR RN B H e’
PREHIOW S ML KA00BMEEiER#QRER
R E° WO SMBEFE N2 QB Stanley F
HIKFLY 00 (OELKQHE LRI

L KEARGREHBYRIHARBIERTIRS
FENOLIVE UE@E TN <2 RY BT O0RMHOR
HO®E] M4 a0 10111 RYKE)" HH
& TED - SEAN ORI M QPRI d~
(M« 4R ERSEAU NI - =B« 11 niel e
ot e IR N

it [RKBPOeN =2 ROKE] s —XERI VYR
1T RRO)?

REEQ#MY -2 VOVH R % Reed FK (Reed v.

K © I v R e H B HEEE BY

Reed, 404 U. S. 71 (1971)) =" B QRN K -
o i £ 48 e e PR R U 2 e R 90 (RKTTO
| IRE)® L2 HMELRI o ERFE | 805
Vo GHEHEE TEY oKUK O HFERE—N <~
REBERFEE | AY | — 1 R<XOL EMEAN x> RER
19RO RLK D) E MY -0 liE s < = R{EH
COO~U -] BRI TR 1 -
K119 1R 1101 (1 RYY) {#E-25°

(%) CLARK, supra note 10, § 18. 1. 08" XK

# " KRAUSE, supra note 10, at 154; 2 C. ], S.
Adoption of Persons §§ 1-12 (1972, supp. 1982);
Hurd, The Law of Adoption: Ancient and Modern,
9 VAND. L. REV. 743 (1956) #3400 O £2°

HET N A RYRITOREBEHNOMNZMR KF
= Q&KW (final decree or order) M ~ ® VWE H4~ 0
QPR OV HWL-EVEREVOMBL-RERM M
QEUHMN 4 O VRBF e QPLEL SN NE S amp -2
WD E<EQHM-BERRVRELLS | HE
EORHuUL VY #NiE KR4 equitable adoption
& 5 0 adoption by estoppel ~u . v #{#t1 Q B N Y
LoRE-010° D&AD" W ORE" EHYORKRN
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PSP RBUSIQ P ELEYVT v Y2 REIRRERE
B (justice and good faith) Qm® &0 HK- Q#
M- Bl (de facto adoption) ~u .\ EREN A~ AU 490
FEOLRLOYOLEKBMUR @ M Aiu i 5° DR O
MOV ORI A EREV R o AT TR HE Y QRN B
NACMEE N E O W 5 420 A K 4~ 0 (CLARK, supra
note 10, § 18. 8;2 C. ]J. S. Adoption of Persons, § 3
(1972, supp. 1982))°

() HoHEHMEINRRE IS S vy KMV OEQH
Q I 58 A U~ 70 5200 1) AR 5990 °

(]) EFKOHFUE KREIAVOKOKHEKMURY S
AT MUSENOY SeREY KOEMAIKY R
RADYL-2QR R #i ERQEMIAM Q0N
VNENFRAL20-»280 (HKOEFKY O LV
7 Annot.,, 51 A. L. R. 2d 497 (1957) &#t~ 5)°

(X) 2 C. ] S. Adoption of Persons § 58. 2" #iEH
HORANGOHVEEA ) VN S O YURNEHI O Y
Ry 2" KOEM-2 KRR e°

(Q) EFK>MY( 2py’ Stanley FRABEYKEANGOK
QUM N A CIERVREIA M2 Q28 & LR Ho®
ENHEROREAUL2VPEL8 0 Lungl 500

(AN

(Freytag, Equal Protection and the Putative Father :
An Analysys of Parham v. Hughes and Caban v.
Mohammed, 3¢ SOUTHWESTERN L. J. 717, 718 n. 11
(1980))°

(R) 405 U. S. at 652.

() BPREMXULeY O S VE HELOESRL
4 THEmy Stanley ¢ FEOKUMRAL LN 2RAL
O WOE QBN BRI o VE" MK H-HrKK
WM e | (Jd. at 658) VRLFIKR-L°

(1) Schwartz, Rights of a Father with regard to his
Illegitimote Child, 36 Ouio St. L. J. 1, 3 (1975);
Note, Unwed Fathers, supra note 12, at 1032; Wri-
ght, Caban v. Mohammed : Extending the Rights of
Unwed Fathers, 46 BrookLYN L. REv. 95, 100-02
(1979); Comment (Caban v. Mohammed) 29 EmORY
L. J. 833, 843 (1980); Comment, An Amnalysis of
the Unwed Father’s Adoption Rights of CABAN wv.
MoHAMMED : A Foundation in Federal Law for a
Necessary Redrafting of the Pennsylvania Adoption,
25 ViLL. L. Rev. 317, 320-25 (1980) [z=%¥" Com-
ment, An Analysis of the Unwed Father’s Adoption



Rights, supra nota 25 NrsER4~e] ; Bodenheimer (f
SRR - SRER) THNHORSBEVKES D Y
HEBE (oW REFBERMNIY-HI1" R
(1= 1)°

€) J. ARrgEN, CASES AND MATERLALS ON FAMILY LAw
155 (1978); Note, Unwed Fathers, supra note 12, at
1031-33; Comment (Caban v. Mohammed), supra, at
838-40; Comment, An Awnalysis of the Unwed
Father’s Adoption Rights, supra, at 317, 320.

() Stanley &K QREN ¢ 5\ 487 Schafrick, Emerging
Constitutional Protection of the Putative Father’'s
Parental Rights, 70 MicH. L. Rev. 1581, 1608 (1972);
Note, The “‘Strange Boundaries’” of Stanley: Pro-
viding Notice of Adoption to the Unknown Putative
Father, 59 VA. L. Rev. 519 (1973); Comment, The
Unwed Father’s Rights In Adoption Proceedings: A
Case Study and Legislative Critique, 40 ALB. L. REvV,
543, 547-54 (1976) fHEE°

(R) Stanley FKNMMEBEMIRESC ) VNED LS
QA V4 Vanderlaan 3K (Vanderlaan v. Vander-
laan, 405 U. S. 1051 (1972)) ‘& 6 :0° EFK B’ &

HHK Y Q RN QL e M BIRE R

EAGQHEMUE/IroKBOXKOERVER ALY~
TERFTEOFKMBEMEKS L-2Q P8e°

() Stanley FTHKE o 1 —m - aEVHKEIH QML
BURPRKEQHOER QRGP LRLR o
— - AEREHE KGO N EME NP LS
—m—AaEMNEE VT E S L (In ve Adoption of
Malpica-Orsini, 36 N. Y. 2d 568, 370 N. Y. S. 2d
511 (1975))° EFXKY O 5" fH(o) N

(8) 434 U. S. at 255.

(B) »oPE By BIREAC KRBTSRV
NEBHEROY S &S5 KNEEVOY 500

S9) 434 U. S. at 256.

(B) MM \* Rausch, supra note 11, at 7 u ~0°

(3) HEERRUYE SEE TN aREZTOREOIK]
QERVHMOKOH¥] NN E (1 KRKO)" '
[Cadan v. Mohammed | Nx=R# | K| « 1] 1]
HARHHGE MEH - HEHAY o XRVHM Q-
W REHCIRR®e°

(88) Comment, Constitutional Law-Equal Pyotection—
Gender-Based Classifications in Adoptions Found
Violative. Caban v. Mohammed, 63 MarQ. L. REv.
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131, 137 (1979); Wright, supra note 25, at 119.

(8) bR <D HlHE LR KBERR SR’

Nl -» Q¥ ~ o &° L. TRIBE, AMERICAN
CONSTITUTIONAL LAw (1978); G. GUNTHER, CASES
AND MATERIALS ON CONSTITUTIONAL LAw (3d. ed.,
1980); Gunther, The Supreme Court-1972 Term,
Forward : In Search of Evolving Doctrine on a Cha-
nging Court: A Model For a Newer Equal Protec-
tiou, 86 Harv. L. REv. 1 (1972); Note, Developments
in the Law-The Constitution and the Family, 93
Harv. L. REv. 1156 (1980); Hughes, Egual Protec-
tion and Due Process : Contrasting Methods of Review
under Fourteenth Amendment Doctrine, 14 HARV.
C. R.-C. L. L. Rev. 529 (1979); Bice, Standards of
Judicial Review under the Equal Protection and Due
Process Clauses, 50 So. CALIF. L. ReEv. 687 (1977);
Erickson, Equality between the Sexes in the 1980’s,
28 CLEv. St. L. REv. 591 (1979); Comments, Gender—
Based Discrimination and a Developing Standard of
Equal Protection Amnalysis, 46 CiN. L. Rev. 572
(1977). RHERKEV W27 LR M-

=

g (1 ~BD] ERPEEBERO - P=X- 1" R
= M= 1 YK (I RYP Y~
V) BWEME [RERE -k = — ek H g i
¥gEE—] n—- Xa—-2K VT RKT) K
KENGH TN X REVRKOHH | Nx=~RH | R
PYq]e | RY HE D N2 RORKMURFER
ORE (1~ MiaxK={K ]KY" W
O+ KR (1 |fK0O)" ¢HE M#Hy 4 eV QH-4
| REAHACL) ' T#HY < #RIN x = RHEH
BEMECS)LNER0°

(5) Ejtom sy s\ Note, Developments in the

Law-The Constitution and the Famliy, supra note
36, at 1193-97; Hughes, supra note 36, at 530-33 §

mmo

%) Cohen #" swi s SRS NERSLEN K

EIHOR AV 5 PRENEY OV S0fT Ve
B Ke«4Hhuk- SFENE | @l oE®RUR
RN VHSUNEEY KEOKNEI KRG
M@ voyY FESNY X Q Bk (inter-
mediate level of equal protection scrutiny) & 5z - F
¥ D 5 4~0° Note, Equal Protection for Unmarried



Parents, 65 Iowa L. REv. 679, 718 (1980).

(8) CHEHEN -2 HHYOKEBVHEHMISHMmEG
VOE N SRR b0 A KL A N Bkl e KEH
i X = 28" EHHRE<LQ MK BR Y (fundamental
interest) | NWEHii 40 &7 TH Q0 5 X & (suspect
classification) | @44 RO NBER UL HHHQ
XRE NEQVIMSE R Y (compelling state inte-
rest) | QMU N PR 0 U VT BLHDOER (oW
HMBY S s LR (less restrictive alternatives) |
NERUVRKERYRCUVOHHENEBYE2Q
N R che

() Frontiero 53K (Frontiero v. Richardson, 411 U.
S. 677 (1973)) Y& LV HW Q # ¥ m (BRENNAN,
DouGLAS, WHITE 1§ =% MARSHALL) %7 M -2
VEHHOMEN HEKBLAS2 0P80 vRY L
ROV OMEEKYHREERKOJRMmMY & O 59

() EFXoBIEXovita v MNKEY FMER
P GEBEL2QVHLRELON HHmBVE
S D W KIS S ®E (fair and substantial relation)
MEAe [ HOBEHN 2 VD Vv2Q0WE L {2808

WK H QKN Qe BT W

5% PLRACY EREOXKRUS0EESY VY By
o LAR0 A N4 0] (Royster Guano Co. v.
Virginia, 253 U. S. 412, 415 (1920)) | (404 U. S. at 76)°
S8 QRKRE” Caban FK (supra, at 391) W
Wi 5e°

(F) M QRKRY” Caban F# (supra, at 388) W
2V 50

(D) %A MM <o KRUMOH-Hokil | BB 1 1)
W~ 1 g

3D 441 U. S. at 354-55.

(%8) Erickson M ~2%" HPRNEL OV LI OBHHKS
HEPFEVER LR OBRRO0LQ 1 ORT RKR
TE# QKB % (similarly situated) | 1)~ QK4
9044 2° Erickson, supra note 36, at 596-98.

L) Freytag, supra note 22, at 729-30, 737.

(5) XE@mmy#K oV 5 e &5 m (WHITE, BRENNAN,
MARSHALL % +% BLACKMUN u#3Fm) ¢’ Caban
FRV SR YRR OV R e’ KEV2KRAHY
BANPVRQ P NUSY N R QBRI N E
B 44°

(%) 441 U. S. at 359-61.
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(%) Powell RFWEPWFENI4 L0440 WV 87 b
NBAKNMNHEEYTES 2O PB LRI H N &
QY BELSOY 50K R R Caban TRV
Qo MInN R RORKEL S O 2 Q¥R D Par-
ham a8 SHIREREY O C 20 VR fRiry ko
PLOPHLE S AVE.QRe° Note, Equal Protection
for Unmarried Parents, supra note 38, at 714 ; Frey-
tag, supra note 22, at 733, 737 LEE°

(8) 441 U. S. at 392.

(7)) Id. at 393.

Q) Id. at 389, 392.

@B) Rausch, supra note 11, at 15; Comment, Az
Analysis of the Unwed Father’s Adoption Rights,
supra note 25, at 334.

(3) KEOXNRFOEREORMBEREWRLALRELO
HL5R ALVIULRREROKY” HEKROXUE
SPHBQRRBYEL g 5% D OREY” BFEER
27 HAFEOVPK LK YRR RIY O 5 VPl
i oe® HFOSA 0 LY mUOERIRK O
AR LR WY H O R OTRG M- SR [ 408 K 4o
HRY OO UVHE e BN R L 50

[NRIRS

(8) CLARK, supra note 10, § 17. 4; KRAUSE, supra

note 10, at 253-55. Mnookin [th Q #i N B+ RF
Gl s =-xERIY] - HK(IRIR)" U=E¢ - B8
WED - 1 0OK°

(1) Title Y~ %" REROKERNREKOLEHEZ" K

HOYKERHQOEHYY 4o XMORY REBROKE
CENEEROKE REREERINEHOMMSE
HOHR X4VRBEORERE ¥ LKEN B
Y O & (Comment, The Father’s Right to Child
Custody in Interparental Disputes, 49 TuL. L. REvV.
189, 198-203 (1974))°

5) KRAUSE, supra note 10, at 256; Comment, [llegi-

timacy (J. M. S. v. H A.), 17 J. Fam. L. 179, n.
110 ; Comment, Termination of Parental Rights in
Adoption Cases: Focusing on the Child, 14 J. FAM.
L. 547, 550-55 (1975-76). WM’ RV OEA Ol
QRN S ol W REEMHEE DY 510° LR
AaNFA G REZE | KRYEYRBRRENEKS
wON | RYREY TROBMEEV OV [ROR
MEREON OMEARKKRUR2IvERBNLONS
OHEYHOHEPRBYLLLVI0QRT RaNT



NE QY ©:0° | (Stats. 1979 ch. 204, § 3) VRN
Ao BN T O w4 KHAREKOOXK (Civil
Code § 4600) %" N OHMOLHANMORHEORKES
ZOMKMNE S P B LE 08 500" AW 50°
(®) Chemerinsky, Defining the “Best Interests’” : Con-
stitutional Protections in Involuntary Adoptions, 18
J. Fam. L. 79, 80-81 (1979-80); Getman, The Unwed
Father’s Rights in Adoption Proceedings: a Case
Study and Legislative Critique, 40 ALB. H REV. 543,
547-50 (1976); W= - BWM(E) - 1 OK°®
2) CLARK, supra note 10, § 18. 1; KRAUSE, supra note
10, at 154 ; Rausch, supra note 11, at 4; Bodenhei-
mer ERH(K]) - AR®
(B) ¢EHE | HOREN ROEMNREF QRN
MLV 510° /vVOEL" BAhMlEL s gL
AL hORENE O N NS VNREHEIOY S
QR HMEEY O VP ORERARE VR VR
MHREMQERAN QIRK QRN 500 AN
EEBEVDY S 0E289¢ (Annot, 78 A. L. R. 3d
722, 728 (1977); Annot., 51 A. L. R. 2d 498 (1957);
2 C. J. S. Adoption of Persons §§ 57, 60, 64, 66,

Bk Q ik v R e B e

77)°

B8 —n - AERKEREHE ] | | KRS K/m
Lo RN - ROt WS SN PUBNICENEV N f a [l -
S T O Q BRI N R IR N RO
AU ARV N ERNEA AR Y s v O 0
U KN R T E R ER O L N R &
VRR0R M-EHANORH QRN L0 YNER
EEHHEIEIY S L850

(8) HE-ZWEBVEORVOY QERUMHERVQEKE
M O 5w Rausch, supra note 11, at 4-5 fQRE°

Q) 441 U. S. at 400 (STEWART, J., dissenting opini-
on), 414, 415 (STEVENS, ]J., dissenting opinion).

(8) Ariz. REV. STAT. ANN. § 8-106 (Supp. 1981) (¥
v 5K (natural parents) BR QIR 18 v K 4%
@)

) Iri. ANN. STAT. ch. 4, § 9. 1-8 (Supp. 1979) (I
ROEMNE K 4e)

(2) Iowa. CopE ANN. §§ 600. 3,600 A.8 (Supp. 1981)
(BVOVY Q¥R (parental rights) QAN X
BN QML)

$©) 1979 MoNT. LAaws ch. 33, § 40-8-111 (1979) (IE®
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CEHNEMA0) HENERI e VR P EL T L
Q' Note, Unwed Fathers, supra note 12, at 1059
RYEE D L2°

(%) ORr. REv. STAT. § 109, 312 (1979) (ERQ E i
46 410D

(&) R. I Gen. Laws § 15-7-5 (Supp. 1980) (ERQE
033 1 3 4 00)

(8) S. D. Comp. LAwS ANN. § 25-6-4(Supp. 1981) (I
B O E N 4% 4 10)

(&) Wis. STaT. ANN. § 48, 84 (Supp. 1981) (KRB
CHREIANOHOENER” KOBR MY~V S
BB B Re)

(&) »OREH" Note, Unwed Fathers, supra note 12,
at 1059 o = & Q°

(Q) Stanley F&K =’ Y QimsgLfii= (405 U. S. at 657,
n. 9 v’ ORM (disposition) N O wER-INEAC
KL Qi O v I BB Y S S VEEN
B RN R0 ) UNRERH W RR S ARSCEE
OREOKNELQAKREV AR LR HEHKRS
Ry w PR C L°

Pl —m - A EREEREMR | ] | oKL {KEH

i<

FOXURFOBENESOVRKRAY S0 BEKE | R
PPEL4H | RO N HEHU R HEERVO P’
WEREHEU SISO MORVYKNER S K07
QHWPE VYRS Y S e (1 EDHe)” fulEN ~e
RN R VBRSO Ph QR0 AR R
SV SN (BEEZI) HoHMEKRRIN” D&
SN Qe iiEf (surrender instrument) QX L2 %8
HYPYEFHRNKE - L 2 VO Vi EBEOELEN
hoHVEE SN (BEEEH) 840 KEQ XMk
t= (putative father registry) M-’ thQX V€0
M AR BRI MY H O & S i RO L0
(MR

Hewitt v. Hewitt #pd-

[ RPRERR | Rm” =\ v EIRIERFRF
K (Hio< G FEEHRO BIR°
77 11l 2d 49, 394 N. E. 2d 1204 (IIL 1979).
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Victoria Hewitt (idn « 454K <« &i<) #* Ro-
bert Hewitt (1« FEE-UHE< - 1<) v | RIH<EN
Aok DENA D& IR LR L0 ] KKOEK
m’ Victoria HHEOLG" 1<LHBHQWEIRK M L &
¢ 42° Victoria Q HIKKws-2&4~" Robert " mdRM
HHRIEYVRS KBNS VERIS 0 4 O # 2 S iK
50 w40 DR AOREKIHHL RE BEYRLOE5 L
SN0 42° WRAMUN <KLV R R QERY MR
Qi O SV ROY” BHKHOKEVSY O I N DR
42

Victoria 4" Robert Q@KdUIE Y HOBIRIzCeY
M8 D LIMEFEIRHKIK VO Y @ RH O HN KRS mRQ
BRI RO Q4 R QUMTEMRNO 010 2 D H° 40007
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W 8RR (The Appellate Court of Illinois, Fourth
District) %% 4+ =N~ il NEQ Marvin FFHKNKREO L
%O OHOEHEROR | HEXKNESE L 480407 @
Victoria Ay Robert &K O K E & (meretricious) ER¥KN
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N. W. 2d 249.) ©7 w % ™D s EIRMBRFTEY Marvin K
NREHER ®21 DEORFEE EHDEMRE Ve
M-S BERW L 5 C Ao FIRAe M I © 42°

EAIQ LRV UL IFROHPRER HDO W ~=—
KOREY" WONEERHOESEL 4o KHHOMR Z M
ROPQNLOWVRS LWEREA Y AR VSaNR



10° DJDLRO 1 LRIEF LRV L O U ROQ
RN ZHBERIVEEHHO KRR V2840 5o i
Ao SREHBERIVE Lo L BBV LER LSOV
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par. 401)° MEHQEIE" EUEEEHN O S\ o#ERMHE
BERE N HKY SEREQ HBY BT 500 B/
£ (private corntact) M {6H01) UNWEHOWY 550° U QA
LRl R/NVO Y IQEIEN R VL .00  dEBKE
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AR | O QIEE M o B Qe | (1bid)°

Y EHEELLVY KMME SHKEE (putative
marriage) MEVEKES SEOEKVRQTERVEE Y
50Ul e QRN . HOE-H O R ERNT O HER VR T
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FTRRAR MY Qoo QiR WEEREY &5\
R R -\ 5 S EE Y BidE S RMEER NS L S0
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Q) AR S (Davis v. Commonwealth Edison Co.
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660, 684, 134 Cal. Rptr. 815, 831, 557 P. 2d 106, 122.))
RS U R HOUEEN NS O D Lo (bid) Eo Ha
(Hewitt v. Hewitt (1978), 62 Ill. App. 3d 861, 868, 380 N.
E. 2d 454.) 4Qii 9 K104 1) R R VFER S L° T
Hof . o KEHQEUIEMRER SO 510° 48040 T LLOQ
HEFEEORKL BN 4O Y ) - o~
oA ranNF o NEVRNER 0 P00 PR
(Clark, The New Marriage, 12 Willamette L. J. 441, 449
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OB L LAY R D AU R HOHIRE ¢ QK K
k> NaRre®] (Reiland, Hewitt v. Hewitt : Middle Ame-
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84, 88-90 (1978).) ] (Id. at 1211.)°
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(=) ILL. ANN. STAT. ch. 40, § 201 (Smith-Hurd 1980).

() Id. §503. x>~ NEQHKERMMOBHL O 3 v
Hat Bartke & Zurvalec, The Low, Middle and
High Roard to Marital Property Law Reform in
Common Law Jurisdictions, 7 COMMUNITY PrO. J.
200, 213-218 (1980).

(@) Id. § 503 (c) (1)-(10).

(=) ILL. ANN. STAT. ch. 40, § 504 (Smith-Hurd 1980).

() IrL. AnN. STAT. ch. 1101/2, 2-8 (Smith-Hurd
Supp. 1980).

() Id. § 2-1.

(~) B. Grant & B. Hyink, Caveat Amator: “The State
of Affairs” in Illinois after Hewitt v. Hewitt, 29 DE
PaurL L. REv. 493, 494 n. 6 (1980).
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(o) ILL. ANN. STAT. ch. 40, § 214 (Smith-Hurd 1980).

(2) Id. § 305 K& | WER D %W H (Uniform
Marriage and Divorce Act) | {ORE M HiKA0° &
L MEE g KBy 28O OHBEEEINAY
HERBEVL0R" ALV -20THIQ | IR~ o
WP R R K IE g #2 4o (matrimonial union) W@
}2° | 52 AM. JUR. 2d Marriage § 113, at 966; S.
Coolige, Rights on the Putative and Meretricious
Spouse in California, 50 CALF. L. REv. 866 (1962);
F. Luther & C. Luther, Support and Property Rights
of The Putative Spouse, 34 HasTiNGs L. J. 311, 312
(1973); A. Williams, Property Rights of Putative
Spouses, 4 CoMMuUNITY PRrO. J. 131 (1977).

(=) ILL. ANN. STAT. ch. 40, § 305 (Smith-Hurd 1980).

() See, G. Blumberg, Cohabitation Without Marriage:
A Different Perspective, 28 U. C. L. A. L. REv. 1125,
1128-29 (1981); M. Glendon, Marriage and the State :
The Withering Away of Marriage, 62 VA. L. REV.
663, 686 (1976); Note, In re Cary: A Judicial Re-
cognition of Illicit Cohabitation, 25 HASTINGS L. J.
1226 n. 1 (1974); Van Gelder, Cohabitation and the
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Courts: The Stigma Begins to Fade, N. Y. Times,
Sept. 2, 1976, at 26.

() » QY AN meretricious marriage, companionate
marriage, contractual marriage, new marriage, co-
habitation, living together, domestic partnership, de
facto marriage &l .20 4 AJ-248:0° See, e. g,
Comment, Property Rights Upon Termination of
Unmarried Cohabitation, 90 HARvV. L. REv, 1708 n.
1 (1977).

() G. Lesuig, THE FamiLy IN SociAL CONTEXT 379-
82 (4 th ed. 1979).

(%) H. Foster, Marriage and Divorce in the Twilight
Zone, 17ARI1Z. L. REV. 462, 471-72 (1975).

(8) U=ERK ERdl NgEAEH T VRMEKS
m—N x> REKEY RLRPRHNOEFKOBE| H
&40 58 1F B0 11 e R o S b B

(5) Hewitt v. Hewitt, 380 N. E. 2d 454, 456 (Ill. App.
4 th Dist. 1978).

(%) Marvin v. Marvin, 134 Cal. Rptr. 815, 557 P. 2d
106 (1976). & K FWRUHRWYY <8R (N <= RK

(TRYR—1] 1 POIS) NE°

e

(=) 380 N. E. 2d at 460.

R) Hewitt v. Hewitt, 394 N. E. 2d 1204, 1207 (1.
Sup. Ct. 1979).

() Ibid. Comment, Hewitt v. Hewitt-Property Rights
of Unmarried Cohabitors Upon Dissolution of a Rela-
tionship, 1980 U. ILL. L. F. 525, 530.

() Marvin &N 210 Clark BFimQIXRE I 4 N
LQEQ N (557 P. 2d 123.)° w4 MRHESEER
SO B N 500 R N B AU B0 4 Q IBE 1" Wey-
rauch, Metamorphoses of Marriage, 13 FaM. L. Q.
415, 438 (1981).

(%) 394 N. E. 2d 1207-08. -» © -2 Hewitt &%’
EREKIARRQ | BNLIVYIL SR E Q X (inde-
pendent matters) ¥ 0 5V QERLKROBHN E
WHRLHSS VP 0° DROFI&O0RRNOCEE
Pt wlOVENEL 2 Q VE L 2 e° Grant &
Hyink, supra note 7, at 515 % # # 4 @ 4 (bu-
siness agreement) 1) QERZHRN <@V 0°

(J) Note, The Old Morality Lives on in Illinois, CHI-
KeNT L. REV. 1197, 1208 (1980) % Hewitt &
EHEVE "L VYe v HEIVEHAe ) VN
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(R) See, e. g., Morone v. Morone, 407 N. E. 2d 438
(N. Y. Ct. of App. 1980).

() 380 N. E, 2d at 459.

(%) Id. at 460.

(R) 557 P. 2d at 121.

() 39 N. E. 2d at 1208.

(8) w4 divisibility v-» 5 «° K & KR (illegal
contract) MEAVEFEEY | RORENDAL SIS
OQRIHBENN B — R 0L VIR WQKE
oV iRl SRS | R OB LGB oRN IO
MAM2L8048° WU KER_ERY (divisible) 1@
MeOEMURBL RO KFEEE MEOKHLER
NRoBOVHORRNEEP OV AUZYNIEL2Q
2 4° See G. SCHABER & C. ROHWER, CONTRACTS
IN A NuTsHELL § 131, at 114 (1975); 17 Am. JUR.
2d Contracts § 230 at 609-11; J. CaLAaMARI & J.
PeEriLLO, THE LAW OF CONTRACTS § 11-28, §22-11,
at 431, 792-94 (2d ed. 1977).

(=) 394 N. E. 2d at 1209.

HHRHORE N B NER

(8) Note, supra note 21, at 531.

(8) See RESTATEMENT OF CONTRACTS, § 589 (1932);
Comment, supra note H\/mw/u at 1713.

(3) See JACKSON & BOLLINGER, CONTRACT LAW IN
MODERN SOCIETY, CASES AND MATERIALS 897 (2d
ed. 1980); 17 AM. Jur. 2d Contracts § 183, 184, at
547-50.

(8) See, e. g., Vincent v. Moriarty, 52 N. Y. S. 519
(1898); Levin v. Levin, 200 N. Y. S. 1042 (1973); .4
LIREHQ & ~ XY Rehak v. Mathis, 238 S. E. 2d
81 (Ga. 1977).

(8) L. WEITzZMANN, THE MARRIAGE CONTRACT 386-
88 (1981).

(&) See Marvin v. Marvin, 557 P. 2d 106, 122 (Cal.
1976).

(%) 380 N. E. 2d at 456. 4 2* “meretricious” ~ 5«
NYELE XEHMSPKESIRoHORY [HER
(unwed, unmarried) V5o T NNKPE 5 O L0
M A-28e (See e. g, H. Clark, The New Marriage
12 WILLAMETTE L. J. 441, 449 n. 47 (1976); lg=

[hx=aRURTen YN« o —~BQLmBRE(S)
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FEEEL 1 HKH (R) K8 {7 2u»ur’
™R M HEQ “meretrix” (WmE) N HK O’ of or rela-
ting to a prostitute” 5 oK N2 0 (WEBSTER'S
NEw COLLEGIATE DICTLONARY 713 (1979))° - 42°&
O I KA Y o AIREAIIBUK oW
o [KELS ) yvRHESL° 487 K V. Lorio, Concub-
inage and Its Alternatives: A Proposal for a More
Perfect Union, 26 Loy. L. REv. 1, 2 n. 4 (1980) &~
“meretricious” N 5 o ERHIAHIES WIS S m K 4o
S0 0 HAWMBRNHMLOLY S0 miBEA e

(&) 3880 N. E. 2d at459.

(Q) Id. at 457.

() Id. at 459.

() See 17 AM. Jur. 2d Contrats § 182, at 545-46.

®) Note, Fornication, Cohabitation, and the Constitu-
tion, 77 MicH. L. REv. 252, 254 (1978) w %" fornica-
tion WHEHEN A0 HEL | HEVn o My NEERK W
R0 5 e

(3) See H. Foster & D. Freed, Marvin v. Marvin :
New Wine in Old Bottles, 6 FAm. L. Rep. 4001,
4002 (1979).

IBIIELS

(2> ILL. ANN. STAT. ch. 38, §11-8 (a) (Smith-Hurd
1979).

(©) 380 N. E. 2d at 457-58.

%) See, e. g., The New Morality, TiME, Nov. 21, 1977,
at 62-67; LESLIE, supra note 14, at 379-80; Note,
Reasonable Expectations in Nonmarital Cohabitation :
A Proposal for Recovery, 21 B. C. L. Rev. 889, 914
(1980).

(%) C. Crutchfield, Nonmarital Relationships and their
Impact on the Institution of Marriage and the Tra-
ditional Family Structure, 19 J. Fam. L. 247, 251
(1981).

%) 394 N. E. 2d at 1207, 1209.

(8) Note, supra note /mw. at 1206.

(E) 394 N. E. 2d at 1207-08.

() Id. at 1209.

() 380 N. E. 2d at 460.

(%) Note, supra note 24, at 1208.

(8) Ibid.

(i8) Note, supra note 47, at 915-16.

(%5) Comment, supra note m/w at 534.
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Id. at 535.

Id. at 540.

Id. at 535.

557 P. 2d at 122.

Ibid.

394 N. E. 2d at 1210.

[UQKRERMN~ OV MEFEIREBREN S oK
LRV 50 JEOm WY o 1 — KNI 3 B
BEVFEROU VIR0 K HE SO
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MELERO-»2Q P+ | (380 N. E. 2d at 460.)°

394 N. E. 2d at 1210.
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XKQIIMEVm e My NERKEYVIMLILY & o (See,
e. g, H. CLARK, CASES AND PROBLEMS ON DOMES-
TIC RELATIONS 102 (3rd. ed. 1980); Grant & Hyink,
supra mote 7, at 499-500 n. 27.)" AR N M
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See, e. g., Sorenson v. Sorenson, 100 N. W. 930,
932 (Neb. 1904); Baker v. Mitchell, 17 A. 2d 738,
741 (Pa. 1941); 52 AM. JUR. 2d Marriage § 46, at
902. WO & WEECKEN - eHNEY EER
ELVEORACENKMUOKLCEEHOR LSS
30° S. T. Stein, Common Law Marriage: Its History
and Certain Contemporary Problems, 9 J. FaMm. L.
271, 290-96 (1969).

Note, supra note 24, at 1206.

Id. at 1207.

Comment, supra note 21, at 536.

Ibid.

Clark #¢ 4+ =an®—y N=Q Cary (In re Ma-
rriage of Cary, 109 Cal. Rptr. 862 (1973)) Atherley
(In re Estate of Atherley 119 Cal. Rptr. 41 (1975))
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FHKEORWML nwd .« 1 —TWOWW . Y VEF
4¢ (Clark, supra note ww. at 449.) 2 HKHOK
KERE QIR NKEVAY | # U ENH Y Q putative
spouse VEDI|RO | ORHBERTNEHA O+ %
w4 o REEHD S’

(8) Marvin FK»20MQ =N QY0 [Lx L w8’
IR Y NS — I NEPVENKY R
S TmW N o0 —EE NN oV e 2 QP K
H5° ARB OV LR LRSI VRINREESY S
HUFRFC QU2 L~ £ KK &K (Family Law
Act) RIERE00 5 H K EREEN N b e RN
RN A2 QW28 5° LR AR KIIALQ
MEREY LS 5 A0NULPEOVT KE0EES"
VORRNHOVERWRKULEMNOLIVYOHATRT
HOER N HE A BR N2 O 1 VR FIRA0 N 4t 4
5°] (557 P. 2d at 122 n. 24.)

() 394 N. E. 2d at 1209.

() Id. at 1209, 1211.

(©) 394 N. E. 2d at 1209; 557. P. 2d at 110.

(&) R. C. Casad, Unmarried Couples and Unjust Envi-
chment : From Status to Contract and Back Again ?,

IRINES

77 Micd. L. Rev. 47, 61 (1978).

(®) C.Bruch, Nonmarital Cohabitation in the Common
Law Countries: A Study in Judicial and Legislative
Interaction, 29 Am. J. Comp. L. 217, 225-27 (1981).

(&) See C. Bruch, Property Rights of De Facto Spouses
Including Thoughts on the Value of Homemakers
Services, 10Fam. L. Q. 101 (1976). ¥ &R P21 Q
N ER02 Q%R Y, (Grant & Hyink, supra
:oﬁmM‘ at 512-18; Note, supra note ,mmr at 1208-10;
Note, supra note MW at 912-20.)" ) VARKER" oy
KRR EY w L e KERVOeHLL” XuoER
M40 U D H°

(8) L& RMRKEPZ LRECKEINx=aR XN
RN OEHERVNERY REE R E | &

TREREOKEIEY O SV | TRERKREHMKk~] (F
SHEHNRRHADE) NS nw > ot I KREY
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ROV wRELES L In re F.D. K (7 F. L. R. 2007
(1980) (" 433 N. Y. S. 2d 318 N-2E@EURY 50))
20— n A EFEYEREER (Supreme Court, Appe-
llate Division) N #0005 44" ERFRYE" | R< 1§
Rm<my” RO - MiHS 8 Q RERN K" T s
W=D K FHEKQHONIO® L4071 — 0 —aE
REERER 1 | ] K27 SEBIN P RCRHINE K- 24
B Q M M M- B 05250 ) A RERER W B340 [T
KKORRM ~ & W IK-H Q I iar G DML 4288 M %7
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S PTG RQe (Matter of Michael Datrrck C., 442 N. Y.
S. 2d 579)°
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NER%E (Ba” W. E. J. v. Superior Court Los Angeles
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Ellis v. Social Seruices Dept., etc. (1980) 615 p. 2d 1250
)" RIEPVEHOREIELH VY ERF e 50°
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