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' EUMPHREY ANNOUNCES OPPOSITION
TO REHNQUIST NOMINATION

WASHINGTON, November 30--Senator Hubert H. Humphrey
announced today that he will vote against confirmation of
William Rehnquist for the Supreme Court.

"I believe that the political and judicial
philosophies that he has espcused . . . would weaken the

legal protections which are the Constitutional right of every

=

American," Senator Humphrey said in a statement prepared
for delivery on the Senate floor.

His statement cited Rehnquist's positions on civil
rights and civil liberties, wiretapping and his philosophy
of Executive Branch supremacy.

The Senator previously had announced that he will vote
for confirmation of Lewis F. Powell, Jr.

Following is the text of Senator Humphrey's statement:

* % *

I shall vote against the confirmation of William
Rehnquist to the Supreme Court.

I believe that the political and judicial philosophies
that he has espoused if applied to the Court's role of judicial
decision-making would weaken the legal protections which are
the constitutional right of every American. His judicial
philosophy is clearly out of step with a nation undergoing
dramatic economic, political and social change.

I believe members of the Senate would be abdicating
their constitutional responsibilities if they failed to examine
and evaluate the judicial philosophy of a president's nominee
to the Supreme Court. I have carefully reviewed the record
of William Rehnquist as a citizen, a lawyer, a member of the
Administration and as a nominee before the Senate Judiciary
Committee.

I have no argument with his integrity, character or
professional competence.
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But William Rehnquist himszelf argued twelve years ago
in the Harvard Law Review that the Senate has every right -- and
indeed has a responsibility =- to inguire into the judicial
philosophy of nominees to the Supreve Covrt. In good conscience
I cannot support the appointment to the Supreme Court of a
man with Mr. Rehnquist's views of the Constitution and the Bill
of Richts.

The Supreme Court, the Condress and mapy state legislatures
had firmly committed themselves to equal rights for all
Americans when William Rehnquist in 1964 publicly opposed the
passage of a Phoenix public accommodations law that would have
allowed klack people to eat at the cicy's drug stores and
restaurancs,

Desr 'te M. Rehuguaist's change of mind, I find it
alarming th=t it took him so many years to realize what we
vie.,~d a DbD.-inessman's "right" to refuse service to a
customer on *re basis of race was the denial to an American
citizen of ris basic consticutional riyn:s.

Everv lwevican las the right to change his mind. But

evan in 1567 !’r. Rehrquist bcldly wroce thet ". . . we are no
more dedicat=l co an 'inteyrated' society than we are to a
'segr:aaccd ‘societv." Thils excerpt from & letter tc the editor

of a ®hcznix newspaper was part of Mr. Rehnquist's efforts to
oupose incecration of the rlivenix rublic schools.

I bellzve that 2 man who sits on the Supreme Court cannot
view intcgratioa and segregation ze dispassionately meriting
cgaal cousideration. A~ lLate as three weeks ays, iic. Rennquist
was given zeveral opporturitcies by Senator Bayh to diszssociate
himself from this philosophy during the Judiciary Committee's
Lhearings., He did rot do wo,

The law <an achieve what violence and foree can never
acccmplish., The law is +th» only effective weapon that ean secure
equal riuhts for all Americans. I find in Mr. Rehnquist's
interpretaricn of the law a total unwillingness to use it for
these erée,

At a time when so many Americans feel powerless in the
face or an all-powerful covernmen* and corporate world, William
Rehnguist has chosen to in“erpret basic constitutiondl questions
construing the rights of the individual citizen in a very narrow
fashiern.

Mr. Kehnquist has strongly de*ended the broad powers of
the Executire Branch to violate the prrnriples of privacy and
equal protection under the law. FHe has ccntinually supported
the Executive branch's 3drive €or a domiraut position among the
branchesz cf government. His position violates the constitutivhal
principle of ch=cks and balances,

At & time when Fxecutive pover is magnified, judicial
emphasis will serve cnly to wesken the role of the Congress.

Our +dudicial institutions do not exist in a vacuum apart
from political ar3 le~zl currents of American society. If
they did, they worlil soon become antigrated bodies removed from
their role of incurinog that we live in a just and free society.

The Consiitution is a liviry document. It must be
applied =nd irtaroreted in lighi ¢l the times and conditions in
whichk we live.

As the Supreme Court deliperaces n the years Lo come
S

(s

the basic vrinciples of the naraticn o7 pow=rs, the integrity
of the Federal svstem and conztitucion:zl -icats of all Americans
will be at stak=.

(more)



HUMPHREY - 3

Not to be forgotten as crucial:judicial issues are the
rights of the accused in criminal proceedings, the development
and nature of our economic institutions, the role of government
in the continued social and economic development of this nation
and the important right of peaceful dissent in opposition to
governmental policies. Yes, a great deal will be at stake.

As a Senator, I have the right and the duty to oppose
a nominee's confirmaticn to the Supreme Court if I believe that
he would impede:the effcrts of our nation to come to grips
with important social, economic and political dilemmas which
we face today.

The judicial philosophy of William Rehnquist clearly
endangers the principles of freedom and human dignity which are
the cornerstones of our constitutional protections.

I am opposing William Rehnquist's confirmation on these
grounds.
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