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HUMPHREY ANNOUNCES OPPOSITION 
TO REHNQUIST NO~INATION 

Jack McDonald 

232-Senate Office Building 
(202) 225-3244 

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 pos i tions 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 la"t-Tyer, 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. 

(more) 
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But William RehnqUi~t himself arqued twelve years ago 
in the Harvard Law Req1ew that the Senate baa every right -- and 
indeed has a responsibiiity ·- to inquire into the judicial 
philosophy of nominees to the Supre~e Co~rt. In good conscience 
I cannot support the appointment to the Supreme Court of a 
m~n with Mr. Rehnquist's views of th~ Constitution and the Bill 
of Rights. 

The Supreme Court, the Congress and ma~y state legislatures 
had fi~ly 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 bJ~ck people to eat at the ci~y·~ drug s~orP.s and 
res·l:auran·i.::-; . 

D;;; s ~,-, .: t€. .~. Reh!>.q.Ji~t' H change of mind, I find it 
aJ.armie1g th ::... t it ·~oak him so many years t.o realize ~r.at we 
vie .-;C'd a o• ~ .:d.r.es~nt:=t.n' s "right" to refu~:;e service to a 
cust< . ..'mer o n -=r~e b2..sis of race was the denial .to ar.. American 
citi zen of ~ts ~asic consti~utional riyn~s. 

E-ver y ;_,!Li...:! ~ic:an l:i.as the right to change his rcd . .t"'ld. But 
even in lSZ7 ::r , Rehl"']uist lx., ldly wro cc that ". • • ~.fe .:tre no 
me>:r.e ctedicaf:"' .::1 (:o :..n 1 inte-~ra.ted' socie3;y than N"?.: are to a 
'seg:r-.:.9 a ::cC. · · society . " Thl.. ~ excerpt fto:."O'I"l & 1-;:ttcr tc the editor 
o f a ~b.oe:-::i . x :Pe~~'c;paper wa~ pa1.·t of M!: , Rehnquist' s efforts to 
ovpoB£ in-cesrrai:..ion of the t= :h . ..j~nix pili :~ i.e schools. 

I be l .::..~,r~ that a me-n ':lho sit~ o~t the Supre-mB Coul:t cannot 
vie~: in·::.cgra ·:: i~JA1 and segregatj on a~ dist>assionately meri ting 
cq:1al coHsid~!'.ation. A~ l;.t.e as t hree weeks aye, lit". R~hnquist 
was given 3P.Ve L·al oppor+::: .. tr- :: ties by Senator Bayh to rH.sc:ssociate 
himself from ·this pld 1osophy durin:r the Judiciary Committee 1 s 
hearing~. H~ did not do ~.o • 
. · 

The l..i~" ~an achieve what v i olence and fore·e can never 
acc:omp :!.ish. The law is t::!"~~ only sffective weapon that ean secure 
equal righ t.::; for all Amer .i.c ans. I find in Mr .. Rehnqliist 1 s 
interpretarion of the law a total unwillingness td use it for 
t hese ends . 

At a time when so many Americans feel pdlterle~s in the 
face vi. an all-powerful qoverruoent and corporate worl~, William 
Rehnqui~t has chosen to i:1-t:~rpret bas..i.c consti~lttionlll questions 
construing t he right• of the individual citizen in a very narrow 
f a shil")n , 

Mr. Hehnquist has Rtrongly defen~~d the broad powers ~~ 
the Execm:.i ~re Br&:.1ch to violate the p1:~ r:..:-iple s of pri•aey abd 
equal proi;e<:!tion. under the laT.,. ;He has r;cntinually su~rter4 
the Executive branch • s ;iriv a £::lr a dom.i.r.~&t poeition amdtlg tlbt 
branche~ of gov~rfu~ent. His pos i tion ,,iolates the cortstit~~l 
princ iple of c~~cks and balanc~s. 

At a time wh e!' ~xecutiva pm·1er is rr...J.qnified, judicial 
emphasis will serve C'!'lly to weoken the role of the Congress. 

Our ;udicial instituriot~ ~o not exist in a vacuum apart 
from politi cal ar .J le. ·~a.l currents of ~rican society. If 
they did , t~ey \-r:>l• lJ soon become antignated bodies removed from 
their role o£ insurina t.:hat we live in a just and free society. 

'I'he Cons i.: itu+:.~ . on ~. s a liviP ~ rlocument. It must ~e 
applied a nd j P. t:a :.:preted in light. c ;: t~1e times and conditions in 
which \V"e li ~. -e. 

Af:. the surreme Court t~c l i.b e:t:" .:..cE '?: :.n -the yea.~:-s \.o come 
the basic pr i nc iples of the sen1.r .::.•t lo:'l o ·': p o"V>.SZ'S, the inteqri~y 
o f t he Fed era l sys t em and consti ·tu t.:.l o~l -=~ 1 - i gl'ltS of all Americans 
will be at stake . 



. . 

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 confirrr.aticn to the Supreme Court if I believe that 
he would impedei .. lthe efforts 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 hlli~an dignity which are 
the cornerstones of our constitutional protections. 

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

# # # # # 
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