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- INDEPENDENT NEWSPAPER

The Nommatzon of Mrs. O “Connor

HE DECISION of Presxdent Reagan to nomi-
nate Sandra Day O’Connor of Arizona for a seat
on the Supreme Court is far more than the fulfill-
ment of a campaign commitment. It marks the end
of a long road for all those women who have ever
practiced or asplred to practice law. Just 109 years
ago, the court on which Judge O’Connor will sit if the
Senate confirms.this nomination upheld the power
of the states to prevent women from becoming law-
yers.
- ‘The vestlges of the thinking that produced that
niow unthinkable discrimination linger on. But the
ascension o adge O’Connox; to the nation’s highest
court would help eliminate more of them, regardless
of how she votes on .constitutional questions. The
féct that a woman has, at long last, been selected for
qne of these seats of great power will make the con-
tinuance of sexual barriers in lesser jobs more diffi-
cult 1o justify. -
-+1In some ways, when you. thmk of it, it is incredible

that this should have to come as such a momentous -

event in 1981, that it should have this aspect of nov-
-ty and “breakthrough” to it. And we hasten to sug-
gest that it ‘will merely compound the grotesque
t,hmkmg that has created such a situation if the great
legal and political powers-that-be regard a sest on
the court for one female as some kind of equity. Fe-
male justices should not be considered as some one-
of~a-kind token or representative or quota-filler. Mr.
Reéagan has helped redeem the shame of his prede-
cessors who wouldn’t quite dare to do what he has
done. He is to be congratulated for that. Now let us
hope there will always be men and women on the
court and that this wdl come to seem ordinary -

F rd -~ it T

O’Connor has been a good politician, a quahty lawyer

~and a far better than average trial and appellate  ~

The kinds of cases she has handled on the state bench,

naturally, bear little or no resemblance to those that .

routinely come before the Supreme Court. This means

there are few, if any, clues in her judicial career as to

how she will vote on broad constitutional questions.
But that is not unusual. Rarely has the public record of
any nominee laid bare his judicial philosophy, and
sometimes the public record has been totally nuslead
ing as an indicator of judicial behavior.

Those who have known Judge O’Connor’s work over
the years describe her as a conservative but not reac-
tionary Republican and believe she is more likely to
end up closer to the philosophical pesition of Chief

Justice Burger than to that of the other Arizonan on

the court, Justice Rehnquist. If that is so, the change’
on the court from Justice Stewart to Justlce O’Connor
may not alter its direction substantially. -

Rarely, if ever, has a president reached so far down

into the state judiciary to find a Supreme Court justice.
Most of them have come from higher ranks of the judi-_

cial system, from national political positions or from
the nationally known ‘law firms. That President Rea-
gan has gone to the second tier of a state court struc-.
ture in his search for a female nominee may be less a
commentary on Judge O’Connor’s qualifications than
on a system that, until the quite recent past, kept al-

most all women lawyers from reaching high places in

their chosen profession. The Senate, of course, must
now subject Judge O'Connor’s record to the same close
scrutiny it has given other nominees. We don’t know
how this will turn out. Our first impression of her
qualifications is that the Senate will find nothmg to
T e her ¢ 1af




Reagan Choice for Court
Decried by Conservatives |

)I“\,

But Acclaimed

By Bill Peterson
P Washington Post Staff Writer
.J‘,,E'he reaction yesterday to President
R;agan’s first nomination to the Su-
préme Court was an ironic one: he
i8S condemhed by conservatives who
supported him all the way to the Oval
Office, but praised by liberals and
fethinists who have found so little to
like about him there.
4 Fhe Rev. WJerry Falwell, head of
Moral Majority, declared that the
pomination of Sandra D. O'Connor to
. the’ high court was a “disaster.” The
National Right to Life Committee, a
major anti-abortion group, pledged an
all-out fight “against her confirmation
_ because of “her consistent support for
Iegal abortion.”
- But Eleanor Smeal, president of the
National Organization for Women,
called the nomination “a major victory
for-women’s rights.” And prospects for

Pyt

a quick and relatively painless confir- .

mation appeared good.
Among the first to jump aboard

Qaennor’s bandwagon “were Sen.-Ed- -

M. Kennedy (D-Mass.) and Rep.

gitis K. Udall (D-Ariz), two of the
#:#¢ outspoken Liberals in Congress.

7 4'm "y quite pleased,” said

dall, who nas known O’Connor as a .

wyer, state se *x and judge. “She’s .
bout as moderate-a Republican youT'
ver- find being appointed by Reagar..
we're going to have to have Reagan
pointees to the. court, you couldn’t
) much better,”. ... -0 ¢ -
 “President Reagan should be com-
ended for naming a woman to the
Supreme Court — the first such nom- .
ee in our nation’s history and one ‘

#hat ic uverv-lano averdue.” said Ken-

€rs. "JUSUCE .U LONNors npumuna-

jon will be a major step in moving

ard equal justice in every court in

ur land,” said Iris Mitgang, chairman

the bipartisan National Women’s
olitical Caucus.

» Senate GOP leaders pledged to

a ajor-

o le. . _ Jr.

ATenn.) said he was “delighted.” Ju-

. public nationwide,” said Dr. J.C.

' ported Reagan in the 1980 campaign.
" Majority were even harsher: ““Either |
. information about - Judge O’Connor’s -

" University of Arizona hospital, accord-

by Liberals

Hiciary Committee Chauman Strom
iirmond (S.C.) said, “I will do ev-
rithing I can to help the president.”
The reaction from the New Right
~hardly have beén more differ-
nt. Richard Viguerie, the conservative
irect-mail expert, accused Reagan of
¥ushing 0'Connor’s nomination be-
Kause of growing opposition on the
#ight to reports of her selection.
% Others accused Reagan of betraying
$he Republican platform, In one of its
¥nost controversial . planks, the GOP
Platform pledged: “We. support the
gppointment of judges to all levels of
gjudiciary who respect traditional
sy values and the sanctity of in-|
mocent human life.” - - '
#-“0’Connor’s appointment represents
érepudiation of the Republican plat-J
form pledge . . . . This appointment is |
a grave disappointment to the pro-life |

Willke, president of the National
Right to Life Committee, which sup-

The words from Falwell's ‘Moral
the president did not have sufficient

background “in social issues or he |
‘chose to ignore that  information |
....dudge O'Connor . also has been
active in feminist causes and is a sup-
porter of the Equal Rights Amend-
ment, which Moral Majority believes
would be a. disaster for men and |
women and would further undermine |
the traditional family.”
Anti-abortion groups focused their
opposition to O'Connor on votes she
cast while a state senator and on the F

meeung.

- In 1974, she voted against a rider
to a football stadium bond issue that
would have barred abortions at the

ing to NRLC. That same year she }
reportedly voted against a resolution
on Cc to ak

- In a 1970 party caucus, she also-

. abortion, and in 1973 was a.prime’
. gponsor of a family planning bill that

FLSupresns Lour
N '
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voted in favor of a bill to legalize

would have made birth control infor- -
mation available to minors without
the knowledge of their parents. That
same year she voted for a bill giving
doctors and nurses the right to 'refuse
to participate in abortion operations.
Dr. Carolyn Gerster, former pres-
ident of the NRLC, said she notified

_ the White House Monday about the”

alleged pro-abortion votes, and mpiled
a package dowmenting_her chairges.
Gerster, a Scottsdale, Ariz., physician,

" said, “It was common knowledge she

was philosophically against us in the
legislature. It is unforgiveable that the
White House could ignore this.” ‘
But O’Connor also has powerful
Republican friends in her home state.
The most important among them is
Sen. Barry Goldwater, who called her-
nomination “a great step.” After being
notified of the nomination by Reagan,
Goldwater said -he doubte i

. president “could ever finG auyJie

mare qualified to occupy a Supre™e
Court seat than Sandra O'Conr
"whom I have known for years ¢

 greatly respect and admire” =

Such words will weigh heavily even

" among hard-core Senate conservatives.--

“] assume that if she meets the sat-
isfaction of the president of the Unit-
ed States and Barry Goldwater, she
must have some basic philosophy 1
‘agree with,” said Sen. Chevles E.
Grassley (R-lowa). o

pue amendrueny w the state !
Judiciary Committee and in the Sen-
ate Republican caucus.





































"~ NOMINATION of Sandra Day O'Connor

to ‘the Supreme Court has much more to do !
with the Reagan administration’s continuing com-

mitment to smart politics than it has to do with any
commitment to equal rights for women. As historic
and syfribolic as it might be to finally have a woman
on the. Supreme Court, the most immediate impact
of the nomination is that it will diffuse for some
time the criticism that the Reagan administration is
insensitive to the interests of women.

For a.president who has consistently fared worse
with- women in polls, who has been repeatedly crit-
""" women leaders throughout his party for

:e to appoint women, and who is backped-
affirmative action, this was a splashy move
not help but boost his popularity among
— at least for a while. ‘That he has gotten
ileage out of this one appointment than
t Carter got out of more than 40 appoint-
f women to the federal bench is but one

JUDY MANN

SMART

measure of the political brilliance of the nomination.

Another — and the assumption has to be that it
was by design — is that the appointment. has cre-
ated a breach between the president and the coali-
tion of antiabortionists and right-wing fundamen-
talists whose influence on the administration has
been of growing concern to moderate Republican
v en. That breach, created by the coalition’s shrill
overreactions to O’Connor’s abortion record, will
help dissipate the -perception that the president is
unduly beholden to a group of people who tradi-
tionally have been quarantined on the fringes of
American politics. ‘

-

Bobbie Greene: Kilberg, a former associate legal
counsel to President Ford and the vice chairman of
the Reagan-Bush women's policy advisory board
during the campaign, is a moderate who believes the
nomination of a political moderate to the Supreme
Court is a major statement of the administration’s

to

it gomg w ve an
ideologue in his nominauons w wie court, that he’s
going to look at the broad record of an individual
when he appoints someone, that he’s going to ap-
point a solid person in every sense of the word,” she
said. “That’s key to the future of the Supreme
et i

" r additional as-°

re It [
able to me vnay they wouldn'v know Fhey‘a get this
reaction from the New Right. I think it's a move to-

wo BSH . ¢

ward the political center. .. and a statement that
goes way beyond the court....I think Ronald

Fl0'conpo
JuL 1 078

Reagan is going to continue to surprise us du = his -

presidency.”

It is clear from the reaction of the New Right
leaders that they wanted to subvert the mission of
the Supreme Court of the United States to one nar-
row cause. They jumped on the fact that O’Connor,
while in the Arizona state legisiature, cast several
votes that they considered “pro-abortion.” That she
also voted for a measure that would allow hospital
employes the right to refuse to perform abortions
did not matter. That she assured the president that
she is personally opposed to abortion was not
enough for them. For all their talk of God, moth-
erhood and country, the New Right leaders have
made it clear that in the land of their dreams no
one is eligible for the Supreme Court who is not as
fanatically opposed to abortion as they are.

How much they were willing to compromise the
Supreme Court for the sake of a single issue is even
more striking if you think how few abortion ques-
tions will be coming to the court. Qut of 4,000 pe-
titions for review of cases given the court each term,
only a handful deal with abortion. Of the 300 or so
cases the court agreed to review during the past two
terms, it issued decisions in only two cases that in-
volved abortion.

Far more important than the judge’s position on
abortion ought to be what kind of a judge she is

.and what she will bring to the court. At 51, she
‘brings youth. She brings the experience of having

excelled in situations in which she was in a minor-
ity. She brings the experience of having worked in

-and led a state legislature — an experience that
-gives her a unique perspective on a court that ex-
‘amines state legislation but whose justices have no
.experience as state legislators. And, having served on

|

a state court, she brings still more experience to a

court that has not had an appointee with that back-
ground since Justice William Brennan,
President Reagan had a lot to lose by appointing

“an ideologue and he had a lot to lose by appointing

a woman who, regardless of her abortion views,

"could have been found judicially less than compe-

tent. From everything we know so far about Judge

“O'Connor, Reagan did well by himself and well by

the American people. .




. two votes that she cast in 1970 and 1974,

COLDWATER FAULTS'

" O'GONNOR CRITICS

Anti-Abortion Groups Step Up
- Their Attacks and Senator
" Tells Themto‘Back Off' !

" WASHINGTON, July 9 (UPI) — Con-
servative groups today intensified their
attack on Judge Sandra Day O’Connor,
President Reagan's nominee for the Su-
preme Court, despite Republican pre-
dictions of victory and warnings from
Senator Barry Goldwater that they
should “back off.”
- The Senate Republican leader, How-
ard H. Baker Jr. of Tennessee, said
Judge O’Connor would be “confirmed
easily” but indicated that final approval
might be delayed until September.
~ Mr. Baker said at a news conference
that Senator Strom Thurmond of South
Carolina, chairman of the Judiciary
Committee, had assured Mr. Baker that
he was ‘“‘ready to move’’ as soon as the |
White House formally submitted the
nomination. . b

Mr. Baker predicted that Judge O’-
Connor would be “‘confirmed easily ei-
ther before the recess, more likely
shortly after we return’’ on Sept. 9.

Would Join Court in Fall

Judge O’Connor, 51 years old, a for-

mer Republican leader in the Arizona
lature, serves on the Arizona Court

of Appeals. If confirmed, she will re.
place Associate Justice Potter Stewart
when the Court, now in summer recess,
bermm on the first Monday of Octo-
Anti-abortion forces have denounced

while a member of the Arizona Senate,
and to some extent her past support for
the proposed equal rights amendment to
the Federal Constitution. \
Senator Goldwater, Mrs. O’Connor’s
leading supporter, declared in a Senate
speech that “a lot of foolish claptrap™
had been circulated about her position.
“Instead of jumping to conclusions
about her views, on the basis of years’
old positions that were taken in a differ-

amé anmtawt and cattine whv can’t these

——————

and should back off.””

But a coalition of 21 con: ative and
anti-abortion groups charged that Mr.
Reagan did not fully understand Judge
O’Connor’s voting record. The charge
involved a Justice Department memo-
randum given to Mr. Reagan that said

nber how

I think when he has all the facts — if
they are true — he may change his
mind,” said Paul Weyrich, head of the
Committee for the Survival of a Free
Congress. ““I think the decision was
made without all the cards in the deck,”

The White House said that Judge O’-
Connor was arranging to come to Wash-

ington next week to meet with members |-

of the Judiciary Committee. But a sur-

vey of the panel revealed no outright op- ||

posit.ion,. with about half the members
leaning in favor of the nomination and

others withholding judgment pending |

confirmation hearings.

Senator Jesse Helms, Republican of
North Carolina,ale = 3¢
who is a member of wie yudiciary Com-
mittee, told reporters today that he

would not comment before he talks with |
" Mrs. O’Connor next week. :

rvative | ¢
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Rei.i.n Accused of Betrayirig Right '

alition Blasts ‘Coverup’

: Court Nominee’s Record
: By Phil Gailey

Washington Star Staff Writer

A coalition of conservative and anti-abortion
groups, complaining that Ronald Reagan has ig-
nored them in his administration, yesterday ac-
cused the president of political betrayal in his
nomination of Sandra D. O'Connor to the U.S. Su-
preme Court.

The coalition warned that the nomination will
cost the president conservative grassroots sup-
port for his economic program and will create
new political difficulties for Republican senators
who vote to confirm O’Connor over the protest
of pro-life activists.

But Senate Majority Leader Howard Baker dis-
missed conservative criticism of O'Connor, say-
-ing it is “not likely to be a serious obstacle to her
confirmation.” He predicted that she “will be con-
firmed easily by the U.S. Senate.”

.Sen. Barry Goldwater, R-Ariz., called the coali-
tion's warnings “a lot of foolish claptrap” and said
_conservative groups were risking their credibil-
-ity by their attacks on O’Connor.

The White House believes its effort to defuse
~ right-wing opposition to the nomination is work-

ing, but opponents vowed not to give up the fight,

Representatives of 21 “New Right” organiza-

. tions held a news conference yesterday in a Sen-

ate conference room to launch a broadside attack
against the O'Connor nomination, with the an-
nounced intention of making her the Ernest
Lefever of the abortion issue.

"Just as liberals were active against Ernest
Lefever because of his symbolism, we believe
there is important symboltsm in this nomina-
tion,” said Howard Phillips, the national director
of the Conservative Caucus.

Lefever'snomination to bk the administration’s
top human rights official at the State Department
was strongly opposed by liberals and moderates
of both parties, and he withdrew his name after
the Senate Foreign Relations Committee over-
whelmingly rejected his selection.

Phillips and other conservatives charged that
Justice Igepartment officials had misled the presi-
dent about 0'Connor’s record on abortion and so-
cial issues and suggested that a “coverup” of her
record isstill going on inside the administration.

“Clearly,” said Phillips, “Ronald Reagan and El-
eanor Smeal (head of the National Organization
for Women) both can't be right. I'm afraid Elea-
nor Smeal has the facts better than the president.”
~The“coverup” charge came in response to a Jus-
tice Department memo prepared by Kenneth W.
Starr, counselor to Attorney General William
French Smith. In the memo, Starr said he had in-
terviewed the nominee and “she indicated she
had no recollection of how she voted” on a bill
to end crminal prohibitions against abortion.

But Kathleen Teague, executive director of the
American Legislative Exchange Council, told re-
porters: “The information we have on her abor-
tion record, whén compared with the information

" contained in the memorandum. . .shows an appar-

ent prima facie coverup either on the part of Mrs.
O'Connor or on the part of the attorney general's
office, or both, of her voting record on abortjon.”
Trudy Camping, who served in the Arizona
State Senate with O’Connar, said 0'Connor, the

{irst,.woman ever nominated to the Supreme

Court, had supported pro-abortion - legislation

“throughout her term in office” despite Reagan's

- claim that her views on abortion are compatible
. With his own and the position of the Republican

Party platform.

“Those of usin Arizona who have worked long
and hard in the trenches to elect our president
are shocked by the hurried manner in which this
nomination has been handled without careful
Scrutiny of her record,” she said.

_Another part of 0’Connor’s pro-abortion record
cited at the news conferencewas her sponsorship
of a family planning act which her critics contend
would have allowed minors to get abortions with.
out the consent of their parents.

fer mal3 tao wier r

...... re~ _—-

Equa} Rights Amendmenf, and her vote agaiii-s{
restrictions on the sale of pornographic materi-

als.

Meanwhile, Sen. Gordon Humphrey, R-N.H.,

utzlas embarrassed and angry after it was disclosed
that he had arranged for the conservative groups

to use a Senate meeting room in the Capitol for
/s conference.

fort

Humphrey 1s uncommunte

WASH, STRE

Jut 1 0 1881
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fept

An aide said the senator made the room ave-
able at the request of the Conservative Cauc -
but did not know it wac tg he nsed as a setti-

k

and, according to the aide, was very upser ' whe~
he learned about his name being linked to t*

news conference.

“In the future he will see 10 it that the Conse-

vative Caucus gets no hel
fing a Senate roam "

p from this officein ¢--

said the aide

nati~-
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Women’s Caucus Wary on Reagan " “ix

wil] be becquse'of the non-democratic character:
of state legislatures, which do not truly reflect

Alexandr ia Woman Slated the views of the American people.”

Thirty-five of the necessary 38 states have rati-

LI ]
To Lead Political Gr OUP - fied ERA, but it has been defeated in every one
By Eileen Shanahan ' g ;ﬁg ;ll,ratmed states, more than once in many
Washington Star Associate Editor , . A theme that ran through many of the conven-

. ALBUQUERQUE, N.M. - The National Women's  tion Speeches was a denial that President Rea-
Political Caucus celebrated its 10th anniversary  gan'selection, the growing visibility of the Christ-
here this weekend at a convention marked by cau- lan right and the failure to obtain ratification of
tious praise for President Reagan’s nomination of =~ ERA represent repudiation of feminist goals by
Sandra D. 0'Connor to the Supreme Court, by de-  the American people. o
termination to raise the necessary funds to com- Eleanor Holmes Norton, the black woman who
bat the religious right — especially on the issue ~ headed the Equal Employment Opportunities
of abortion ~ and by a new dedication to its orig- ~ Commission in the Carter administration, said,
inal strategy of attaining feminist goals by getting ~ “The American people did not vote the Moral Ma-
feminist women elected to office. Jority into power. Nor were the president and the
The convention, which drew 800 politically ac- © Congress given a mandate to embrace the policies
tive women from 41 states and the District of Co-  of their bizarre anti-feminist crusade. The man-
lumbia, appeared likely to elect Kathy Wilson of  date of the last election was narrow and focused
Alexandria, Va., as its new national chairwoman. - to get hold of 10 years of unbroken inflation.”
" Election of officers is to take place today, and - Alarm was expressed, however, over the move-
Wilson, a 29-year-old Republican, seemed likely to ment toward defining abortion legally as murder
be unopposed for the two-year term. : through the enactmentof legislation like that ap-
The outgoing caucus chairwoman, IrisMitgang, ~ proved last week by a Senate subcommittee,
a California Democrat, reflected a general view  which declared that human life begins at the mo-
when she termed as “historic” the appointment  ment of conception.
of O’Connor, who would be the first woman to _The caucus, which gave $350,000in 1980 to can-
serve on the Supreme Court. But Mitgang also  didates — mostly women ~ who supported such
. warned Reagan that he could not “with one ap- feminist causes as ERA, abortion and funding for

pointment set aside his frontal attack on our  Such public services as day care, adopted a budget
that committed it to raise $500,000 for 1982 politi-

oals” - P o
8 A strong undercurrent of anger and. anxiety  cal contributions and $1 million for 1984.
ran through the convention’s sessions. Fund-raising for 1982 began at the caucus birth-

Concern was expressed over the Reagan budget  day party Friday night with contributions total-
cutbacks, which are seen as especially harmful  jng §14,000, much of it raised from the sale of
to women and children, over the growing  postersautographed by such feminist luminaries
strength of the anti-abortion movement and over  zs Steinem, ‘Norton and Liz Carpenter, a former
the increasing probability that the Equal Rights  assistant education secretary and White House
Amendment will not be ratified before time runs  ajde,

out next June. » v . . s . . '
. . ) * While national candidates will continue to re-
Only Gloria Steinem, a founder of Ms. ma%a;xpe ceive financial support from the caucus, there
and of the caucus, openly discussed the possibility  was ‘considerable emphasis on the need to get
that ERA ratification might fail. more women into state legislatures and local of-
“It may lose,” she said in a speech to the conven-  fices where more 'and more public policy deci-
tion. But if it does, “We will not permit ourselves  sions will be made under the Reagan philosophy
to be scapegoated — to have it said that ERA failed  of cutting both the size and the power of the fed-
because we couldn’t do things right. If it fails, it  eral government.




= 0 'Convov

NY .\\"V'\Lg
JUL1 21

What to Ask Judge O'Connor

Some of the objections to Sandra O’Connor are
about as relevant to her fitness for the Supreme
Court as abortions are relevant to stadiums.

The right-to-life moven t seems to think that
abortion is germane to everything, so it can’t under-
stand why Judge O’Connor, when she was the ma-
jority leader of the Arizona State Senate, opposed an
anti-abortion rider to a football stadium bill because
it seemed non-germane. We’d be troubled if she had
seen a connection.

But zealotry is not the only basis for raising ques-
tions about nominees for the Supreme Court. Their
long-run philosophical positions are,  :rally wholly
un; ictable. YetaP "lent’s most iasting legacy
may reside in the mina and manner of the Justices
l/le appoints. The Senate has a duty to explore both
fesponsibly.

At first glance, her record is appealing. But
much more needs to be known about her and about
~ the depth and nature of her conservatism. How

Judge O’Connor handles herself under questioning
also will tell much about the quality of the Presi-
dent’s choice. The art of getting confirmed is open-
ness where possible — and circumspection when the
questions get too close to prejudging issues that may
‘come before the Court. :

Some questions arise from the uniqueness of the
nomination; Judge O’Connor follows 101 male jus-
tices. Others arise from the simple fact that so little
is known of her outside Arizona, where she gained

prominence as an assistant state attorney general,
legislator, judge and civic leader.

What does she think will be the effect of a woman
on the Court? Are there times when reisvalidly a
woman’s point of view in the law? would she spe ~
up for women’s interests if her male colleagues
seemed oblivious to themn?

How has her personal experience with job bias
influenced her view of laws against discrimination?
After graduation with high honors from Stanford .
Law School, at least one law firm thought she was ap-
plying for a secretarial job. She had to overcome

“such obstacles before the women’s moveme i

civil rights laws be to be effective. Is she -

nant? Does she think others must climb the taaaer

the way she did, without much help fr T law?
Does she see a special role for the Federal

of constitutional rights? Some people are inclined to
fault her nomination because she lacks experienre in
the Federal courts. She has writ . that Fec
judges should put more trust in state courts. Yet
when there is a choice, many Americans prefer Fed-
eral courts, where judges are more independent, less
tied to local politics. When is Federal judicial action
necessary? ,
What in her public life demonstrates a commit-

' ment to helping people. whom society has not always

been eager to protect? Her own career testifies to her
views about equal opportunity for women. It would
be encouraging to learn that she is, in life as well as
law, committed to equal justice for all.

O:p\’f

|

courts, including the Supreme Court, as a guardian |
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'Along with a lot of other righties,
Jerry Falwell is prancing around,
emitting shrieks and pulling out
clumps of his hair because President
Reagan has appointed that lady to
the Supreme Court. .

Falwell said that every good
Christian should be concerned
about it. This means that if you
didn’t spend the weekend locked in
thé bathroom, being anxjous about
Sandra O'Connor and--having the

heaves, you might end up in Hell or-

Trenton, N.J. Jerry Falwell is partic-
ularly upset about Mrs. O'Connor be-

cause once she had an opiniom he -
didn't.agree with. Thats horrible: .

" Maybe even quasi-constitutional. . -
~ Randolph of Roanoke, a member
of the First Congress, meant to insert
a clause in the Bill of Rights saying
-that anybody could think anything
they wanted in this country as long
as Jerry Falwell didn't disagree with
it. Everybody knows that John Ran-
dolph used to bring his hound dogs

into the chamber of the U.S: House .

of Representatives. While he was out
taking them on a fire hydrant tour,
the First Amendment was passed
without the Jerry Falwell part.

I'm also worried about the Sandra
O’Connor thing - but not because of
the theological or constitutional
questions it raises. I'm worried about
the leering and the expense.

Mrs. O'Connor will be the first
woman on the court. Not even John
Marshall and Oliver Wendell Hol-
mes, Jr.'were women as far as any-
body knows. What's likely to happen
is that the business of the court goes

‘into slow motion. The other eight.
- justices will be leering at Mrs. 0’Con- -

nor, digging each other’in the ribs,
whispering smart remarks and gig-
gling. Mrs. O'Connor will be the only
justice paying attention. When it
comes to writing opinions, the.oth-
ers will have to rely on. her. She
might make the whole Supreme
Court hand down an opinion that

- Jerry Falwell doesn't like. If that

happened, the Moral Majority would

" Gender and the Supreme Court

shriek and throw'itself intoaravine.
. Also, because.she'd be .the first
woman, Mrs. O'Connor would have
to have her own locker room. Build-
ing one would cost at least as much
as a year's welfare payments to keep
an unemployed family from starv-
ing. If the poor are going to do'their
bit by getting rickets -and looking
hollow:-eyed, Sandra O'Connor can.

damned well change into her black .

robes in the parking lot. =~

'Or, they could raise private money

for her locker room by staging a pub-
lic event. Barry Goldwater says that
somebody ought-t oot Jerry Fal-.

well in the tail for ..ising'se much.™

hell about Mrs. O!Connor: If Sen.
Goldwater s willing™to do that per-
sonally, they could hire a stadium.
As an added attraction, they could
print ap.souvenir programs telling
which one is the conservative and
which one is the right-winger. Mak-
ing that distinction would be a com-
fort as well as a tribute to our new
Supreme Court Justice.. = =~ :
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O’Comor May T11t Scales
In Favor of State Courts

For the moment, Judge Sandra
Day O’Connor is no favorite of the
New Right, but as a Supreme Court
justice she could turn out to be.

Unless her perspective changes,
she is likely to be strongly in favor
of a major goal of neo-conservatives:
restoring the power of state judges,
at the expense of federal judges.

That is an ambition that apparent-
ly is tempting a shifting majority of
the justices now on the court, and
0'Connor could solidify that major-
ity. She-has made it appear that, out
of her experience as a State judge,
she has no fundamental doubts of
the virtue of the effort.

What amounts to a manifesto by
her on the subject appeared in this

summer's issue of the Willjam &.

Mary Law Review. The Arizona Ap-
peals Court judge states the thesis
plamly :

O'Connor S Plea

"“If we are serious about strength- '

ening our state courts and improv-
ing their capacity to deal with feder-
al constitutional issues, then we will
not allow a race to the courthouse
to determine whether an action will
be heard first in the federal or state
court. We should allow the state
courts to rule first on the constitu-
tionality of state statutes.”

In fact, O’Connor goes further: if
a state court has given a “full and
fair” review of a constitutional chal-
lenge to a state law, she would favor
giving “finality” to the decision. In
other words, there would then be no
second-guessing by a federal court
{other than, potentially, the Su-
preme Court itself as a last resort).

State judges can be trusted with
that kind of power, this state judge
insists. “I have seen remarkable ex-
amples of the exercise of courage
and judicial independence by state
court judges ... State judges do in
fact rise to the occasion when given
the respon51b11ny and opportunity
t .

B ! her

to the middle of a controversy
stirred by leaders of the New Right
who oppose abortion and school bus-
ing and who support prayer in pub-
lic schools. They want Congress to
take away the jurisdiction of lower
federal courts (but not the Supreme
Court) to hear cases on those sub-

pUDQl Lldll U CULIMUL 1dd CTLUUIoTtu

Lyle Denmsion covers the Su-
preme Court for The Washington
Star.

expressly at this stage but she has

taken'a position on the basic ques-

tion of Congress' power to act.
“The. federal court jurisdiction

" can be shaped or removed by Con-

gress,” she declares flatly, citing a
phrase in the Constitution and a

post-Civil War ruling by the Su-

preme Court that seemto say that,

O'Connor's article suggests that
there is “merit” in two revisions of
federal court jurisdiction that would
fall short of ‘ousting those. courts
from review of the constitutionality
of state laws. She would accept either
the “elimination or restriction™ of
federal court power to handle cases
that are based on state law, but get

into federal gourt.only: Because the.

parties.are from d‘;ﬁerent states,
But, she goes further, also seeing
merit in a proposal to require those
who seek damages for violations of
constitutional. rights by state offi-

- cials to take their cases firstthrough

the state courts.

That is a proposal that borders on
the radical, considering how impor-
tant thosé damage lawsuits have be-
come since the “civil rights rev-
olution” launched by the Warren
Court.

For now, there is no requirement,
in law or by Supreme Court ruling,
that a trip through state court is nec-
essary before going to the federal
courthouse with a civil rights case.
Congress could require that, howev-
er, and Judge O'Connor straightfor-
wardly suggests that “one would
think that congressional .action
might be taken.”

‘Welcome® Move

“Such a move would be welcomed
by state courts, as well as state leg-
islatures and executive officers,”
she says.

The present majority on the Court
is favorable toward enhancing state
power, although it has not yet em-
braced the O’Connor view in the civ-

l‘m €AtAd T Avimminal Tawr haw
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eral court power to review convic-
tions in state cases, so long as those
have received a “full and fair” re-
view in state court.

That effort began in the court's
1976 decision (in the case of Stone
v. Powell), barring federal court re-

O'Connor’s article uses in discussing
that decision and the trend it repre-
sents hints that she would vote to
broaden it.
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Was O’Connor
No. 3? Schooi
Now Not Sure

STANFORD, Calif, July 13
(UPI) — Stanford University offi-
cials say that Sandra D. O’Connor,
President Reagan’s choice for the
Supreme Court, may not have been
Slo. 3 in her law school class after

When the name of the Arizona
state appeals justice was first men-
tioned for the high court last week,

The Washington Post reported she -

rankad third in the Stanford Law
School class of 1952, the vear Justice
William H. Rehnquist ranked first.

[The Post’s information came
from Reagan administration sources
who said they had talked to Rehn-
quist.)

The school issued a press release
dated July 7 that reiterated this in-
formation — “a clear error in edi-
torial judgment on our part” because
the information was not checked,
said Stanford News Service Director
Robert Beyers.

When the office started to check,
it found no documentation in the
registrar’s office or in school publi-
cations of the rankings of the 1952
law class. Although there were rank-
ings in those days, there is wide dis-
agreement on what they were, uni-
versity officials said.

Law School Dean Charles Meyers
said he has “no notion” of the indi-
vidual rankings and that O’Connor
told him she “never knew what her
class standing was.”

Bevers said all that is certain is
that O’Connor was one of 10 from

ted to the O rof the

<., Wnicn comprises tne top 10
percent of the clags,

He said ar ieast three people have
claimed to have finished second in
that class,







Ellen Goodman

He’s Done It Again

MoRAL MA JoRTY 5\ 6 §

BOSTON—You might have called it
an eye-opening week.

First President Reagan, a man no-
toriously myopic toward women, actu-
allv found one to nominate for the Su-
preme Court, Sandra O'Connor was
not only a woman, he said, she was a
“person tor all seasons.”

Then we watched as controversy
over this person brewed between the
extreme right and the merely right. To
see Barry Goldwater representing the
moderate middle was enough to clarity
anyone’s vision.

The coalition of groups alternately
labeled “pro-family” or “moral majon-
ty” disapproves of Sandra O'Conner.
They maintain that her voting record
as majority leader in the Arizona Sen-
ate was not pure enough to pass the
test of the Republican Party Platform.

That platform, you may recall, de-
manded judges who “respect tradi-
tional family values and the sanctity of
innocent human life.” But anti-abor-
tion groups, the Moral Majority, Inc.,
and others criticized O'Connor as sus-
piciously pro-abortion and pro-ERA.

This' attitude was enough to put
Goldwater’s famous jaw out of joint.
“I'm getting a little tired of people in
thig country raising hell because they
don’t happen to subscribe to every
thought that person has,” he said.
“You could offer the Lord’s. name for
some of these positions and you'd find
some of these outfits objecting . ..”

In any case, it was quite a stroke for
Reagan, in the midst of all the budget
cuts, to find an appointment criticized
as too “liberal.”

Meanwhile, O’Connor’s real record
turned out to be about as middle-ot-
the-road as you could walk. It offers
little cause for exhilaration or hysteria
on either side.

Thnae ¢

(
hibiting the use or tax runas ror anor-
tion, and also voted against a bill urg-
ing Congress to pass the so-called
Human Life Amendment.

But those who are in favor of keep-
ing abortion legal notice that O’Connor

CIoNE FroR
SUPREME CoURT

seems to have personally assured the
president she is against abortion.

Those opposed to the Equal Rights
Amendment point out that O'Connor
was one of those who introduced the
amendment into the Arizona legislature
in 1972, Those in favor of the ERA point
out that she backed off this support.

As a judge of a state appeals court.
O’Connor has not ruled on any of these
hot social issues. Indeed, her lack of a
record, the fact that she is neither an ad-
vocate nor an activist in any cause, is a
definite advantage to her confirmation.

So O’Connor is not only a person for
all seasons but for all reasons.

To begin with, she helps Reagan
with his “woman problem.” Women
were his weakest supporters at the
polis and they are still weakening. San-
dra O’Connor can help stop this col-
lapse because she is a woman, and a
woman with moderate social views.

she 18 uniikely to use the bench for so-
cial change.

At the same time, her appointment
solves Reagan's other “problem.” The
president made a commitment to the

[« O'Covvvoy

By Auth for The Philadelphia Inquirer

far right, to people who would replace
the Constitution with the Bible accord-
ing to Moral Majority leader Jerryv Fal-
well, and return to the most traditional
view of men and women. But he also
had a commitment to appoint t|  nost
qualified woman he could find to the
Supreme Court.

Talk about your double binds. It is
virtually impossible to find a highly
qualified woman who would be -ultra-
congervative on social issues. A woman
jurist by definition is in a non-tradi-
tional role. A woman lawyer of experi-
ence and intelligence has inevitably be-
come aware of inequality.

As a young graduate of Stanford
Law School, Sandra Q’Connor. for ex-
ample, was refuged a position in every
mnajor law firm in Southern California
except one. That one oftered her a job
ag a secretary. She remembers.

So what we have here on the way to

ranfismaatinn hanwines
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CULBEIVALIVE &% you can [nnda in a quali-
fied woman, and as much of a feminist
as you can find in a conservative.

By gum and by grudging, Reagan’s
done it again.

31881, The Boston Globe Newspaper Company






















p. Al3

|

Dallas Tir s

Herald

07/29/81

F: O‘CW

Apponaliat

Religious right mobilizing forces
to oppose O’Connor nomination

Knight-Ridder Wire

The religious right is mobilizing its
forces 1o fight the U.S. Supreme
Court nomination of Sandra-Day
O'Connor, who has been accused by
critics of supporting abortion on
demand. .

O'Connor, 51, an Arizona state sen-
ator in 1969-74 and now an Arizona
Court of Appeals judge. was nomi-
nated by President Reagan July 7 to
fill the seat of retiring Supreme Court
Justice Potter Stewart. She is the
first woman ever to be nominated to
the nation’s highest court.

A Sept. 3 anti-abortion rally bas
been scheduled in Dallas by the Reli-
gious Roundtable, the same group

that attracted 20,000 Christian funda-
mentalists here last August for a rally
at which then-Republican presidential
nominee Ronald Reagan endorsed
prayer in public schools and lamented
the loss of “that old time religion.”

Ed McAteer, director of the Round-
table, said Tuesday that a Scottsdale,
Ariz., physician, Dr. Nancy Gerster,
will be principal speaker at the Sept.
3 rally.

“Dr. Gerster is a friend of Judge
O'Connor and will tell anybody who
has ears to hear about how the
judge's voting record as an Arizona

legislator was completely pro-abor-.

tion,” McAteer said.
Roundtable and most other conser-
vative and fundamental religious or-

S ——
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ganizations, including the Moral Ma- ‘
Jority, are anti-abortion. ‘ !

Television evangelist Jerry Falwell.
head of Moral Majority, Howard
Phillips of the Conservative Caucus
and Paul Weyrich of the Committee
for the Survival of a Free Congress
will join Gerster and Ph . Schlafly

.on the platform of the bept. 3 rally,

McAteer said.

Reached in her Sco  lale, Ariz., of-
fice T\ ay afternoon, Gerster said
she has known O'Connor for many
years. '

“We're both Episcopalians at St
Bartholomew's Church (in Scottsdalc)
and we take communion at the same
altar rail. Our sons were in the samc
indian Guides group.- -’
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trives 10 Clear Her D25l

By Lyle Denniston

Washington Star Staff Writer

With a month to go before her con-
firmation hearings, Sandra D. 0'Con-
nor has not yet had time to work on
ways to stay out of trouble with the
US. Senate when it considers her
nomination to the Supreme Court.

The first woman to be nominated

So far, no member of the Senate ;
has taken a public position against !
the nomination, but several have .
said they have not made up their
minds.

Since being chosen July 7 as Rea- :
gan’s first nominee to the court,:

O’Connor has spent most of her time
in her judicial chambers in Phoenix.
She has not been assigned to sit on

o i,

to the court said yesterday that she  any new cases butis finishing up old 3
has spent the past four weeks “des-  ones, she said. ¢
perately trying to complete” her un- The first of her last round of rul- ¢
finished duties as a judge on the Ari-  jngs as a state judge came out last
zona Court of Appeals before week, drawing some publicity. An
preparing herself for Senate hear-  'Connor opinion upheld the right
1ngs. o of a mob syndicate figure, Charles _

“Frankly,” she said in a telephone  Batraglia, to receive benefits for an »
interview, “I have been working on injury even while he remains in
matters I had under advisement.” prison.

She said her colleagues on the He suffered the injury as an iror.
court have been waiting for her 10 yoryer in Tucson in 1977, and the
produce draft opinions so that final a6 Court of Appeals ruled that he 4§
rulings can be made in cases 1Ny, entitled to receive workmen's 4
which she was assigned the Writing  compensation benefits because they ;
task. are based on the loss of his earnings 3

Two more opinions and three  due to his injury, not to his impris- {
more “memo decisions” — short-form  onment. t

rulings - must be finished, she in-
dicated, before she can start plan-
ning the answers she will give at
September hearings before the Sen-
ate Judiciary Committee.

The main 1tem of advance prep-
aration 1s to answer written ques-
tions submutted to her by Sen. Jesse
Helms, R-N.C. O'Connor said she has
not been able to take up that chore
vet,

Many of Helms' questions appar-
ently deal with O'Connor’s views on
abortion. That issue is expected to be
the most difficult one for her at the
hearings. :

A key anti-abortion group, the Na-
tional Pro-Life Political Action Com-
mittee, asked members of the com-
mittee yesterday to “demand the
truth regardless of partisan political
considerations.”

~Insisting that O’Connor’s nomina-
tion “could still be rejected,” the
committee’s executive director, Pe-

Ireadiness 1o 101a a inorougn near-
ing and on the courage of pro-lifers
in both houses of Congress.”

Gemma said that anti-abortion for-
ces “are not appeased by assurances
thatthe nominee. .. is personally op-
posed to abortion.”

O'Connor said she would soon !

start reviewing the issues she will
have to face at Senate hearings.
Asked if she would be coached by
someone else, she said: "No, I'm
working on my own. Not that I
wouldn't welcome assistance, but |
will be working at my own pace.”

She said she had planned to take
some vacation, “but 1t looks like I
can't. We have cancelled our plans
because there is so much material I
need to review and there are S0
many things to do.”

Although thinking mostly about
her final acts as a state judge, O'Con-
nor, acccrding to an aide, has given
a little thought to one ot the first ac-
tions she would have to take as a
member of the Supreme Court.

That is a decision on whether to
hire, as her law clerks, one or more
of the three who had been chosen
for the court's next term by Justice

Dnttar Qtourart hofara ha ratirad in

L
JONES, eacit U1 WO Nas Cilergey 1or
a judge of the U.S. Court of Appeals
here.

O’Connor’'s nomination has not-
yet been sent formally to the Senate,
the White House said yesterday. That
may come novt woelk
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i she is personally in favor of the ¢

0’Con or Ex;)resses Some Doubt on Rule=

That Bans Illegally Obtained Evidence

Ry e WALL STI rJOURNAL Staff Reporter

WASHINGTON —Opponents of the rule
that prevents the use of illegally obtained
evidence in crir  al trials may have an ally
in  Supreme Court nominee Sandra
QO'Connor.

Mrs. O'Connor, in the second day of hear-
ings on her nomination, told the Senate Judi-
clary Committee that she has doubts about
the so-called exclusionary rule and also that
h pen-
alty and opposed to court-orderea school
busing.

The exclusionary rule has been under fire
from some quarters, including Chief Justice
Warren Burger, Justice William Rehnquist
and the Attorney General's Task Force on
Vivlent Crime. Critics charge that applica-
tion of the rule sometimes requires valuable
evidence to be disregarded because of pro-
cedural technic:  es. Defenders of the rule
say it is essential 10 protect the rights of ac-
cused persons.

Drawing on her experience as a trial
judge for four years, Mrs. O’Connor said she
had seen little problem with the requirement
that police officers inform persons of their
rights when they are arrested.

But, she said, ‘‘the exclusionary rule ...
has proven to be much more difficult in
terms of the administration of justice. There
are times when perfectly relevant evidence,
angd indeed sometimes the only evidence in
the case,” is excluded when it might be usa-
bie “if different standards were applied.”

r

“I don’t want to be interpreted as sug-
gesting that 1 think it (the rule) is inappro-
priate when force or trickery or some other
reprehensible conduct has heen used,” she
said in response to questions from the com-
mittee. “But 1 have seen examples of the
application of the rule which I thought were
unfortunate.”

In her answers on the exclusionary rule
and on busing and the death penalty, she
emphasized that she was expr g per-
sonal views that ‘‘have no place in the reso-
lution of legal issues.” She refrained from
commenting on particular cases but rather
was expressing her views generally on those
issues. Still, her responses shed far more
light on her own attitudes than had her com-
ments on the first day of hearings Wednes-
day.

On the first day, Mrs. O'Connor voiced
her opposition to abortion, but her record
during four years as a state senator is still
likely to draw fire from right-to-life groups
scheduled to testify today.

The hearings are filled with reminders
that Mrs. O'Connor, once she is confirmed,
will be the first woman ever to serve on the
Supreme Court. Sen. Joseph Biden (D., Md.)
urged Mrs. O’Connor to speak out on issues
of importance to women. “I don’t_want you
to wall yourself off, judge;' said Mr. Biden.
“You are a woman ... that is something
that should be advertised by you.”’

Some questions from the Senators, too,
have called attention to the fact that Mrs.
O’Connor is a woman. She responded to Sen.
Jeremiah Denton (R, Ala.) that she doesn’t
believe women shouid be placed in combat
in the military. But she said women as well
as men should have the chance to press a
button in a missile silo.

3







On discrimination against women, O’Connor
had more to say. “I don’t know that I've experi-
enced much of it,” she said. “My only disappoint-
ment came when I graduated [from Stanford
Law School near the top of her class] and I was
not successful in finding employment with any of
the major firms.”

Discrimination against women, particularly
disparities in pay, “has always been a matter of
concern,” she said.

“How do you want to be remembered?” Sen.
Max Baucus (D-Mont) asked her.

“Here lies a good judge,” O’Connor responded.
“But I'm sure [ would be remembered as the first
woman” on the Supreme Court.

Her testimony is to continue today.




jud

For a historical figure, Judge Sandra
()'Connor is an unpretentious sort.

She has bright hazel eyes, brown-gray

hair, a metallic western voice. While the
members of the Senate Judiciary Commit-
ree ransacked their minds for adjectives suf-
{icient to the occasion of nominally at least
passing judgment on the first woman to be
nominated to the Supreme Court, she sat
with her ankles neatly crossed, gravely
heeding each speaker with composed atten-
tion.
- She is an achieving woman without an
edge. She i3 good-looking without being
alienatingly beautiful and bright without
being alarmingly intellectual.

Like the man who chose her, Ronald
Reagan, she knows the high art of not giv-
ing unnecessary offense. Whenever she
could, she discoursed on the importance of
the separation of powers and the re'ation-
ship of the states to the federal government,
two safe subjects about which she plainly
hoped the committee would feel she has the
deepest convictions.

She must have convinced even the most
dubious conservatives that she is conserva-
tive by nature if not in judicial philosophy,
of which she disclosed nothing during what
one senator ceremoniously called her “or-
deal.”

The tlavor of the proceedings is better
conveyed by the fact that two senators dur-
ing the flowery morning suggested to her
_ that in view of her record and the breath-
taking breadth of her support—it goes from
Goldwater to Kennedy, from pussycats to

militant feminists—that the White House is
not heyond her grasp. _

Almost two hours of the opening gession
were devoted to expressions of supper..
Only one shot was fired over the bow.

Sen. Jeremiah Denton, having first cailed
her “a lady” in forbidden feminist parlance,
praised the president for naming her, an-
nounced that he liked her, and invited her
to say ~t t have changed her
views anout )

“You could still be changing your mind
on this issue,” he said.

And the question that formed in the
hearing room and hung over it while the
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of Not Giving Offense’

judge politely fenced and parried was
whether she has or she hasn’t.

When she finished her brief opening
statement, she deferentially sought Chair-
man Strom Thurmond’s permission to give
her real answer to the fuming Moral Ma-
jority. She introduced her “close” family
with as much flourish as so disciplined a
character would grant herself: her “dear”
husband, John, and their three grown sons,
one of whom she hopes, she said ruetully,
will give up sky diving. The O’Connors will
celebrate their 29th wedding anniversary in
December. The nominee spoke of families

“as the hope of the world” and, in the only
view she volunteered at her debut, of their
, importance to our nation and our life.

But hers, in the minds of the pro-life
groups, is a single-issue nomination. Her
four votes as an Arizona legislator on as-
pects of abortion brought a small demon-
stration to the sidewalk outside the Dirksen

Office Building. The pickets carried signs -

saying “O’Connor, a poor choice” and wore
“No O’Connor” buttons. Mostly middle-
aged or older women, they were a remnant
of the phantom legions who screamed at her
selection and have fallen almost si-
lent—faded under the fulminations of such
right-wing stalwarts as Barry Goldwater.

They know as well as Jerry Falwell that
there is no stopping the judge. If anything
happened to O'Connor on her way to the
Supreme Court, the women of America
would storm the Senate Judiciary Commit-
tee and trash it. So the marchers’ mood was
relatively mild. One plump nun, cheerily
chanting “life, yes, O’Connor no” seemed
happy just to be out in the bright Septem-
ber sun. Behind her an elderly gentleman
was playing “America the Beautiful” on a
trumpet. He appeared to be enjoying the
iy nuv ue eauvrely modaemand, since he
was slightly ot key.

O'Connor knew, of course, that when the
last superlative had heen decanted, she
would have to face the music. When Chair-
man Thurmond mentioned “abortion,” she
nodded brietly and glanced over at Denton.
“Very well,” she said resignedly and

launched into a description of the circum-
stances under which, in 1970, she had voted
to repeal Arizona’s anti-abortion statute,

It was a long time ago, she said, and be-
gides, the measure died in caucus. She is
personally opposed to abortion, “as a means
of birth control or otherwise.” The law at
the time was so severe th a person aiding
in the abortion of a rape victim was subject
to criminal penalties.

But since then, she said, her own knowl-
edge and awareness on the question has
increased. “Thereafter,” she said cryptically,
“I would not have voted for simple repeal.”

During the lunch break, Sen. Arlen Spec-
ter, who was set upon by a band of pro-
lifers in the corridor, attempted to interpret
her sibylline utterance. But since he mis-
takenly thought she was talking about an-
other controversial vote—a negative for an
anti-abortion constitutional amendment in
1974—his intervention was not particularly
useful.

Atter lunch, Sen. Edward M. Kennedy
tried, with no better results. Again, Her
Honor referred vaguely to the increase in
ner knowledge and awareness over the past
10 years. When Kennedy asked her if the
important thing was a change of views or
broadened information, she said cryptically,
“the latter.”

The fact is that the public has already
rendered a verdict on Sandra O’Connor.
They agree with the politicians, who believe
that Ronald Reagan had his finest hour
when he chose her. No single issue can
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block her way to history and the high court. ‘











