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Mp. Chairman:

planned Parenthood Fedexation of Americos le the nation's oldest
and largest non-profie, private providar of reproductive heaith
cara. Fer 75 yaars we hava givan vomen and nen acoess to the
information and medical aare that enable tham to dacide when and
whether to hava children. Evary year nearly two million Amearicana
«« meat of then young and many of them poor =- find thelr way into
our 879 medical centers. ¥e help Amaxicans plan thelr families,
snhance thelr lives, and assurs that children are born wanted and

laved.

* Foxr soxe in politice, the dabata ovar Roa ¥, ¥ads bolls down te
concerns about polls and votas and censtituency pressure. Tor many
erained in the law, Roa is an interesting debating point. Bt for
most Americans, the Roe v, Wads decislon was a liberating and 1ife-
saving pronouncement. Its real<life cénssguences have been matahed
by enly a few judicial acts in the history of our republiec, ror
wemen and their families, the right to reproductive cheice areates
a foundation for exercising many of tha other oconstitutional

privileges we enjoy as Americans.

But last ysar and again this year, the court that produced Epe
issued decisions that seriocusly weakensad Rps and unleashed
wholesale aszaults on reproductive righte in state legisistures
nationwide., New, the judge néminated to fill a vacaney on that
court is in a position t¢ turm back the clock evan furthar on
reprodustiva rights, te an ers when providing ar obtaining an
abortion was & oriminal act.

tntil thess hearings, Mr. Bush's noninee was a virtual unknewn.
Rather than opposa his nomination, Planned Paranthooed asserted
Anericans' right to kKnow Judge Soutar's views on fundamantal righte
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of privacy and rapreductive frasdem, which ars taken for granted
by the vast majority of Americans.

Today, howaver, after days of evasive anawers and filibusters, ve
knew nething more about Judge Souter's views on reproductive righte
than ve did bafore the hearings bagan.

Judge BSouter has scknowledged tha existence of a constitutional
right to marital privecy and a right to procreats, but would net
scknowiedga the right of marrled peopls to use sontraception as
outlined in Grigwgld. Ha also rvefused to comment on the later
Eisanstadt decisisn that ewtended this right to unmarried pecpls.

Judge Souter steadfastly refused to anaver questions about a
woman's right te aborticn, saying it would be inappropriate for
him to comment, because ¢f the likelihood of Eoe coning back to
tha Supreme Court. Yet, aa Senator Biden pointed ocut, Judge Souter
was willing to domment quite extensively on hie views on the
appropriate estandard of raview "for cases involving gender
discrimination, the fras exerciss clause and racial discrimination,
all of which == like Rae == are 1iKely to ooma back te the Buprans
Court,

Hr, Bouter refused to ANEWEr Senator Kennedy's question sbeut
vhether ha considers abortlon moral or immeral, even in cases of
raps or incest, saying it would “dispel the promisa of inpartialicy
in approaching this issue" if i¢ ¢ana before him. Yet, Mr. Souter
had ne qualms about expressing his own moral baliefs about &he
dasth penaley and white collar erinme.

Judge Soutar's story of having "counsellsd” a pragnant young woman
whe planned %o self=abort bafore abortien was legal in
Maseschusetts clearly was meant t¢ assure pro-choice Americans that
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e reoogniszed the pain and desparation of woenmen who face unwvanted
pragnancies. The story, however, only reveals that Mr. Souter
advised the young woman not to sttampt a self- abortions it givas

us no olue ad to his views on the issus &f legality.

Judge Souter alsc refused tco address the countarvailing intersst
the stats has that weighs against the woman's "libarty" intersat
in terminating a pregnancy. Nor woeuld he say whether he belisves
in the conceapt of conetitutional "personhecd" from the meomant of

conception.

Justice Brandeis once said, "If we would guide by the light or
reAssn, vwe must let our minde be bold.* Judge Souter has dispiaysd
no boldness vhatsosver during these hearingé. Tne general opiaion
is that he has soquitted himsalf very well. That may be trus in
the sense that he mads no mistakes and ne sommitments that weuld
hurt him.

But the heslth and lives of nillions of aAmeyican women, for
generations to come, nmay depsnd on wheate David Seutar stands on
fundarental rights of privacy and reproductive fraadom. The
Amsrican pecple will not tolarats a Bupreme Court justiee whe
rafuses to acknowladge thess rights =— openly and unaquivecally.
Any Suprame Courxrt noninee who raiscts the fundamental natura of
such rights in a denoccracy must likewiss be rejected by the
oitizens of that demsaracy.

We urge you to raject the nomination of David Hackett Soutar to
the U.8. Supreme Court, and thersby send a message that the period
of tolerance for political c¢amesmanship around our fundamental
reproductiva rights has ended.





