Ronald Reagan Presidential Library
Digital Library Collections

This 1s a PDF of a folder from our textual collections.

WHORM Subject File Code: pu

(Publications)
Case file Number(s): 434150-435856
Box: 25

To see more digitized collections visit:
https://www.reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digitized-textual-material

To see all Ronald Reagan Presidential Library inventories visit:
https://www.reaganlibrary.gov/archives/white-house-inventories

Contact a reference archivist at: reagan.library@nara.gov

Citation Guidelines: https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/research-
support/citation-guide

National Archives Catalogue: https://catalog.archives.gov/



https://www.reaganlibrary.gov/archives/digitized-textual-material
https://www.reaganlibrary.gov/archives/white-house-inventories
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/research-support/citation-guide
https://reaganlibrary.gov/archives/research-support/citation-guide
https://catalog.archives.gov/



















Augt t 5, 1986

- JR: MITCH DAN. LS

N KARL.. _JLT R

FYI v 'y ibr it
tt: 1ed Schedul YOC









































































































































































































Monpay, Jant amy 27, 10404 »

rS

Uasii

(7o

1 TTERS TO THF

On Judicial Restraint

1 disapres With, miy Czcamate Lin-
“voln Capiar's arucie o jus
stract ludicis’ Restrars !
uvisr o the Right” Ou
19 Trne contenvor that true n
restramnt calis for the new, miod
Jucges 10 e nothing i & thuniv dis
guised plez for manienance o7 the
statue quo. It would eficcuvely acqw-
€0 I, the damage that has alveady
beern done by judicial activiues, paruc-
ulariv in the criminal area.
Otvioushs there can be no eSecine
reéturm 1o the proper judicial roic— non-
mienvenuon in what are essenualt
pobucal and social guestion: —umiess
the excesses Of past allivisT are firse
undme. In the face of deiermine? opp-
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A1 ents
for _rop. 39

As a lawyer and fellow law
professor, I take sharp issue with
Gerald Uelmen’s article, “Don’t
Plunge Judges Into Political Thick-
et” (Editorial Pages, Sept. 19).
Uelmen criticizes Proposition 39 on
the November ballot because the
reapportionment commission it
would create would allegedly polit-
icize the judiciary, from whose
ranks commission members would
be wn.

Uelmen both misses the point
and misstat the real debate. First
of all, the commission would consist
of retired appellate judges, not
active judges. Thus in no way
would it “politicize” the judiciary.
Moreover, the politicization of the
judiciary in the reapportionment
area is a process that in any event is
the legacy of the Brown Adminis-
tration and its partisan judicial
appointments. Surely we have not
forgotten the California Supreme
Court’s 6-1 decision (all six being
Brown appointees) refusing to al-
low the people of California even to
vote on the Sebastiani reapportion-
ment plan.

Secondly, the argument is mis-
placed that retired judges, unlike
elected representatives, are not
accountable to the voters. The
problem is that our legisiators in
Sacramento aren't accountable ei-
ther, precisely because the gerry-
mandered respportionment. plan
they devised protected incum-
hents, and eflectively disenfran-
cr.sed hundreds of t*cusands of
Calforrians As a result, the State
ILeg alire no ionger represents
an e but welf At least the
re'. el:.dges having :eft the pub-
e arene and put their careers
beh:nd them. wili provide a far
moTe UTparual cverview than leg-
islawrs cuncerned coniy with the
safety of their own seats. Also,
wrike the legisiators wath therr
rarusan conderns, the retred judg-
es wi tng o ke panel vears of
wrairnng and expercenie in Lelening
to both sdes and rendering a far
decision.
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Finally, Uelmen critici
pool of retired judges because u is
largely old, white, and e, and
does notrep  ent minorities, I find
this a wholly 1rrelevant and indeed
a discriminatory comment. Does he
mean to say that these people
therefore cannot render a fair re-
sult? The whole point of reappor-
tionment is that it should be a
techni ~ process to acct r re-
flect tne voters of Calif (in-
cluding minorities), not a political
process. The present gerrymander
fails miserably (and deliberately)
in this regard, for example produc-
ing a congressional split of 28 to 17
in favor of the Democrats even
though almost half the votes cast in
1982 were for Republicans.

The real issue here, and the
reason we have all been brought to
this point, is the Legislature’s. -
gance of power in devising a bla-
tant, almost vicious gerrymander
with no thought for the people of
California other than purely parti-
san politics. Had legislative leaders
made even the slightest effort to
provide a semblance of fairness,
Proposition 39 and the efforts
which preceded it would not have
been necessary.

Prof. Uelimen's articie is a thinly
disguised partisan piea 1o retain the
present unfair lines. No one should
be fooied inte thinking it represents
dispassicrate legal analysis. It does
not. Prcpesition 39 must be ap-
proved. As matiers now stand,
«epresentative governmentin Cali-
fornia has been destroyed. Until it
is restored, there can be no political
peace in this state. What is at stake
is ne less than the resteration of
democracy in Cal:fornia.

RICHARDP SYBERT
Adjunct Professor
Lovola Law School
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What Americans of East Ei »)pean desc 1t re askii_ -- for t!
among them accused of war crimes =-- is something to which
Americans are titled: A fair tr: in an open court in a fi
count 7. Mark me down as one who ¢ _ 2s,

Sincerely,

_atrick J. Buchanan
Assistant to the Pre ide -

Meg G1 1field

Editoa L iditor
Tt Washi: ¢ -
1150 15th =, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20071






























































