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| attach a copy of a letter to the editor from Angela Bradstreet that was
published in today's Daily Journal. Ms. Bradstreet is past president of
California Women Lawyers and of the San Francisco Bar Association. | also
believe that she has a good relationship with Senator Feinstein.

Best,

Henry
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'Lettersito 'he <E¢ri|tnr

J ud1c1a1 Nommee Deserves a Hearmg

Carolyfi Kuhl. I have, however,™

I have not met or spol{en mth Judge

reviewed much-of her' testlmony

before the ‘Senaté Judiciary Cammlnee L_

and her record'as a judge.
l I-am a‘staunch Democrat and a for-
mer presndent of California Wormen

awyers.and the San Francnsco Bar;’

Association, However I feel an obhga—
fion to pose this question: Why should a
judicial nominee, who has unequwocally

and repeatedly stated on the record that_;,,

she will foilow and apply existing law’.
fmc}udmg Roe v. Wade), and who has ‘
the support of over 100 judges and both,
31des of the bar mcludmg the Con-
jumer Attorneys’ Association, be denied
hearing for having advocated certain
positions on behalf of clients as an attor-
ney, long before she became a judge?
i Kuhl's situation is very different from

dther recent nominees who have been .

subject.to filibuster for valid. reasons. .

Justice Miguel! A. Estrada, repeatedly 4

refused to answer any questions on
whether he would: app!y ex:stmg law :
including Roe. -

"/ Justice Priscilla Owen's record asa
jadge includes her refusal 10 follow a

Texas statute ‘contatning requtrements
for bypass of parental notification by

minors’ seekmg an abortion. Instead
she inserted her own personal beliefs in
order to adopt a much more stringent
standard, which had no legal basis.
Such a record of what White House

 counsel Albert Gonzalez described as
“blatant judicial activism” should not be -
condoned. ‘However, since Kuhl has no-~
such record of judicial activism, has
repeatedly stated that she will f0110w=

Roe and has been applauded widely for

her judicial temperament, it is troubling
that some of my friends and colléagues

in ‘'women's bar associations are’
- demandmg a ﬁhbuster of her nomina-

tion.
Surely siuch a nominee should not be
denied a hearing for performing his or

her duties as an attorney by zealously -
".representmg a client who happens to
" holds views with which others, includ-
" Ing myself, vehemently disagree.

Such an approach does not represeﬁt
the moderation for which we are all

‘striving nor does it encourage qualified
' women candidates to submit to the rig-
ors of the federal judicial selection
- process if they are not to be permltted a

hearing on the menﬁ

Angelé Bradstreet
San Francisco

‘Concessions Only
Embolden Terrorists

Y Y ow did Islamic terrorists react to
-1 the US. announcement that it

would withdraw its troops.

-freijaudi Arabia — a central

demand of Osama bin Laden?
With bombmgs that kllled at least

- seven Americans. |

The terrorists mterpreted the U S..
withdrawal as a concession to bin
Laden's demands and as proof of U.S.
weakness. From their perspective, the
U.S. withdrawal shows that terrorism
pays and that the more they terrorize
Americans, the more they stand to gain.

The lesson to be learned is that con-
cessions — apparent or real — will .not

- change the minds of Islamic terrorists

committed to’ destroymg the United
States and its influence in Muslim coun- |
tries. Concessions only embolden them.
1f the United States wants to end Islamic
terrorism, it must not appease terrorists
but instead ruthlessly and methodically
destroy them.

David Holcherg
' Arvine




