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Human bei ngs seem progranmmed to want fairness: justice. W want to know that our
| eaders are protecting us fromthose who are violent or taking our property. Mst of
us want a just world, one that we can count on to keep us safe or remedy abuse.

The system of justice that we have in the United States is largely the replica of the
British system W have judges, juries "of our peers," and prisons that enforce
sentences. W al so have two opposing | awers or teans, one defending the accused and
one prosecuting the accused who have been charged with violating the |aw.

This justice systemhas inproved greatly since the tines in Engl and when "hangi ng
judges"” sentenced all sorts of the underclasses to death by hanging, even for crines
short of nurder.

The changes in the American system are indeed inprovenents. For the nost part, juries
of one\222s peers now i ncl ude wonen and people of color, who were denied this role in
the past. Even the Suprene Court now has women and people of color, which provides a
nore bal anced tal ent pool to provide justice that is nore fair

But, the Federal justice systemdiffers fromthe 50 state justice systens, the
difference in sone cases detrinental to justice. Suprene Court judges, Federa
Appeal s Court judges, and district court judges, are all nominated by the president
and confirmed by the Senate. State and community judges are nostly el ected by
voters. Elected judges are always eying the next election, and the justice that they
provide often shows this. It is a terrible system

But even presidential appointnments and Senate confirnati ons do not always provide
quality and good | egal outcones. There have been instances of terrible nom nations
(which the Senate has had to veto) and good nom nati ons which the Senate prevented
fromvetting.

A partisan politician, such as Senate | eader Mtch MConnell, violated all precedent
when he prevented President Cbama\222s nominee, Merit Garland, from Senate confirmation
McConnel [\ 222s claimwas that it was too close to an election, a rationale quickly
contradi cted when President Trunp was mdstreamin his reelection campaign and his

nom nation for a vacant Suprenme Court seat was rushed through approval.

In the past 75 years, since President Franklin Del ano Roosevelt was thwarted by a
reactionary conservative Supreme Court, our Courts have functioned with judicia
fairness, regardless of the political party of the nomi nating presidents. Republican
courts have ended segregated education, protected voting rights by ordering oversight
by the courts of states who historically violated Black voting rights, and even
finally treated wonen as equal citizens in providing a national right to control over
their own bodies.

But there has been a gradual degradation of the noninating process when the
Republ i cans began to declare their political rivals "enemes." Appointnents to the
federal and Supreme Court, lifelong tenures, becanme nore political. But as long as
there was at least a five-four court with one justice serving as a swing vote, the
Court anbl ed al ong.

It is now poi sonously skewed six to three, which nakes the court seempolitica

rather than judicial. The public is losing respect for the court as the single fair

del i berative body protecting the constitution of the United States. The court

di scussi on about the M ssissippi attenpt to | essen or entirely revoke wonen\ 222s
reproductive rights is so out of line with the country\222s najority opinion that there
may wel |l be consequences for the court.

It is a serious problemto be rem nded, on film of the confirmation hearings of the
Trunp- appoi nt ed judges who said, under oath, that they believed in respecting prior
rulings. Now, they believe it is time to overturn a 50-year standing |law that allows
worren full citizenship and autonony.

We cannot have a country where half the states (those with the |argest popul ations)
enpower wonmen with equal rights and half (rural) that deprive these wonen of these
rights.

If Roe v Wade is overturned, Congress will have to pass a new |law that protects



women\ 222s right to determine their own future. To do that, they wll

finally have to
end the filibuster, that nost undenocratic tool of mnority power.
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