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Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment 
of  religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 

abridging the freedom of  speech, or of  the press; or the 
right of  the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition 

the Government for a redress of  grievances. 
The First Amendment to the U.S. Constitution

 GUEST EDITORIAL
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FROM THE NEW YORK TIMES

Justice Ruth Bader Gins-
burg needs to drop the 
political punditry and the 
name-calling.

Three times in the past 
week, Justice Ginsburg 
has publicly discussed her 
view of the presidential 
race, in the sharpest terms. 
In an interview with The 
Times published Sunday, 
Justice Ginsburg said, “I 
can’t imagine what the 
country would be — with 
Donald Trump as our 
president,” joking that if 
her husband were alive, 
he might have said, “It’s 
time for us to move to New 
Zealand.”

Earlier, in an interview 
with The Associated Press 
that appeared on July 8, 
when asked to consider 
a Trump victory, Justice 
Ginsburg replied, “I don’t 
want to think about that 
possibility, but if it should 
be, then everything is up 
for grabs.”

On Monday, Justice Gins-
burg doubled down, calling 
Mr. Trump “a faker,” who 
“has no consistency about 
him.” In that interview, 
with CNN, she added: “He 
says whatever comes into 
his head at the moment. 
He really has an ego.”

Mr. Trump responded 
on Tuesday. “I think it’s 
highly inappropriate that 
a United States Supreme 
Court judge gets involved 
in a political campaign, 
frankly,” he told The Times. 
“I couldn’t believe it when 
I saw it.”

There is no legal require-
ment that Supreme Court 
justices refrain from com-
menting on a presidential 
campaign. But Justice 
Ginsburg’s comments 
show why their tradition 

has been to keep silent.
In this election cycle in 

particular, the potential of 
a new president to affect 
the balance of the court 
has taken on great impor-
tance, with the vacancy 
left by the death of Justice 
Antonin Scalia. As Justice 
Ginsburg pointed out, 
other justices are nearing 
an age when retirement 
would not be surprising. 
That makes it vital that the 
court remain outside the 
presidential process. And 
just imagine if this were 
2000 and the resolution of 
the election depended on 
a Supreme Court decision. 
Could anyone now argue 
with a straight face that 
Justice Ginsburg’s only 
guide would be the law?

Mr. Trump’s hands, of 
course, are far from clean 
on the matter of judicial 
independence. It was 
just weeks ago that he 
was lambasting Gonzalo 
Curiel, the United States 
District Court judge 
overseeing a case against 
Trump University, saying 
that as a “Mexican,” the 
Indiana-born judge could 
not be impartial.

All of which makes it 
only more baffling that 
Justice Ginsburg would 
choose to descend toward 
his level and call her own 
commitment to impartial-
ity into question. Washing-
ton is more than partisan 
enough without the spec-
tacle of a Supreme Court 
justice flinging herself into 
the mosh pit.

Editor’s note: Justice Gins-
burg apologized Thursday 
for her criticism of Trump. 
“On reflection, my recent 
remarks in response to press 
inquiries were ill-advised 
and I regret making them.”

Justice Ginsburg needs  
to keep opinions to self

“I 
can’t imagine what this 
place would be — I 
can’t imagine what the 
country would be — 
with Donald Trump as 

our president,” Justice Ruth Bader 
Ginsburg said in The New York 
Times this week.

Trump responded in his usual 
unpresidential way, 
tweeting: “Justice 
Ginsburg has embar-
rassed all by making 
very dumb political 
statements about me. 
Her mind is shot — 
resign!”

That is what our 
country would be like: 
vulgar and vicious, 
like Donald Trump 
himself. Justice Gins-
burg has every right to 

be concerned, as does anyone who 
cares about this country. You do not 
lose your First Amendment rights 
when you join the Supreme Court, 
as the late Justice Antonin Scalia, 
the darling of conservatives, proved.

Ruth Bader Ginsburg happens to 
be one of my heroes. No one — and 
I mean no one — has done more to 
promote equality between men and 
women in our nation. For years, 
as a teacher and a lawyer, she was 
tireless in the fight for equality. And 
before you jump down my throat, 
she fought not only for the rights 
of women but also for equality — 
which means she fought for the 
widower who was denied survivors 

benefits so that he could raise his 
children, benefits that were au-
tomatically given to women. She 
fought for equality in the judicial 
system. I never will forget watching 
her argue in front of the Supreme 
Court on behalf of a man who had 
been convicted of first-degree mur-
der by a jury from which women 
had been excluded. There was my 
hero, fighting for a murderer? Ruth 
Bader Ginsburg’s mind isn’t shot; 
she understood, long before I did, 
that equality is a two-way street.

But what if the Hillary Clinton-
Donald Trump election makes it to 
the Supreme Court? Having made 
these comments, is she no longer 
qualified to serve on the panel in 
the one-in-a-million chance that 
the November election ends up 
in the Supreme Court? It’s not a 
slow news week and yet, believe it 
or not, the media is full of opin-
ions from supposed experts as to 
whether Justice Ginsburg would 
have to recuse herself. The simple 
answer is no. The longer answer is 
that it is up to the justice herself to 
decide whether to recuse herself. 

She decides: no appeal, no review, 
no luck on that one, Donald. Why 
would someone who believes that 
a President Trump would do great 
harm to this country and to the 
world recuse herself because she 
has those beliefs? Justices vote. 
They have views. And if you don’t 
believe me, then you try to make 
sense of Bush v. Gore. I’ve taught 
the case for years and the only way 
I can explain it — given that all of 
the “pro-states rights” justices voted 
against states rights — is politics, 
pure and simple. 

What Justice Ginsburg was ad-
dressing was not any legal issues 
that might arise in this election, 
but the specter of electing Donald 
Trump as president. He shouldn’t 
win: As even conservative colum-
nist George Will has recognized, the 
man is unfit in every way — experi-
ence, knowledge, temperament and 
restraint — to be president. But he 
could, no question. Brexit wasn’t 
supposed to pass, and it did. The 
politics of fear and anger can bring 
about utterly unacceptable results, 
as the British are learning painfully, 
as the pound falls in value.

But the Donald (why show re-
spect for him when he respects no 
one but himself) was right. Some-
body whose mind is shot should 
quit: him.

To find out more about Susan 
Estrich and read features by other 
Creators Syndicate writers and car-
toonists, visit the Creators Syndicate 
Web site at www.creators.com.

Justices have freedom of speech

On July 7, I listened to the Fred 
LeFebvre show. The guests on his 
show were a combination of several 
generations, ranging from mid-20s 
to mid-60s. They were energetic, 
educated, qualified visionaries, 
known as the “Dream Team.” Two 
are existing board members — Paul 
Pirrone and Nancy Tienvieri. This 
team is running for five township 
board positions: supervisor, trea-
surer, clerk and trustees.

Their message was clear: They 
want more than the status quo for 
Bedford. They want growth and a 
business-friendly township. They 
want Bedford moved into the 21st 
century with technology that will 
reach all ages, a government with 
full disclosure and that expedites 
the process of getting businesses 
established without the red tape 
that currently exists in the town-
ship. It’s about getting the job done, 
not taking three to six months to 
make zoning changes. It’s about not 
having to come back to the plan-
ning commission over and over 
again and paying extra fees. 

It’s about replacing those the 
stagnant, unambitious, indecisive 
board members who are respon-
sible for the infamous 5-2 vote that 
is not the voice of the people. This 
new team wants a board with no 
ties to personal agendas of their 
own or others in the township. The 
two votes of Pirrone and Tienvieri 
are the true voice of the people. It’s 
also about being fiscally responsible 
with taxpayers’ money, and doing 
what you are getting paid to do.

It’s not about getting motivated in 
June of an election year and claim-
ing to bring new business into the 
township when someone else sent 
them your way or creating busi-
ness-friendly plans to” streamline” 
the process and all of the sudden 
being “shovel ready” just in time for 
doing something novel that hasn’t 
been done in the last four years that 
you’ve sat on the board.

Don’t forget the sudden urge 
after a campaign forum to adopt 
technology like Facebook. After all, 
who wouldn’t want to update the 
technology after a young com-
petitor blatantly points out your 
antiquated Web site and informs 
you that you don’t have to hire extra 
people to monitor the Facebook 
page? What a concept, huh?

Finally, it’s about doing the 
right thing all the time and serv-
ing the people who elected you. It 
is imperative to vote in the Aug. 2 
primary where Bedford’s future will 
be decided.
Mike Malone Sr.
Lambertville 

Bedford ‘Dream Team’ has vision, drive needed to move township forward
 — AP file photo by MICHAEL DWYER

Supreme Court Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg speaks Jan. 28 at 
Brandeis University in Waltham, Mass. 
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Letters are welcome

Letters on matters of public 
interest are welcome. Full name, 
address and telephone number 
are required. Anonymous letters 
and those without verifiable 
names and addresses will not be 
published. Letters are limited to 
400 words and may be edited. 
The e-mail address is letters@
monroenews.com. Fax (734) 
242-0937.

Ginsburg entitled to share her beliefs on presidential race

“Justices vote. They 
have views. And if you 
don’t believe me, then you 
try to make sense of Bush 
v. Gore.”


