
Editorial 

High court's new bias 
shows up in one case 

The U.S. Supreme Court now has a slight conservative 
majority, but an examination of the court’s recent decisions 
in several cases indicates that the nine justices remain 

unpredictable. 
The members of the court also remain, with one impor- 

tant exception, able to render a fair verdict on important 
constitutional matters. So far, it’s hard to detect a “Rehn- 
quist agenda” in the court’s rulings. Some examples: 

• The court recently affirmed the right to privacy in 
upholding a Milwaukee city ordinance that prohibited pro- 
test demonstrations at individual homes. 

The matter started when pro-life activists in Milwaukee 

began picketing the home of Benjamin M. Victoria, a well- 
known doctor who performed abortions. The court ruled 
that the protesters’ freedom of speech would not be com- 

promised by the city ordinance, as it left open the option of 
picketing the abortion clinics where Victoria worked. 

Justice Sandra Day O’Connor, writing the opinion of the 
6-3 majority, found the picketing ‘‘offensive and disturb- 
ing” because it invaded the privacy and sanctuary we expect 
in our homes. 

• Another step forward for women was taken when the 
court upheld a New York state law prohibiting gender and 
racial discrimination in private clubs with more than 400 
members. 

The stuffy men’s clubs in that state were more than just 
saunas and pools for wrinkled-up execs; they were meeting 
places for the old-boy network to work out financial deals 
and trades. Because of the clubs’ limited membership, 
women and minorities were constantly cut out of business 
opportunities. 

The New York law exists, in similar fashions, in other 
cities and states. The court left open the possibility for small 
all-male clubs, or ones where “shop talk” is prohibited. 

• In perhaps the most politically significant ruling of 
this or any other year, the Supreme Court overwhelmingly 
upheld the federal law providing for independent counsel 
and rebuffed President Reagan, who appointed four of the 
nine justices on the bench. 

The ruling, written by Chief Justice William Rehnquist 
himself, did no favors for the embattled Reagan administra- 
tion. The ruling put an ending to the president’s vision of an 

executive branch with broad powers, and allowed investiga- 
tion of Attorney General Edwin Meese and prosecution of 
Iran-Contra figures Oliver North and John Poindexter to 
continue. 

The 7-1 decision indicated that the court is more in- 

terested in securing for posterity the protection of the 
separation of powers in government than repaying any im- 

mediate political favors. 
It is certainly encouraging to see the court continue to 

make strides for privacy laws, women and minorities, while 
being high-minded enough to leave partisan matters for the 

pundits. But we are still wary of this new, mysterious court, 
and we are shocked by one of its more surprising rulings. 

In an outrageous 5-4 decision, the court ruled that 
defense industry contractors may not be sued for dangerous 
or defective products made to government specifications. 

The court ruled against the lawsuit brought by the fami- 

ly of a Marine who drowned to death when his helicopter 
crashed into the Atlantic. Lt. David Boyle was seated next to 

an escape window, but couldn’t get out because the hatch 
was stupidly designed to push outward — Boyle couldn’t 

open it against the pressure of the sea. 

This ruling also appears to affect Vietnam veterans’ col- 
lective suit against Dow Chemical Co., the manufacturers of 
Agent Orange, and the families of the Challenger astronauts. 

Why the court decided that manufacturers of shoddy 
products shouldn’t have to answer for them is un- 

fathomable. Justice Antonin Scalia, in writing the court’s 

opinion, said that defense contractors would simply pass on 

the cost of lawsuits to the government. 
When did justice become simply a matter of budgetary 

concern? 
Recent allegations from the Pentagon probe indicate 

that defense companies need less insulation from public ex- 

amination and recourse, not more. If the network of corrup- 
tion, sleaze and greed in that byzantine institution can be 
dismantled in favor of a free market, we assume the govern- 
ment will buy the best products it can, at the best prices. 
And protection from product liability is an important 
measure of quality. 

Louis Franecke, the lawyer representing Boyle’s family, 
said of the verdict: “This is the Reagan court setting up a na- 

tional tort law to protect the private sector.’’ If that is indeed 
the truth, then we are angry that this one item on that 
mythical “Rehnquist agenda’’ is being pursued. 
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Commentary 
Innovative ideas needed to solve 
America's health-care problems 

Determining the best way to 

provide and finance long-term 
care is a challenge facing us to- 

day and into the future. This is a 

major health policy issue due to 
our growing elderly population, 
and our current lack of protec- 
tion against catastrophic long- 
term health care costs — costs 
which often lead to impoverish- 
ment when a person enters a 

nursing home; and il is an issue 
which must be addressed at the 
national level. 

Commentary by 
Sen. |ohn Glenn 

What we need is a network of 
services, ranging from 
homemaker/chore services to 
skilled medical care, that can be 
provided in the most ap- 
propriate setting — whether it is 
a person's home, a congregate 
setting or an institution; and we 

need to help people pay for 
these services. 

In recent years, long-term 
care and the needs of family 
caregivers have “hit home” for 
Annie and me. This is a very 
sad time for our family because 
of the death in May of Annie’s 
92-year old mother, Mrs. 
Castor. During the past several 
years, we have helped Mrs. 
Castor as it became necessary 
for her to give up her own home 
and move to our apartment in 
Columbus, Ohio. 

As she needed assistance at 
home, we encountered pro- 
blems in trying to arrange the 
most appropriate care. After 
Mrs. Castor was hospitalized 
due to a broken hip, we faced 
the task of finding high-quality 
nursing home care for her. For- 
tunately, we were able to afford 
nursing home care, which costs 
$1,500 a month, but what about 
those who cannot? These costs 
are truly catastrophic for most 
Americans. 

Since HO to 90 percent of the 
care given to older persons 
comes from family members, 
mostly women, an important 
component of long-term care 

legislation must be respite ser- 

vices which will help enable 
families to continue caring for 
their elderly members who live 
with them. And we must work 
to assist those with elderly 
relatives who are geographical- 
ly distant. By doing so, we can 

prevent caregiver "burnout" 
which often leads to the other- 
wise unnecessary institu- 
tionalization of the elderly. 

Major legislation to address 
the costs of long-term care is be- 
ing discussed in Congress. The 
biggest question we are attemp- 
ting to answer is how to pay for 
this care. For we cannot kid 
ourselves, the costs are high. 

On the; other hand, there is 
growing support for a national 

social insurance program that 
protects against the catastrophic 
costs of long-term care. This is a 

high priority for the American 
people, and polls have shown 
overwhelmingly that we are 

willing to finances it 
Social security, our greatest 

anti-poverty program to date, 
was enact e d during a 

Democratic administration: as 

were Medicare and Medicaid, 
which provide health care for 
the elderly, disabled and low- 
income Americans, building on 

our past accomplishments. I am 

confident that in lSIHtl, a 

Democratic administration and 
the 101st Congress will work 
together to meet the long-term 
care challenge that is upon us, 

John Claim is a l.l.S. Senator 
from Ohio. Chinn is mentioned 
in many political circles as be- 

ing Democratic presidential 
contender Michael Dukakis' 
likely choice as a running mate. 

Letters Policy 
The Emerald will attempt to print all letters containing coin 

merits on topics of interest to the I Jniversity community. tlominents 
must he factually accurate and refrain from personal attacks on the 
character of others 

H O, Box 3159, Kiigene, Orison 97403 
The Oregon Daily Emerald is published Tuesday and Thursday during the sum 

mer by the Oregon Daily Emerald Publishing Co at the University of Oregon. 
Eugene. Oregon. 97403 Daily publication resumes with the fall term 

The Emerald operates independently of the University with offices at 300 Erb 
Memorial Union The Emerald is a member of the Associated Press 

The Emerald is private property. The unauthorized removal or use of papers is 
prosecutable by law 

Editor Aaron Knox 
News Editor Carolyn Lamberson Managing Editor Kelvin Wee 
Editorial Page Editor Thomas Prowell Sports Editor Gary Henley Photo Editor James Marks Night Editor Thomas Prowell 

Associate Editors 
romics/Migher Ed/Admin Paula Green 
General Staff 
Advertising Director Susan Thelen 
Classified Manager Kelli Mason 
Production Manager Michele Ross 
Advertising Coordinator Sandra Daller 
Assistant to the Publisher Jean Ownbey 

Student Govt/Activities Tom Prowoll 

Newsroom. 686 5511 

Display Advertising..686 3712 
Classified Advertising 686 4343 
Production.686 4381 
Letter Perfect Graphics.686 4381 
Business.686-5511 


