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What are your criteria for approving federal
judge and {1.5. Supreme Court nominees?

In voting on
Supreme ' Court
and other federal
judicial nomina--
tions, I will look
for judges who
apply the law to
the facts of the
particular case
and demonstrate impartial, inde-
pendent judgment. It is especially im-
portant that we select and confirm
judges and justices who have common
sense and understand that the deci-
sions they make affect people’s lives. T
will examine each nominee’s profes-
sional experience and- qualifications
and his or her published views on a
wide range of issues. )

Should the Patriot Act be renewed? Why or
why not? What are your thoughts on sur-
veillancé caineras now being disseminated
by Homeland Security? -

We must balance keeping America
safe with protecting individual civil
rights and civil libertiés, The post-9/11
Patriot Act was an-attémpt to protect
Americans from terrorists, but it sac-
rificed some of our most treasured
civil liberties: President Obama re-
cently called for the reauthorization
of three key provisions of the act,
while remaining open to much-need-
ed changes. This stance reflects the
importance of providing law en-
forcement with the latitude it needs
to fight terrorigmi, while also remain-
ing cognizant of the risks posed by
such legislation. In the Senate, T will
work to ensure that any proposed Pa-
triot Act reauthorization strikes the
appropriate balance between protect-
ing our natipnal security and safe-
guarding the privacy and freedom of
all Americans. With respect to sur-
veillance cameras being funded or
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places and enable law enforcement to
collect useful information to prevent
attacks. However, strict guidelines
must be established and followed to
ensure that law enforcement does not
misuse information collected by sur-
-veillance cameras.

Should there be a legal distinction for ter-
roristswhen it comes to the death penalty?

No,I oppose capital punishment in
all cases. In 2005, when Gov. Mitt
Romney made a major push to rein-
state capital punishment, I testified
against his bill I also testified before
the Joint Committee on the Judiciary
against capital punishment in 2007.In
recognition of my anti-death penalty
advocacy, the Massachusetts Citizens
Against the Death Penalty awarded
me, the annual Herbert and Sara
Ehrmann Award in 2008.

Please desaibe your stance onmandatory-min-
imum sentences, particularly for drug cases.
‘As a prosecutor for over 20 years,
T have seen first-hand how manda-
tory-minimum sentences can ensure
consistent and predictable sentenc-
ing regardless of the identity of the
defendant. However, I also under-
stand that those who receive manda-
‘tory-minimum sentences are de-
prived of the many rehabilitative
benefits offered to inmates who are
not serving such senteices, such as
work release and other important
programs. We have also had little
post-release supervision. We must
recognize that most inmates are re-
leased back into sdciety at' some
point, and thus it is imperative that
they receive the proper tools tore-
enter our communities in a positive
and productive manner. I favor laws

“allowing those serving mandatory-

minimum sentences to participate in
work release and other programs. I
also believe that good, model behav-
ior in prison, and all of the factors
taken into_account by the Parole
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a mandatory-minimum séntence. I
believe we should re-establish ap-
propriate parole eligibility: Finally, I o]ates the equal protection rights of
believe that federa! d:ug sentencing game-sex couples and that it also un-
laws are in. many mgtances unduly constitutionally infringes the sover-
harsh and shoulc‘i be r.e—e).camined‘ln eign rights of states to define mar-
Partxcu_lar, the disparity in Sentenc- riage and family relationships. As a
ing between crack and powder €0- U.S. senator, 1 will work to repeal
caine should be adjusted. - DOMA because it is uniconstitution-
How wouldyou address the deep budgetauts o] and also represents unfair, dis-
tothe judical branch? How importantisthis? criminatory public policy. - .
Recent state budget cuts to the _ oo © Sl
court system threaten to undermine Please describe.y(‘)ur'tl.loughts on the deb a@e
the quality and access to justice. ?_v_er 'the__legal deﬁnlt;on of t°“.“’§ and the
These cuts do not merely affect the iMPlicationsform embgrs of the gojemment
parties to cases; they threaten to ‘who may havtfqugaged ,i"k (w-hat 2ne
damage public safety and our econ- deem)  aveadions.
omy by injecting heightened delay I co.mm,e.nd S Obafma fof
and uncertainty in our civil justice his swift "‘C.?“’n w}%en e came ity of:
system. As a U.S. senator, I will work ielioban h?.r a5
to provide states with needed feder- ‘niques that I_r}se g tbe levelof torture.
al fundihg to ease state budget L support diligent, vigorous efforts to

strains. I will also focus on econom- Prosecute violence and terrorism in a
manner that comports with'our coun-

try’s morals and values. Regarding
previous violations of torture laws and
excessive use of force, I am open to
Please describe your view of the independ- such investigations if appropriate, in
ence of the judiciary. How importantisitfor so far as they would further the na-
judgesto beable to make their decisions free tional security interests and individ:
of outside influences? In general, does this ualliberties of Americar: citizens. I be-
work well or do too many judges abuseitby lieve Attorney General '__Holdér is
making “activist” decisions? engaged in that effort now.
Our justice system is founded on = | . A
the premise that all persons are equal What is your view on tort_.ref'orr.n?ipoes the
before the law and that judges will iaw-{leec‘i to be changed to limit big-dollar
base their decisions on an impartial P
application of the law to the partica- __Although some other states have
lar facts of a case. Judges should reach blstorl_c ally Seclhexcessivg, {nultl—_xr%ﬂ i
these decisions free from undue po- hon'don?g' Jlispavards I LOr smts,A
litical, economic and media influence. Massachusett_s eoeL Bl have
In my experience, federal and state S°0€Tally exercised reason and re-
judges in Massachusetts do not abuse str:fmt; (Sur Clyﬂ Jﬂzice zﬁten} l,é‘;:;t-
their independence by issuing “ac- PEffoct.Dltd geheg R ,_cyt;? e
tivist” decisions. When a judge’s rul- ancebetyen glmgWCtm i
ing lacks a sound legal basis, the ap- the Pt a_rild).ustlce pd e t‘.'h'a g
.. damagesawards are proportionate.to
peals process serves as an effective & gt B e
means of correcting errors. the harm cgused FaOTIEbENeR: that

the federal Defense of Marriage Act
inJuly 2009.1 believe that DOMA vi-

ic growth strategies as a top priority,
to promote economic recovery that
will, in turn, improve state revenues.

Whatis Your view on the Defense of Maniage

distributed by Homeland Security, Board in détermining whether one
limited use of cAmeras in public places i fitfor Paro,le, should not be ignored
may both deter terrorist acts in such MeT ely because an inmate is serving

Actand th:e lawsuit filed alleging that it is
uncor:stitutional?

As attorney general, I filed a first-
in-the-nation suit by a state against

a range of more effective strategies to
promote economic growth and job
creation.



