
June  2019 

Dear [Campaign Director], 

Since the confirmation of Brett Kavanaugh to the Supreme Court last year, Republican 
legislatures in states across the country are feeling emboldened to enact some of the most 
restrictive abortion laws we’ve seen in decades. The latest example is in Alabama, which this 
month enacted an outright ban on abortion, even in cases of rape or incest, and threatening 
doctors who perform abortions with up to 99 years in prison. Other states, such as Georgia and 
Ohio, have passed, or are actively considering, similar laws.   

Lawmakers in these states are openly acknowledging their motivation in rushing to enact these 
abortion bans: they hope one of these proposals will serve as the test case that could lead the 
Supreme Court to overturn Roe v. Wade. 

Unfortunately, these anti-choice hardliners are not wrong to suspect the Court may be looking 
to overturn Roe. In Kavanaugh and Neil Gorsuch, Donald Trump successfully installed two new 
justices on the Court who are seen as reliable opponents of abortion rights. Both Kavanaugh 
and Gorsuch voted earlier this year to allow an awful, anti-abortion law in Louisiana to take 
effect.  

In another case decided just this month, all five Republican-appointed justices on the Supreme 
Court voted to overturn a 40-year-old precedent. Such a casual trampling of longstanding 
precedent shocked many Court watchers. Justice Stephen Breyer, a Clinton appointee, said he 
worried which precedent the conservatives on the Court would seek to overrule next. The 
subtext of Breyer’s comments seemed to be that the country has reason to fear for the future 
of Roe. 

This has been the decades-long ambition of many Republicans: to hijack the courts in order to 
clear a path for states to be able to outlaw abortion. This explains Mitch McConnell’s 
ruthlessness in blocking any consideration of Merrick Garland’s nomination to the Court in 
2016. It explains why Trump pledged to impose a litmus test on his Supreme Court nominees, 
ensuring they would be reliable opponents of Roe. It explains why Senate Republicans have 
totally abused the confirmation process, invoking the so-called “nuclear option” twice in two 
years, in order to expedite the approval of Trump’s anti-Roe nominees. 

As a result, even if a Democrat wins the White House in 2020, we worry that Donald Trump has 
so packed the courts with anti-abortion judges that the Roe decision will be in permanent 
danger.  

A conversation about Court reform was already underway before Georgia and Alabama passed 
their abortion laws. But the clear threat to Roe lends pressing urgency to this discussion. 



There are various ideas circulating for what could possibly be done to depoliticize the Court and 
bring back fairness and independence. Some candidates have proposed expanding the size of 
the Court or imposing term limits on future nominees to the Court. Whatever the solution, it is 
clear we cannot just accept the Court’s current partisan makeup and clear disregard for 
precedent. We need a plan to ensure our courts respect the decades-old precedent of Roe and 
will not undermine women’s constitutional rights.  

We simply cannot accept a status quo that so threatens women’s reproductive freedoms. 
Therefore, we are writing to urge you, in your upcoming visits to New Hampshire, to not only 
express your opposition to these state abortion bans, but to outline plans for how you would 
reform our Supreme Court to restore its ideological balance and legitimacy, or otherwise 
protect a women’s right to an abortion. 

Thank you for the attention you have already given this issue, and we look forward to 
continuing this discussion during upcoming visits to New Hampshire. 

Sincerely yours, 

Jon Bresler 
Debby Butler 
Monica Ciolfi 
Alice Chamberlin 
Jennifer Alford-Teaster 
Sylvia Larsen 
Michael Lewis 
Jackie Weatherspoon 
Bette Lasky 
Zandra Rice-Hawkins 


