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Bill Pryor Has an Extreme Anti-Choice Record

Bill Pryor is a vehement opponent of a woman’s constitutional right to choose. Mr. Pryor goes

beyond mere opposition to abortion; he employs extreme and inflammatory rhetoric to argue

against a woman’s constitutional right to abortion.

As recently as 2002, in response to a survey of state attorneys general by NARAL Pro-
Choice America, Bill Pryor asserted, “Abortion is murder, and Roe v. Wade is an
abominable decision. As Professor Ely stated, ‘Roe is not constitutional law and gives
almost no sense of an obligation to try to be.” I support the right to life of every unborn
child.”

Recounting his reaction to Roe v. Wade in April of 1997, Pryor stated, “I will never forget
Jan. 22, 1973, the day seven members of our highest court ripped the Constitution and
ripped out the life of millions of unborn children.”?

His extreme hostility to a woman’s constitutionally protected right to choose was not
tempered by the Courts” decision in Planned Parenthood v. Casey. He said that “[i]n the
1992 case of Planned Parenthood v. Casey, the court preserved the worst abomination of
constitutional law in our history: Roe v. Wade.”3
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e Pryor stated that he personally agrees with Justice Antonin Scalia’s dissent [in Stenberg v.
Carhart] “that the Constitution says nothing about a right to abortion.”*

Pryor’s anti-choice views fall so far outside the mainstream that he opposes abortion even in
cases of rape or incest, and would only support a narrow exception for instances in which a
woman’s life is endangered.’

Pryor supported an Alabama bill that would have permitted a judge to appoint a lawyer to act
as guardian ad litem for the fetus of any underage woman seeking a judicial bypass in order to
obtain an abortion, unduly burdening a woman's right to choose abortion.

Bill Pryor is an anti-choice activist who goes out of his way to advance the anti-choice cause by
attending rallies, making speeches, and working actively to advance an anti-choice agenda in
the courts.”

Pryor’s persistent anti-choice activism and his consistent support for anti-choice enterprises
raise serious questions about his ability to fairly adjudicate cases involving reproductive
freedom.

Bill Pryor Is an Unabashed Ideologue

Pryor’s right-wing agenda goes far beyond matters of reproductive choice. He is an unabashed
ideologue whose desire to move the law to the right inspired him to become a lawyer.

e “Ibecame a lawyer, because I wanted to fight the ACLU —the Anti-American Civil
Liberties Union.”8

Pryor’s ultra-conservative activism dates back at least to his law school years. Pryor reports
that he chose Tulane University Law School in part because it did not have any “wild-eyed
leftist student organizations.”® When one of his fellow students decided to form a liberal
lawyer’s group Pryor responded by founding a chapter of the Federalist Society.!

His outlook has not changed with time. In a speech to the Christian Coalition three years ago,
he praised what he referred to as the “vision of Pat Robertson,” in establishing the American
Center for Law and Justice (ACLJ), a leading right-wing legal advocacy group. After Pryor
appointed the ACLJ’s Jay Sekulow to be a Deputy Attorney General of Alabama, he described
how they, together, had “charted a course for a victory for student-led prayer.” In fact, Pryor
went so far as to characterize their close collaboration as a “model for public officials to join
forces with champions of religious freedom.”!!
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Bill Pryor’s Views Fall Far Outside the Legal Mainstream

Pryor’s activism, advocacy and collaboration with right-wing interests call into question his
ability to be an impartial jurist. His extremist rhetoric raises serious concerns about his judicial
temperament. His hostility toward constitutional and civil rights is apparent:

e “For more than 30 years, the liberal agenda has been pushed through the courts,
without a vote of either the people or their representatives. The courts have
imposed results on a wide range of issues, including racial quotas, school prayer,
abortion and homosexual rights. Those issues belong in Congress and the state
legislatures.”?

Given Pryor’s cavalier dismissal of thirty years of judicial decisions in the above areas as “the
liberal agenda,” any American who cares about civil and constitutional rights —including
reproductive rights, affirmative action, separation of church and state, or gay and lesbian
rights—should be troubled by his nomination.

Like many of Bush’s other judicial nominees, Pryor couches much of his disdain for the rights of
women and minorities as issues of “states’ rights.” For example, he declared the Supreme
Court’s decision in the “VMI” sex discrimination case, United States v. Virginia, to be
“antidemocratic,” and stated that this case and the Supreme Court’s decision in Romer v. Evans,
a gay rights case, were “insensitive to federalism.”"® Of these two decisions he declared, “[w]e
now have new rules of political correctness for decision-making in the equal protection arena.”*

Pryor holds similar disdain for Section 5 of the Voting Rights Act, referring to it as an "affront to
federalism,” and urging the Congress to repeal or amend it.1°

Pryor even objects to the Supreme Court’s well-established First Amendment jurisprudence.
Discussing his decision to vigorously defend a display of the Ten Commandments in the
Alabama Supreme Court building, Pryor stated that he feels “strongly that the display of the
Ten Commandments....does not violate the First Amendment.”!® In fact, Pryor evidently views
the entire doctrine of separation of church and state as illegitimate. In one article he has written,
he posits the question, “...will the Court continue to modify the errors of case law that created
the so-called wall of separation between church and state?”!”
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