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We are at a crisis point. With the confirmation of Brett Kavanaugh a glove seems 
to have been thrown down. We now have Democrats being called a “mob” and 
the harassment accusations being called a “hoax.” These are serious 
provocations to discord in our country. And opinion columnists of all stripes are 
analyzing what seems like a threat to basic democratic institutions.  

We know that you are inundated with opinions on the confirmation hearings and 
on the accusations themselves. In lieu of covering these in a Friday Must-Reads, 
we thought of offer a curated summary of what commentators are saying in the 
press. As always, no summary from us can do justice to the range of news and 
opinion from reliable sources, and we urge you to keep up your reading of the 
mainstream news sources in these polarizing and frightening times. 

This will supplement our Friday report, and we will not be discussing the 
Kavanaugh matter there. 

1. First: Susan Collins: Her Reasoning 
A. “After Sen. Susan Collins announced on the Senate floor Friday that she 
would cast her deciding vote to confirm Brett M. Kavanaugh, Senate 
Majority Leader Mitch McConnell (Ky.) rose to liken her to another 
Republican from Maine, Margaret Chase Smith, “the first member of the 
United States Senate to take on Joseph McCarthy . . . this demagogue and the 
tactics that he employed.” So writes The Washington Post columnist Dana 
Milbank on Oct. 6. [emphasis added]  

“It was an insult to the memory of Margaret Chase Smith, whose heroic and 
patriotic 1950 speech, a 'Declaration of Conscience,' was a lonely 
denunciation of the demagogue who dominated her Republican Party. 
[emphasis added] Collins’s speech, ignoring the new demagoguery that has 
overtaken her party while criticizing the other side, was the very opposite. Hers 
was a Declaration of Convenience, a Declaration of Capitulation. 

“’We are Republicans. But we are Americans first,’ Smith said 68 years ago. ‘I 
don’t want to see the Republican Party ride to political victory on the Four 
Horsemen of Calumny — Fear, Ignorance, Bigotry and Smear.’ 

https://www.washingtonpost.com/powerpost/in-fierce-speech-for-kavanaugh-collins-sheds-her-swing-vote-image/2018/10/05/3ab05984-c8de-11e8-9b1c-a90f1daae309_story.html?utm_term=.07d2baa605dd
https://www.washingtonexaminer.com/news/republicans-cheer-collins-compare-kavanaugh-allegations-to-mccarthyism
https://www.senate.gov/artandhistory/history/common/generic/Featured_Bio_SmithMargaret.htm
https://www.senate.gov/artandhistory/history/minute/A_Declaration_of_Conscience.htm
http://college.cengage.com/history/ayers_primary_sources/senatormargaret_smith1950.htm


“Collins offered a nuanced defense of Kavanaugh on the sexual assault 
allegations: She could not conclude that Christine Blasey Ford’s allegations were 
false, but she didn’t see enough evidence to block Kavanaugh. Fine. Reasonable 
people can disagree. But she entirely blamed Democrats and liberal interest 
groups, offering not a peep about the vile disparagement of accusers offered by 
President Trump (which Collins previously criticized) and her Republican 
colleagues who are now horsemen of calumny.” Milbank’s title: “Susan Collins’s 
Declaration of Cowardice.” https://www.washingtonpost.com/opinions/susan-
collinss-declaration-of-cowardice/2018/10/06/ee262620-c991-11e8-
b1ed-1d2d65b86d0c_story.html 

B. Collins’s attempts to justify her vote have come in for much criticism, and both 
the defense and the criticism are illuminating. Here is the summary in Sunday’s 
Guardian: “A day after Justice Kavanaugh, as he is now titled, was granted the 
ninth seat on the nation’s highest court, in the face of fierce protests, Collins was 
asked by Dana Bash on CNN’s State of the Union whether she had betrayed 
women. The Republican senator replied: ‘This is a case where there was an 
incident that happened allegedly 36 years ago where there is no 
corroborating evidence.’ [emphasis added]  

“She went on: ‘It is not fair to Brett Kavanaugh for this to be disqualifying in the 
absence of evidence, but that does not mean that I don’t believe Christine Ford 
was a victim of sexual assault.’ 

“Collins then put further space between herself and Ford, the California-based 
professor who accused Kavanaugh of attempting to rape her at a teenage 
gathering in Maryland in the early 1980s. She said that she found Ford’s 
testimony before the Senate judiciary committee ‘heartwrenching, painful, 
compelling’ but she went on to say: ‘I believe that she believes what she testified 
to.’” 

If Collins did believe Ford was assaulted, was she saying that someone else 
must have done so? This has come to be called the “mistaken-identity theory” of 
Ford’s memories. But as The Guardian reported, “the Democratic Hawaii senator 
Mazie Hirono shot back at Collins’s phrase, asking: ’What is that?’ on CNN, and 
calling it insulting to Ford.” 

C. Collins doubled down on this argument on CNN Sunday: “Collins told [CNN’s] 
Bash earlier Sunday morning, ‘I do not believe that Brett Kavanaugh was [Ford's] 
assailant. I do believe she was assaulted.’ 
"’Is it more likely than not that Brett Kavanaugh assaulted Christine Ford?,’ 
Collins later added. ‘There was no corroborating evidence he did so.’ 
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https://www.theguardian.com/law/2018/sep/27/christine-blasey-ford-testimony-brett-kavanaugh-metoo


[emphasis added]  

“[Sen. Mazie] Hirono pushed back on Collins' stance, arguing that there was 
corroboration on Ford's side but no corroboration of Kavanaugh's innocence. 
‘There was no corroboration on Brett Kavanaugh's bold assertion that he didn't 
do it,’ Hirono said. ‘On [Ford's] side, there was corroboration. She talked 
about this assault to her husband, to others, before Brett Kavanaugh was ever 
nominated to the Supreme Court. She took a lie detector test and corroboration 
was there.’" [emphasis added]  

D. Was there at least some corroboration? Well, there were letters and 
testimony from three of Ford’s friends supporting her account. One of them 
was from Keith Koegler, and The Huffington Post reported on this story on 
Saturday. “Christine Blasey Ford’s legal team has released a statement from her 
friend Keith Koegler, who provided an account that appears to corroborate 
Ford’s testimony accusing Supreme Court nominee Brett Kavanaugh of 
sexual assault, but the FBI did not interview him. [emphasis added]  

“In a letter to the Senate, Koegler expressed concern over its decision to rush 
Kavanaugh’s confirmation process without hearing from Ford’s corroborating 
witnesses, including himself. The letter was obtained by Fox News 
anchor Shannon Bream and MSNBC’s Kyle Griffin. 

“’There are a minimum of 7 additional people, known to the White House, 
the Senate Judiciary Committee and the FBI who knew about the assault 
prior to the nomination who were not interviewed,’ Koegler wrote. ‘I am one 
of them.’” [emphasis added] https://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/christine-
blasey-ford-attorneys-keith-koegler_us_5bb82805e4b0876eda9e3d85 

According to a story from Huff Post on the Thursday before the vote, “The day 
before Christine Blasey Ford testified to the Senate Judiciary Committee that 
Supreme Court nominee Brett Kavanaugh tried to rape her in high school, three 
friends came forward to swear to senators that she’d told them the story before 
his nomination was announced in July.  

“Their sworn affidavits were significant, since they indicated Ford had not 
made up her accusation just to smear President Donald Trump’s pick for 
the Supreme Court. They were the first people aside from Ford’s husband 
― who also submitted an affidavit ― to say she’d told them about what 
allegedly happened.  

“But the declarations got relatively little attention, as they were almost 
immediately overshadowed by another allegation from a woman who said 
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she’d seen Kavanaugh at parties where rapes had occurred.” [emphasis 
added]   

Ford told the friends she had been assaulted some years before her testimony. 
Huff Post reprints some details: “Ford told [Koegler] her story during a 
conversation about an infamous sexual assault case at Stanford University. She 
told him ‘she was particularly bothered by it because she was assaulted in high 
school by a man who was now a federal judge in Washington, D.C.,’ Koegler 
said. 

“Rebecca White, one of Ford’s neighbors, said that one day in 2017, Ford 
struck up a conversation about a social media post White had written about 
sexual assault. ‘She then told me that when she was a young teen, she had 
been sexually assaulted by an older teen,’ White said. ‘I remember her 
saying that her assailant was now a federal judge.’” [emphasis added]  

“And Adela Gildo-Mazzon said she still has the receipt from the day in 2013 
when she met Ford for lunch at an Italian restaurant in Mountain View, 
California. ‘Christine told me she had been having a hard day because she 
was thinking about an assault she experienced when she was much 
younger,’ Gildo-Mazzon said. [emphasis added] ‘She said that she had been 
almost raped by someone who was now a federal judge. She told me she had 
been trapped in a room with two drunken guys, and that she then escaped, ran 
away, and hid.’” https://www.huffingtonpost.com/entry/christine-blasey-ford-
affidavits_us_5bb660bbe4b01470d04fcc5d 

Again, none of this was investigated by the FBI, and most Senators never saw 
these letters. 

E. How probative would such sworn testimony have been? “’They are what we 
would call ”prior consistent statements” ― in other words, [Ford] was 
telling people about this before she had the alleged motive to fabricate,’ 
said Laurie Levenson, a former prosecutor and current criminal law and evidence 
professor at Loyola Law School in Los Angeles. ‘If this were a court of law, this 
would be significant, but it’s all gotten lost in the partisanship.’” So reported Huff 
Post in the article above. 

And Harvard Law professor Jeannie Suk Gersen explained in The New Yorker, 
“Many who believe that [Ford] is telling the truth are still wondering whether 
senators should decide how to vote on Kavanaugh’s Supreme Court nomination 
based on her testimony, in the absence of any ‘corroborating evidence.’ Let’s put 
aside for a moment the possibility that additional evidence could emerge that 
supports or undermines Ford’s testimony. In a court of law, a judge or jury who 
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believes that a witness is telling the truth can convict someone of a crime 
even without corroborating evidence. This happens all the time…. 
[emphasis added]  

“The vast majority of jurisdictions in the country have eliminated the requirement 
of corroboration of an alleged victim’s testimony in sexual-assault cases. As a 
practical matter, it may be more difficult to convince a judge or a jury to 
believe a complaining witness’s testimony without other evidence to back it 
up. Still, evidence is evidence. It may come in the form of testimony by the 
alleged victim, the accused, other witnesses, or physical or documentary 
evidence. The notion that, when a witness has testified credibly, some 
special ‘corroborating evidence’ is still needed in order to make a proper 
decision is simply incorrect. [emphasis added] https://www.newyorker.com/
news/current/does-christine-blasey-fords-testimony-require-corroboration  

F. And what of the “mistaken-identity” theory apparently believed by Collins: 
she was assaulted but misremembers who actually did it? Here is Avi Selk, 
writing in Sunday’s The Washington Post: “The politically convenient, 
scientifically baseless theory that sexual assault so traumatized Christine 
Blasey Ford she mixed up her attacker is now something like common 
wisdom for many Republicans. [emphasis added]  

“President Trump explicitly endorsed the theory Saturday, shortly after Brett M. 
Kavanaugh was narrowly confirmed as a Supreme Court judge, telling reporters 
he was ‘100 percent’ sure Ford accused Kavanaugh in error. In days leading up 
to the confirmation vote, the same notion was implicit in the rationale of every 
senator who attempted to defend Kavanaugh without wholly dismissing Ford’s 
accusations — her vivid testimony that he pinned her to a bed and tried to rape 
her when they were teens in the 1980s…. 

“’The person lying on top of you — who she’d previously met — you’re not going 
to forget that,’ said Richard Huganir, a neuroscientist at Johns Hopkins School of 
Medicine. ’There’s a total consensus in the field of memory ... If anything, fear 
and trauma enhances the encoding of the memory at a molecular level.’ 

“As he and several other researchers told The Washington Post, being attacked 
floods the brain with chemicals, including norepinephrine, which helps people 
remember whatever they are focused on. (Ford, a psychologist herself, even 
mentioned it in her testimony.) 

“It’s essentially the same phenomenon that makes people forever remember 
what they were doing when planes hit the World Trade Center on 9/11, or when 
they learned John F. Kennedy was shot. It’s such a basic tenet of psychology and 
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cognitive science that some researchers watched the mistaken-identity theory 
spread through the Senate this month with a sense of stunned dismay.” Selk’s 
title: “The junk science Republicans used to undermine Ford and help save 
Kavanaugh.” https://www.washingtonpost.com/health/2018/10/07/republicans-
who-believed-ford-doubted-her-memory-relied-junk-science-researchers-say  

2. Well, was there ever a meaningful investigation of Ford’s claims, or 
indeed any other claims? The fury on the left comes in some part from the 
knowledge that a fix was in, that there was never going to be any corroboration 
brought forward. On the eve of the vote, New York Times columnist Michelle 
Goldberg wrote, “The restarted F.B.I. background check that seemed, a week 
ago, like a merciful concession to decency has instead been a cover-up. 
[emphasis added] Agents didn’t even question Blasey or Kavanaugh. It’s not 
clear if they interviewed any of the more than 20 corroborating witnesses named 
by Deborah Ramirez, who claimed a drunken, aggressive Kavanaugh thrust his 
genitals into her face when they were students at Yale. The New Yorker reported 
that witnesses who tried to contact the F.B.I. were ignored; some ended up 
submitting unsolicited statements to the bureau. 

“Ultimately, according to the White House, the F.B.I. interviewed a total of nine 
people in its new review. Based on what they said, Republican leaders have 
declared that Blasey’s story remains uncorroborated. They’ve made plans for a 
procedural vote on Kavanaugh’s confirmation on Friday, and expect a floor vote 
on Saturday…. 

“Conservatives will say that they’re protecting an innocent man unfairly accused, 
not standing up for white male impunity as a principle. They either don’t believe 
Blasey, or they think that, in the absence of further proof, Kavanaugh should be 
given the benefit of the doubt, which in this case means a lifetime appointment to 
the Supreme Court. They think they’re the ones who are being fair and judicious. 
‘One side is standing on evidence’ tweeted Commentary’s Noah Rothman. “The 
other on intuition and sentiment.’ 

“In fact, both sides are standing on intuition — about who is credible, and which 
sorts of stories ring true. Evaluating what Blasey said — and what Ramirez has 
reportedly said, since she wasn’t called to testify — is necessarily subjective. But 
there is clear, substantial evidence that Kavanaugh has not been truthful 
throughout this process. Conservatives, in their anger, won’t reckon honestly with 
this evidence. 

“Instead, they change the subject…. No Democrat or feminist cares that 
Kavanaugh drank a lot in high school; personally, I couldn’t have endured high 
school sober. We care that he described his younger self as a chaste innocent 
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who was, as he said in his Fox News interview, ‘focused on academics and 
athletics, going to church every Sunday at Little Flower, working on my service 
projects, and friendship.’ In fact, by multiple accounts, Kavanaugh was a mean, 
rowdy drunk and a sexist bully. After decades of conservative insistence that Bill 
Clinton’s impeachment was about lying, not fellatio, it’s amazing to see right-
wingers arguing that’s it’s O.K. if Kavanaugh shaded the truth under oath to avoid 
embarrassment.” https://www.nytimes.com/2018/10/04/opinion/kavanaugh-fbi-
supreme-court-republicans.html 

3. Another source of anger, though less conscious for many people, is the fact 
that the Supreme Court, now thoroughly politicized, has seen appointments 
by minority power in Washington. And these appointments, of Gorsuch and 
Kavanaugh, cement a “majority-minority.” As Michael Tomasky explains in a 
much-discussed editorial in Friday’s New York Times, “Donald Trump won just 
under 46 percent of the popular vote and 2.8 million fewer votes than Hillary 
Clinton. And Judge Gorsuch was confirmed by a vote of 54-45. According to 
Kevin McMahon of Trinity College, who wrote all this up this year in his paper 
‘Will the Supreme Court Still “Seldom Stray Very Far”?: Regime Politics in a 
Polarized America,’ the 54 senators who voted to elevate Judge Gorsuch had 
received around 54 million votes, and the 45 senators who opposed him got 
more than 73 million. That’s 58 percent to 42 percent. 

“And if the Senate confirms Brett Kavanaugh soon, the vote is likely to fall along 
similar lines, meaning that we will soon have two Supreme Court justices who 
deserve to be called ‘minority-majority’: justices who are part of a five-vote 
majority on the bench but who were nominated and confirmed by a president and 
a Senate who represent the will of a minority of the American people…. 

“Two more current members of the dominant conservative bloc, while nominated 
by presidents who did win the popular vote, were confirmed by senators who 
collectively won fewer popular votes than the senators who voted against them. 
They are Clarence Thomas, who was confirmed in 1991 by 52 senators who won 
just 48 percent of the popular vote, and Samuel Alito, confirmed in 2006 by 58 
senators who garnered, again, 48 percent of the vote.”  

This leads to a legitimacy crisis, affecting now all branches of our 
government: “And so Republicans are doing to the Supreme Court what 
they have already accomplished in Congress. [emphasis added] There, 
through aggressive gerrymandering, they’ve muscled their way to a majority even 
as their candidates have sometimes received collectively fewer votes than 
Democrats. And now they’re doing it to the court, by breaking the rules (Merrick 
Garland) and advancing nominees who are confirmed by legislators representing 
minority support. 
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“Judge Kavanaugh’s alleged youthful behavior is a scandal, but this legitimacy 
crisis is one too, and with arguably greater consequences.” https://
www.nytimes.com/2018/10/05/opinion/supreme-courts-legitimacy-crisis.html  

4. A. Should we be talking about impeaching Kavanaugh? There is a range of 
opinions out there. We should pay attention to all sides of this issue. On the right, 
here is Andrew McCarthy, writing in The Hill: “Are Democrats serious about this? 
I have my doubts. They have no realistic chance of removing Kavanaugh from 
the bench. Plus, pursuing impeachment would revive questions about Christine 
Blasey Ford, Kavanaugh’s main accuser. Democrats would probably prefer to 
leave those questions unanswered. 

“It is true that many House Democrats are zealots who would like to impeach 
Kavanaugh, and that the party would need only a simple majority in a Democrat-
controlled House to file an article of impeachment or two. Still, the party’s few 
remaining cooler heads understand that impeaching Kavanaugh is a lunatic idea, 
talk of which is already firing up Republicans…. 

“Cowed by the ‘survivors must be believed’ hooey — as if there were a link 
between X chromosomes and truth-telling — Republicans blithely went along, as 
if this preposterous mistaken-identity scenario were incontestable. Loud, 
aggressive hard-left activists had them afraid to confront Ford’s story … so they 
didn’t — and now they wonder why the media and Kavanaugh’s other critics 
keep pronouncing that the unconvincing, uncorroborated allegations against him 
are ‘credible.’ 

“On the other hand, Kavanaugh is very persuasive in his indignant denials, and 
there is — if we may again mention this inconvenient fact — no support for Ford’s 
account, just her say-so.” McCarthy points to some inconsistencies in Ford’s 
testimony, such as her waffling about her fear of flying. Do Democrats really want 
this to be interrogated? This will be an angle pursued by many on the right. 
https://thehill.com/opinion/judiciary/410345-trying-to-impeach-kavanaugh-will-
only-raise-questions-about-ford 

McCarthy is reacting to statements from NY Congressman Jerrold Nadler, in line 
to chair the House Judiciary Committee should Democrats take the House in 
November. Nadler said the committee would open an investigation into both 
sexual misconduct and perjury by Kavanaugh. “Speaking on the eve of Judge 
Kavanaugh’s confirmation vote this weekend, Mr. Nadler said that there was 
evidence that Senate Republicans and the F.B.I. had overseen a ‘whitewash’ 
investigation of the allegations and that the legitimacy of the Supreme Court was 
at stake. He sidestepped the issue of impeachment. 
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“’It is not something we are eager to do,’ Mr. Nadler said in an interview. ‘But the 
Senate having failed to do its proper constitutionally mandated job of advise and 
consent, we are going to have to do something to provide a check and balance, 
to protect the rule of law and to protect the legitimacy of one of our most 
important institutions.’… 

“He said that if Democrats took power, he would expect the committee to 
immediately subpoena records from the White House and the F.B.I., which 
conducted an abbreviated supplemental background investigation into two 
of the misconduct claims. [emphasis added] That document request would 
include communications between officials at both entities. The committee would 
also seek to interview Judge Kavanaugh’s accusers and the dozens of potential 
witnesses they identified in recent days, most of whom were not contacted by the 
F.B.I. He said he would also call the F.B.I. director, Christopher A. Wray, to 
testify.” https://www.nytimes.com/2018/10/05/us/politics/kavanaugh-house-
investigation.html  

B. Writing in Politico, University of Delaware law professor John Culhane is 
skeptical of impeachment, but says there may yet be grounds. “Does the Senate 
have an argument to make for impeaching Kavanaugh? Although the term 
‘high crimes and misdemeanors’ is not exactly a model for the kind of 
precise drafting that contemporary law requires, it’s clear enough to 
exclude certain kinds of cases that Kavanaugh’s most vociferous 
opponents might want to make against him. [emphasis added] The raging, 
partisan screed that served as his opening statement last week has many 
questioning his judicial temperament, but that’s a problem to consider before 
giving him a lifetime appointment—not grounds for removal, even if he dials the 
anger up to 11 once he’s on the bench. Similarly, even if he immediately 
becomes the fifth vote to overrule Roe v. Wade, well, that’s too bad for those 
hoping to oust him—even if he dissembled about how he might rule on abortion 
during the confirmation process. Justices are free to rule as they wish, no matter 
what they might have indicated (or, increasingly, refused to indicate) during 
questioning…. 

On the other hand, says Culhane, “the cases involving trial and appellate federal 
judges point in a direction that would be worrying for Kavanaugh if he’s installed 
as a justice—and if wrongful conduct is then found. Significantly, three of the four 
most recent impeachments— all of which led to convictions—were for perjury…. 
So hearings seem inevitable, but whether the committee would actually take the 
extraordinary step of beginning impeachment proceedings will likely depend on a 
few factors yet to come into focus. The real or perceived lack of thoroughness 
of the FBI investigation would be the most obvious trigger. If the FBI failed 
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to interview the witnesses suggested by yet another alleged assault victim, 
Deborah Ramirez, for instance, hearings will likely follow—and then, 
possibly, impeachment, depending on what’s turned up. And, as Nadler 
suggested, the committee could also look into whether Kavanaugh committed 
perjury during the hearings.” [emphasis added] https://www.politico.com/
magazine/story/2018/10/03/democratic-house-impeach-kavanaugh-220921 

C. Again, writing from the right, we have Richard Lowry in Politico saying, “No, 
Kavanaugh Didn’t Lie.” 

 “The media is now engaged in a full-court press to establish that Kavanaugh 
drank to excess — when he admitted in his testimony that he drank to excess. 
After every new story hits, Kavanaugh’s opponents say it’s more proof that he 
lied, but piling up detailed accounts of excessive drinking doesn’t achieve 
anything if he was truthful about excessive drinking. 

“The focus on Kavanaugh’s supposed lies comes as the rest of the case against 
him is falling apart or is at a standstill. The Julie Swetnick gang-rape accusations 
are in a state of collapse, not that they were sturdy to begin with. The Deborah 
Ramirez exposing-himself-at-Yale allegation isn’t very reliable, given the 
admittedly foggy state of her own memory. And no corroborating evidence has 
emerged for Christine Blasey Ford’s charge. 

“This has forced Kavanaugh’s opponents to resort to his testimony itself as the 
reason he should be disqualified, although they gloss over the most important 
part if they want to hang him on adolescent drinking. In his opening statement in 
the Senate hearing, Kavanaugh said, ’Sometimes, I had too many beers.’… The 
other allegations of Kavanaugh lies are picayune.” https://www.politico.com/
magazine/story/2018/10/03/no-kavanaugh-didnt-lie-220903 So we can assume 
these issues will continue to be fought over, particularly if Democrats take the 
House in November.  

5. A. Also in Politico, conservative columnist Tiana Lowe suggests that there are 
real dangers for #MeToo if the movement is perceived as unfair or exclusively 
partisan. “We talk about two sides in the debate over the sexual allegations 
against Kavanaugh, but really there are four: those who believe the 
evidence proves Kavanaugh is likely guilty, those who believe the evidence 
doesn’t prove Kavanaugh is likely guilty, and two factions on both sides 
that don’t care about the evidence at all. It’s these two factions, keen on 
engaging in scorched-earth political bloodsport, that threaten to derail the 
groundbreaking potential of the #MeToo movement…. [emphasis added]  
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“The left pushes the mantra, ‘Believe Women,’ while simultaneously suggesting 
that even if Kavanaugh is innocent, his rage over being accused of a crime as 
heinous as attempted rape is disqualifying. On the right, a small but disturbing 
chorus has continued to argue that even if Kavanaugh attempted to rape a 
woman, so what! It was 36 years ago, and boys will be boys. But if the #MeToo 
movement is going to make lasting change, it’s going to need to cross party lines 
— and the partisan fight over the Supreme Court threatens to make that even 
more difficult for conservatives like me. 

“As women bravely come forward with their own stories of sexual assault in the 
wake of the Kavanaugh hearing, #MeToo stands on the precipice of a dangerous 
transition from individual and evidence-backed justice to politically charged 
revenge…. Assuming your opponent is debating in good faith, there’s really only 
one question that matters when evaluating whether or not senators should vote 
to confirm Brett Kavanaugh. That is, what standard of evidence should we 
use when evaluating claims of sexual misconduct outside of a court of law, 
and does the evidence we have meet that standard? [emphasis added] But 
few operate in good faith when the stakes are this high.” https://
www.politico.com/magazine/story/2018/10/02/kavanaugh-hearings-me-
too-220840 *Highly recommended reading 

B. But for a fuller explanation of where #Me-Too is today, read the historical 
context essay by Anna North in Vox on Tuesday. She explains that the movement 
goes beyond leftist identity politics, and should even include male victims. A 
conservative Republican is quoted saying, “’I think #MeToo is both a symptom 
and a cause of a lot of the awful coming out of the GOP right now,’ Meghan 
Milloy, [a] co-founder of Republican Women for Progress, told Vox. ‘It’s a 
symptom coming from decades of a country empowering old white dudes where 
the women finally hit their breaking point. And it’s a cause because it’s gotten so 
many of our elected old white dudes to become incredibly defensive of their kind 
and do things like pushing through a Supreme Court nominee who was credibly 
accused of sexual assault’.” North also gives a good overview of the backlash 
against #MeToo, and attempts to make its message, and even its charges, more 
nuanced. No one in that movement seriously wishes to equate bad attitudes or 
comments with rape. But the need to take women’s complaints seriously, 
especially about powerful men, is the core of #MeToo as a social justice 
movement.  https://www.vox.com/identities/2018/10/9/17933746/me-too-
movement-metoo-brett-kavanaugh-weinstein *Highly recommended reading 

6. And yet, bad faith continues to intensify, this time from Trump. We conclude 
with his statements that go beyond his initial attacks on Ford’s veracity. Now we 
have the atmosphere poisoned further with the idea that the whole story was a 
hoax all along, orchestrated by a mob mentality. Even a conservative like 
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Lowe does not want this to happen. But news sources are saying that this is a 
winning strategy for the midterm elections, giving the Republican base a needed 
boost. Democrats are now being labeled, in local races all over the country, as an 
out-of-control mob, perhaps financed by the evil George Soros.  

Here is a good summary by The Washington Post’s Paul Waldman: 
“[Republicans] are engaged in a concerted, organized effort to write a very 
particular history of that controversy, one that not only renders them blameless 
and casts Democrats as monstrous, but also will — I promise you — be used in 
the future to justify almost any abhorrent behavior Republicans may decide to 
engage in. 

“Just today, President Trump called the sexual assault allegations against 
Kavanaugh ’a hoax set up by the Democrats.’ While we’ve gotten used to the 
president both lying and trying at every turn to divide the country, you might have 
expected the GOP to celebrate its victory and say that after a bitter conflict it’s 
now time for reflection and healing. Instead, they have turned to an instant 
rewriting of history. 

“In their telling, we have just witnessed one the most appalling crimes of the 
century. Kavanaugh is a saint and a martyr, their own actions were above 
reproach, and Democrats were so abominable, so horrifying, so pure in their hate 
and immorality that the misbehavior of the opposition must be everyone’s 
relentless focus for the foreseeable future, perhaps until we can assemble some 
kind of confirmation crimes tribunal to mete out appropriate punishment to the 
party that engaged in so much unspeakable wrongdoing.” 

Moreover, around the country this is playing out as an electoral strategy: “These 
words come up again and again. ‘The left’s angry mob may have lost its latest 
smear campaign, but we need to make sure they lose at the ballot box, too,’ said 
the chairman of the Republican Party, Ronna McDaniel. Democrats, said Sen. 
Mitch McConnell (R-Ky.), tried ‘to lower the standard and say that the 
presumption of innocence no longer applies in the United States of America and 
then the mob descended on Capitol Hill and tried to intimidate our members into 
opposing this good man’s nomination.’ Jay Cost of the National Review wrote, ‘a 
mob was what we saw in Congress over the last ten days. Demonstrators were 
rude, crude, and abusive.’ A former Trump White House aide spoke on NPR 
about the troubling spectacle of ‘shrieking” protesters.’” 

As Waldman points out, Kavanaugh’s rage is seen as righteous indignation; 
women’s anger is dangerous and feral. And as for money, the right spent twice as 
much as the left on its pro-Kavanaugh campaigns. And finally, “The outcome of 
Kavanaugh’s nomination may have been assured from the beginning, but when 
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he delivered his unhinged rant to the Judiciary Committee — shouting down 
senators, spinning out partisan conspiracy theories, and generally acting like 
exactly the kind of petulant, entitled teenager you could easily imagine pinning a 
girl down and putting his hand over her mouth to stifle her screams — the GOP 
seemed to wake up as one, casting off the propriety and respectfulness it had 
carried so uncomfortably and letting loose its own anger.”  

Bear in mind the disingenuousness of the “no due process claim” as well, says 
Waldman, since “all along, Democrats kept demanding more due process and 
Republicans kept refusing.” https://www.washingtonpost.com/blogs/plum-line/wp/
2018/10/08/republicans-are-already-spinning-their-own-myth-about-the-
kavanaugh-controversy/ 

☞Cynics have come to believe a startling fact, that Trump uses racism and 
misogyny to gain political advantage; and his election and support may largely 
come from those who support him not despite but because of his bigotry. This is 
surely not true of all his supporters. But it would explain the use of the 
Kavanaugh nomination for political advantage. So we report here on a sorry state 
of affairs.  

As for Ford, The Guardian reported on Wednesday that “On Tuesday, 
Kavanaugh quietly took his seat on the bench. Ford has remained out of the 
public eye since her Senate testimony, and her attorneys declined to comment 
on Ford’s safety, security or future. 

“’I’d say that Dr. Ford has got to prepare herself for two things,’ said Randall T. 
Coyne, a retired University of Oklahoma Law School professor who knew and 
worked with Anita Hill when she accused supreme court nominee Clarence 
Thomas of sexual harassment almost 30 years ago. ’One is vile hatred and the 
other, frankly, is hero worship. Both of those can be quite unsettling.’” The 
Guardian reports that Palo Alto police continue to monitor her home and 
workplace, aware of threats but investigating no active ones. https://
www.theguardian.com/us-news/2018/oct/10/christine-blasey-ford-faces-
unsettling-future  

Also on Wednesday, the #MeToo website published an open letter of praise and 
thanks to Dr. Blasey Ford. They invite supporters to sign: https://metoomvmt.org/.  

Best wishes, and Peace, 
Mark 
The Indivisible DuPage Research Team 
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“Rise like lions after slumber  
In unvanquishable number— 
Shake your chains to earth like dew 
Which in sleep had fallen on you—  
Ye are many—they are few” 

—From "The Mask of Anarchy. Written on the Occasion of the [army] Massacre 
at Manchester [1819]", By British Romantic Poet Percy Shelley 
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