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Mark Levin throws the book at our own judicial system--in particular, American judges who ignore

the Constitution and dismantle the rights of American citizens in everyday court proceedings. He

shares jaw-dropping examples of judicial power grabs and liberal power plays by judges. --This text

refers to an out of print or unavailable edition of this title.
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This book is for those who actually want to understand the Constitution and the power grab by the

very institution with the responsibility for interpreting it--the Supreme Court.The Court has the power

to declare federal and state laws unconstitutional. That means a committee of nine unelected,

unaccountable (life tenured) LAWYERS have a a veto power over our elected officials. To the extent

that power is abused, the effect is to substitute oligarchy for democracy. Hence the phrase "judicial

tyranny."Until about fifty years ago, the governing principle for interpreting the Constitution was the

understanding of the ratifiers when it was adopted, determined from the language of the document

and the history and circumstances at the time. This "originalist" approach to Constitutional

interpretation generally held sway until the 1960s, when some of the justices started speaking in

terms of the Constitution as a "living" and "evolving" document with "penumbras." In other words,

this committee of nine give themselves the right to "modernize" the Constitution by striking down

laws enacted by elected legislators if they offend their individual sense of the "evolving standards" of

society." They just know better than our elected officials.A good example is the recent decision

striking down all state sodomy laws. The first time the court considered this was in 1987, when a



majority applied a originalist interpretation in concluding that the ratifiers could not have intended to

create a constitutional right to sodomy. That was obvious given that sodomy was universally

outlawed when the Constitution and relevant amendments were ratified and for over 150 years later.

There is arguably no issue of greater importance to the future of the American republic than how the

coming war over nominations to the federal judiciary will turn out. President Bush has upped the

ante considerably and admirably by making clear his intention to appoint to the bench only those

who will take the Constitution seriously and who understand that interpretation is not the same thing

as making public policy. He seeks those who will be guided by the framers' original intentions rather

than the moral mood of the moment.As if to infuriate his critics all the more, the president has

indicated that Justices Clarence Thomas and Antonin Scalia -- originalists, both -- are his kind of

judges. The very thought of more Thomases and Scalias has left the liberal apologists for judicial

activism sputtering with rage and plotting further filibusters in an attempt to undermine the

president's constitutional power of appointment.The stakes could not be higher. Will the federal

courts generally, and the Supreme Court in particular, continue down the path of creating new rights

out of whole cloth without any support in the Constitution itself -- giving the nation such things as the

right to privacy, the right to abortion and the right to homosexual sodomy -- or will it be returned to

the republican fold by carefully-chosen and vigorously-defended nominees who are properly

committed to the idea of judicial restraint? Everyone who cares about this battle for American

constitutionalism would be well advised to turn to Mark R. Levin's new book, "Men in Black: How the

Supreme Court is Destroying America." With a scholar's eye and an advocate's eloquence, Mr.

Levin plunges to the heart of why this is a war that simply must be won.
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