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Quote

"What the justices did would have been unthinkable in prior military
conflicts: Judicial intervention in the decisions of the president and
Congress on how best to wage war. They replaced his wartime judgment
and Congress' support with their own speculation that open trials would
not run intelligence risks."

Add or change this opinion item's references

This item argues against the position Supreme Court was correct in its ruling on the topic
Hamdan v. Rumsfeld.
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