NCIL

667

National Council on 1ndependent leng

1%16 Wllsan Blvd., Suv
Aflington, V/
{703) 525 3405

Voica

Ty

FAX 03, 525—3409
ncif@ncil.org

E-Mait

Officers
President
Paul W, Spoon
Framingham, Mamchusens

Topeka, Kansas

Sacretary

Jan DEA,

Loulsvile; Kanliscky
Treasurar

Lea Schulz .
Mitwaukas, Wisconsin
nglnnal Aepresantatives

S oo
lesto, Camm-ma

Members At-Large
Faderico Abreu
Dacatu, Georgia
pa ey

inslituie, West Virginia

Shanpon Jones
Topeka, Karisas

Bryen WacDonald
Qakignd, California
Hnnoluiu, Hawan

Corey Rowl

ol S, wan
Courtiang Townes, i
Boston, Massachusatts
Reglonal Represerntatives
Reglon {

Foblnson .
Coricord, New Harmpstie
Hegloa it
Brad Willams
Albany, New York

ton I

ey
Lirda Anthany
Hanlsbmg Pannsyivania

B e
Bm'mngham A}snama

Reyl

Tm Shsensn N

Meromonle, Wisconsin
aglon VI

P Slinebuck

Hol Springs, Arkansas

Reglon VI

Leu Ann Kbhes

Hays, Kas

Region Vit

Fatics toc

Blilings, Mortana

Reglon X

Dwight Bateman

Mu%ﬂo California

Roh B

Boite, idahs

Exscutlve Director
Anna-Marie Hughay

FACT SHEET ON THE OPPOSITION OF THE DISABILITY
COMMUNITY TO THE NOMINATION OF JEFFREY SUTTON FOR A
FEDERAL JUDGESHIP

Mr. Sutton has made it ¢lear that he is not supportive of the rights granted to
people with disabilities by Congress thxough the passage of the Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA). Despite extensive documentation of state government
discrimination against people with disabilities, Mr. Sutton enthusiastically
supported the position that Congress did not have the authority to create the
important civil rights protections afforded by the ADA_ Mr. Sutton told the
Supreme Court last fall when he argued the Garretf case for Alabama that the
ADA “exaggerated discrimination problems by states.” He toid the court that the
ADA was “not needed” and used similar srguments to weaken civil rights laws in
the Kimel and Sandoval cases. Tlis belief that laws of the various states provides
adequate protections ignores the hundreds of pages of testimony before Congress
that detailed the discrimination faced by people with disabilities across the
country at the hands of state government agencies.

During an interview on National Public Radio, Mr. Suttor, in noting that the
Suprere Court has only required rational basis review for discrimination against
people with disabilities, stated “there are legitimate reasons for treating the
competent differently than the ipcompetent™.

Also during the Garrett hearing, Mr. Sutton stated, "The text of the ADA, to begin
with, makes no mention of any partern of State violations of the equal protection
rights of the disabled. Not one instance of such conduct is identified, whether m
the findings and purpose section of the law or in any other Title of the Act. The
legislative record is no different. Far from reflecting State insensitivity to the
equal-protection rights of their

citizens, the legislative record of the ADA ‘acknowledgfes] that States are willing
and able to respect [the employment and public access) rights' of the disabled.”
(Citing

Florida Prepaid).

Mr. Sutton’s statements clearly indicate that he did not believe that Congress had
the authority to pass the ADA, and his actions further show that he will work to
mldetmme the intent of Congress in protecting the civil rights of all Americans.

We call on the Senate to deny confirmation of Jeffrey Sutton.

NOT JUST RESPONDING TO CHANGE, BUT LEADING IT.
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