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Reply to: DC Office
January 20, 2010
The Honorable 
United States Senate

Washington, DC 20510


Re: Nomination of Louis B Butler, Jr.

Dear Senator:
The Judiciary Committee has voted to report the nomination of Judge Louis B. Butler, Jr. to the floor, and Liberty Counsel anticipates you will have the opportunity to vote on his nomination very soon. When the opportunity arises, Liberty Counsel asks you to vote “nay” on the nomination of Louis B. Butler, Jr. to the United States District Court for the Western District of Wisconsin.
Liberty Counsel is a non-profit litigation, education and policy organization with offices in Florida, Virginia, Texas and Washington, D.C., and hundreds of affiliate attorneys across the Nation. As an organization that defends the Constitution, Liberty Counsel writes on behalf of Americans concerned about political activism in the judicial branch.
The people of Wisconsin have expressed concern and disapproval of Butler’s activist opinions. Wisconsin voters rejected Butler twice when he ran for a seat on the Wisconsin Supreme Court, most recently in 2008, in part because Butler unethically accepted contributions from attorneys who argued before him, contributions often creating conflicts of interest that Butler failed to report.
The people of America have no interest in having individuals on the federal bench who engage in improprieties and practice judicial activism. Butler, on a number of occasions, refused to follow constitutional court precedent, and instead ruled according to his personal whim, despite the relevant texts of the Constitution of Wisconsin and the Constitution of the United States of America. Butler affronted these constitutions by subverting the legislature and creating new procedures and hurdles for Wisconsin police officers and district attorneys to overcome in the interrogation juveniles
 and in the collection of eye-witness identification evidence.

Additionally, in an unprecedented decision, Butler extended an industry-wide theory of liability to the lead paint industry.
 This, one day after striking down legislation that capped non-economic punitive damages in medical malpractice cases not involving the wrongful death of the patient—constitutional tort reform that would have helped to reduce the cost of medical care in Wisconsin.

 Not only has Butler shown complete disregard for the Constitution, but in contrast to his testimony before the Judiciary Committee on what he intends to do in the future, in the past, Butler also disregarded precedent.
 In fact, just over a year ago, September 25, 2008, at a Young and Powerful for Obama event, Butler stated that, “the background, personal beliefs, and policy decisions of the justices selected will influence how they will vote on the difficult cases before them.”
[image: image1.wmf]Liberty Counsel asks that you vote as the people of Wisconsin voted. It is often said that “the true character of a man is revealed by what he does when no one is watching.” Despite what Butler said in the public hearing of the Judiciary Committee, when Judge Butler thought no one was watching, he unethically accepted campaign contributions from attorneys who practiced before him, he refused to rule according to the Constitution of the United States and the Constitution of Wisconsin, and he refused to follow precedent, instead relying on his background and personal beliefs. To prevent such a judge from ever being confirmed is the very purpose of the “advice and consent” process and the duty of the Senators of this great Nation.
Respectfully,
Mathew D. Staver
MDS/mc
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