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November 18, 2010

The Honorable Patrick J. Leahy, Chairman
The Honorable Jeff B. Sessions III, Ranking Member
Committee on the Judiciary

224 Dirksen Senate Office Building

Washington, DC 20510

Dear Chairman Leahy and Ranking Member Sessions:


We write, with urgency, in opposition to the nomination of Judge Chatigny for the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit. His record speaks for itself, and so we must speak for the victims. Our strong opposition comes from three important factors. First, Judge Chatigny has been consistently and egregiously lenient on sex offenders. Second, he struck down Connecticut’s sex offender registry without legitimate cause. Third, he has gone far out of his way, and outside the realm of appropriate behavior to try to prevent a violent rapist and murderer from being executed.


  Judge Chatigny’s record of leniency in child pornography cases illustrates a lack of understanding of the truly horrific nature of this crime. His rulings are characterized by sympathy to the perpetrator, and making ridiculous excuses to give only minimum sentences. In 2001 he insisted that a 15 year music teacher’s contributions to his students, in the way of “cultivating an interest in music,” excused his behavior. Judge Chatigny gave this man the federal minimum sentence, 15 months in prison.  
 In as many as 12 other cases, Judge Chatigny disregarded federal minimums and issued sentences that were more lenient that what was required, with absurd excuses for the defendants. In other cases he decided that being an “otherwise law-abiding citizen” made the offense less severe. He consistently has disregarded the horrific nature of the crime of child pornography, and shown that he has no empathy for the victims of such crimes, who are abused again and again each time a compromising image of them is viewed.  


In Connecticut, many applauded the introduction of Meghan’s law, which requires sexual offenders to register, regardless of the violent nature of their crimes, or the threat of re-victimization. Judge Chatigny was not among them. He struck down the registry in May of 2001, demanding that law enforcement disable it permanently, because it encroached on the privacy rights of sex offenders. The District Attorney Connecticut said that this was “dead wrong and dangerous” and promised to appeal it tenaciously to see it reinstated.
 Thankfully, when this appeal finally reached the U.S. Supreme Court it was unanimously overturned. Meghan’s law is not a partisan issue, and has never been. It is a question of safety, of the likelihood of a sex offender to repeat the offense, and the critical need for families and law enforcement to know where such a person could be lurking.


Our final, and perhaps most important point of contention is Judge Chatigny’s involvement in the Doe v. Ross case of 2005. As so many have said before, his involvement was not just an abuse of judicial power but a strong conflict of interest. Judge Chatigny fought hard to prevent a convicted rapist and murderer from being executed. He threatened the prosecutor in this case, Mr. O’Hara, with dire consequences if he would not pursue yet another appeal, although the defendant, Mr. Ross, had no interest in such an appeal, and said that he was ready to die for the sake of the victims’ families. Judge Chatigny would not hear of it, and continued to fight to prevent this violent criminal from being executed. He claimed that “sexual sadism” was a mitigating factor, and should have been considered – that the death penalty should have been taken off the table. Sexual sadism seems to be a foundational motivation, in this particular case, for the rape and murder of eight women, and so should never mitigate a sentence; rather it should be a factor in increasing severity.


Because of his leniency on child pornography cases, his disregard for the importance of a sex offender registry, and his tireless fight for the protection of a murderer and a rapist, we ask you to oppose the nomination of Judge Chatigny. For the sake the victims who cannot speak, for the children who he refused to protect, and for the honor and reputation of a court that would be sullied by his presence there, we call on you to act and oppose the nomination of Judge Robert Chatigny to the U.S. Second Court of Appeals. Please stop this hemorrhage of justice from continuing.

Thank you for your consideration of our request.
Laurie Myers

President
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Stacie Rumenap

President
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�	http://www.rightsidenews.com/201004299801/us/politics-and-economics/who-is-robert-chatigny.html


�	http://www.ct.gov/ag/cwp/view.asp?a=1776&q=283420


�	http://www.ctlawtribune.com/getarticle.aspx?ID=36525
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