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Dear Byron,
Please join me.

Sincerely,
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Justice White
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: The Chief Justice
Justice Brennan
Justice Marshall
Justice Blackmun
Justice Powell

Justice Rehnquist
Justice Stevens
j Justice O’Connor

From: Justice White
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

CHICAGO TEACHERS UNION, LOCAL NO. 1, AFT, o
AFL-CIO, ET AL., PETITIONERS u. S
ANNIE LEE HUDSON ET AL. :

ON PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO THE UNITED
STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SEVENTH CIRCUIT

No. 84-1503. Decided May —, 1985

JUSTICE WHITE, dissenting.
1SSenur

Respondents, nonmembers of petitioner union, are re-
quired to pay union fees under agency shop laws. These fees
are set by petitioner union a€%5 )percent of the amount paid
by union members. Unsatisfied with the way their fees
were set, respondents brought suit under 42 U. S. C. §1983
challenging the procedures for determining and refundlng the
poﬁﬁﬁf&%fcﬁ?ﬁs not germane to the union’s duties
as collective-bafgaining representative.

The District Court held petitioner union’s arbitration and
rebate procedure constitutionally adequate, but the Court of
Appeals reversed. Determining that the u@w@ed
grieyance procedure was infirm, the panel also Went on to
find thnal Awarding an after-the-
fact rebate to those objecting sucessfully was insufficient.
First Amendment freedoms of association, the court held, re-
quired that an objecting nonmember’s entire fee be placed in
an interest-bearing escrow account during the pendency of
any dispute over the proper amount. .

Just last term, in Ellis v. Brotherhood of Railway Clerks,
—U. S. ——[104 S. Ct. 1883] (1984), we held on statutory
grounds that nonmembers of a union were entitled to a re-
fund of the portion of dues applied to certain activities unre-
lated to collective bargaining. In the course of reaching that
result, we remarked that a union may net obtain an involun-

tary loan by demanding -paywment of full dues using the

money for activities outside the statutory authorization, and
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To: The Chief Justice
Justice Brennan
Justice Marshall
Justice Blackmun
Justice Powell
Justice Rehnquist
Justice Stevens
Justice O’Connor

From: Justice White
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2nd DRAFT

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

CHICAGO TEACHERS UNION, LOCAL NO. 1, AFT,
AFL~CIO, ET AL. v. ANNIE LEE HUDSON ET AL.

ON PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO THE UNITED
~ STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SEVENTH CIRCUIT

No. 84-1503. Decided May ——, 1985

JusTICE WHITE, with whom JUSTICE BLACKMUN joins, i

dissenting.

Respondents, nonmembers of petitioner union, are re- .
quired to pay union fees under agency shop laws. These fees
are set by petitioner union at 95 percent of the amount paid
by union members. Unsatisfied with the way their fees
were set, respondents brought suit. under 42 U. S. C. §1983
challenging the procedures for determining and refunding the
portion spent on activities not germane to the union’s duties
as collective-bargaining representative.

The District Court held petitioner union’s arbitration and
rebate procedure constitutionally adequate, but the Court of
Appeals reversed. Determining that the union-controlled
grievance procedure was infirm, the panel also went on to
find the remedy unconstitutional. Awarding an after-the-
fact rebate to those objecting sucessfully was insufficient.
First Amendment freedoms of association, the court held, re-
quired that an objecting nonmember’s entire fee be placed in
an interest-bearing escrow account during the pendency of
any dispute over the proper amount.

Just last term, in Ellis v. Brotherhood of Railway Clerks,
—U. S. ——[104 S. Ct. 1883] (1984), we held on statutory
grounds that nonmembers of a union were entitled to a re-
fund of the portion of dues applied to certain activities unre-
lated to collective bargaining. In the course of reaching that
result, we remarked that a union may not obtain an involun-
tary loan by demanding payment of full dues, using the
money for activities outside the statutory authorization, and
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Bupreme Gourt of the Hnited Stutes
Waslhington, B. §. 20543

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE THURGOOD MARSHALL

May 30, 1985

Re: No. 84-1503-Chicago Teachers v. Hudson

Dear Byron:
Please join me in your dissent.

Sincerely,

Justice White

cc: The Conference




Supreme Qomuet of the Hnited States
Washington, B. . 20543

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE HARRY A. BLACKMUN
May 23, 1985

Re: No. 84-1503, Chicago Teachers Union v. Hudson

Dear Byron:

Please join me in your opinion dissenting from denial of
certiorari in this case.

Sincerely,

e

Cappm————————

Justice White

cc: The Conference
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