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March 12,2006 

JUDICIARY COMMITTEE, AND OTHER INTERESTED INDIVIDUALS 

RE: JUDGE HOWARD SCHEINBLUM AND DISCRIMINATION 

Dear readers; 

I was a visitor (as a member of the public, as is our civic right, and for support for 
an individual with a matter to the court), to the Enfield Superior Court on June 13, 2005, 
where an individual produced a brief per the courts instructions, relating to the Americans 
with Disabilities Act, and court access for individuals with disabilities. There was a 
continuance on that matter to June 27 2005, which I was visitor again. 

Judge Scheinblum began the June 27,2005 session with the reading of some 
rights. Prior to the continued matter I was visiting, a case was called and the proceedings 
were very disturbing, and discriminating. When this case was called, the individual was 
represented by counsel, who addressed the court, 'Your Honor, my client has a hearing 
impairment', prior to the proceeding in this matter. Judge Scheinblum Responded; 'Not in 
my courtroom'. Judge Sceinblumh? Than proceeded to YELL HIS PROCEEDINGS TO 
THIS INDIVIDUAL. I'm sorry but that's discrimination and a violation of the Americans 
with Disabilities Act, and basic human rights. 

28 CFR PART 35 

[Order No. ] 

Nondiscrimination on the Basis of Disability in State and Local Government 
Services 

(35.1 01 Purpose. 

The purpose of this part is to effectuate subtitle A of title II of the Americans with 
Disabilities Act of 1990, which prohibits discrimination on the basis of disability by public 
entities. 

(35.1 50 Existing facilities. PREAMBLE 
The Department wishes to clarify that, consistent with longstanding interpretation of 
section 504, carrying an individual with a disability is considered an ineffective and 
therefore an unacceptable method for achieving program accessibility. Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, Office of Civil Rights, Policy Interpretation No. 4, 43 Fed. 
Reg. 36035 (August 14, 1978).*** Carrying will be permitted only in manifestly exceptional 


