
 

 

 
 

Chad Readler 
 

President Trump nominated Chad Readler to serve on the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth 
Circuit on June 7, 2018. Readler is anti-choice. 
 

Career 
 

 Bachelor of Arts, University of Michigan, 1994 
 Juris Doctorate, University of Michigan Law School, 1997 
 Clerk, Hon. Alan Norris, U.S. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit, 1997-1998 
 Associate, Jones Day, 1998-2006 
 Partner, Jones Day, 2007-2017 
 Acting Assistant Attorney General, Civil Division, U.S. Department of Justice, 2017 – 

present 
 

Record on Choice-Related Issues 
 
Court Cases 
 

 Readler has vigorously defended the Trump administration’s efforts to stop 
undocumented young women from accessing abortion care.1 The administration 
wrongly claims that these young women have “no constitutional right to abortion,”2 
and even went so far as to consider “reversing” a young woman’s medication 
abortion against her wishes using an untested and unproven method.3 That Readler 
would defend such an egregious policy suggests a strong personal bias against 
abortion and a legal philosophy skewed by that bias. 
 

 Readler is defending rules put forth by the Trump administration to gut the 
Affordable Care Act’s contraceptive-coverage policy, the greatest advancement in 
reproductive healthcare in a generation.4 The rules allow nearly any employer to deny 
their employees coverage of birth control because they object for any reason. 
Readler’s forceful defense of these rules is devastating to the 62 million women who 
are covered by the contraception benefit. 
 

 Readler filed a brief in NIFLA v. Becerra arguing against California’s landmark 
Reproductive FACT Act, which requires licensed clinics that provide pregnancy-related 
services to post a sign that informs their clients that the state provides free or low-
cost reproductive health services, including contraception and abortion. Readler 
argued that part of the law should be struck down because “[l]icensed clinics have a 



 

 

strong interest in refraining from speech that advertises third-party services they 
find morally repugnant” (i.e. contraception and abortion services).5 
 

 Readler has defended the Trump administration’s cruel and inhumane policy of 
separating families who arrive at U.S. borders seeking asylum.6 The ACLU sued in 
February after the administration separated a mother seeking asylum from her 
seven-year-old daughter,7 and Readler immediately defended the policy. 

o After Trump signed a completely inadequate executive order claiming to 
resolve the family separation crisis by jailing entire families indefinitely, 
Readler filed a brief asking the court to modify the decades-old Flores 
agreement which prohibits the government from detaining children in 
immigration jails for more than 20 days.8 Readler asked the court to remove 
that time limit and allow the government to detain children and their families 
for the duration of their legal proceedings.9 

 
 Readler is defending a policy that allows organizations that receive federal money to 

care for undocumented young people to refuse to provide them with reproductive 
healthcare including contraception and abortion.10  
 

 Readler carried out the Trump administration’s latest attack on the Affordable Care 
Act (ACA), filing a brief in a recent Texas case stating that the government will not 
defend the ACA’s constitutionality.11 This move, a bold departure from the 
government’s general responsibility to defend laws enacted by Congress, will gut 
protections for at least 50 million Americans with pre-existing conditions.12 Even GOP 
Sen. Lamar Alexander called the position taken by Readler, “as far-fetched as any I’ve 
ever heard.”13 And while Readler is likely to claim that he was simply representing the 
position of his client, the U.S. government, three other Department of Justice (DOJ) 
attorneys representing the government withdrew from the case rather than advocate 
for such an egregious position, and one of them went so far as to resign from the 
DOJ.14 

o Readler has also defended the administration’s previous efforts to undermine 
the ACA, including defending its decision to terminate cost-sharing reduction 
payments.15   

 
Notable Information 

 
 Readler served in his personal capacity as an attorney for Donald Trump’s 

presidential campaign and defended the campaign against claims of voter 
harassment and intimidation.16 
 

 Readler is active in the conservative, anti-choice Federalist Society.17 
 



 

 

 Readler has donated thousands of dollars to anti-choice politicians including Rob 
Portman, Mitt Romney, and Rudy Giuliani.18 
 

 Readler worked for the Senate campaign of anti-choice Spencer Abraham.19 

 
Record on Other Key Issues 

 
 Readler wrote an op-ed entitled “Make Death Penalty for Youth Available Widely” in 

which he argued that “the execution of those who commit capital offenses at 16 or 17 
does not constitute cruel and unusual punishment” and “should be available in 
nearly all instances in which someone commits a capital offense.”20 He argued that 
this was acceptable because “in today’s progressive society our children are growing 
up faster than at any time before.”21 Lest he attempt to distance himself from the op-
ed in his confirmation hearing, he specifically noted in the article that while he was 
an associate at Jones Day at the time, “the views expressed are his alone.”22 
 

 Readler wrote an article in 1998 arguing that “local governments should be taken out 
of the business” of passing anti-discrimination laws that go further than federal law 
by protecting characteristics not then protected by the federal government (e.g. 
sexual orientation and marital status).23 As evidence, he pointed to the fact that 
many people aren’t aware of local anti-discrimination laws, and thus did not use 
them. Instead of advocating for a system to better educate the public about local laws 
and their options when facing discrimination, he advocated for ending local anti-
discrimination law altogether. He also cited the “harm done to community morale” 
after various cities passed laws protecting against discrimination on the basis of 
sexual orientation and heated debate broke out within the communities – evidently 
reason enough, in Readler’s mind, to leave LGBTQ people without any protections 
against discrimination.  
After arguing throughout the article that anti-discrimination regulation should be left 
to the federal government, Readler made his true philosophy clear: “A final alternative 
that may be preferable to state regulation, and even federal regulation, is leaving 
private companies free to choose their own employment policies… Private employers 
are ‘regulated’ by consumers who can punish them for adopting unpopular 
employment practices by choosing not to be employees or purchase products and 
services.”24 Readler would leave women, people of color, the LGBTQ community, and 
other marginalized people at the mercy of their own employers, counting on big 
business to look out for the interests of their employees. Anyone who has read a 
history book knows that that model only works for the business owner, never for the 
marginalized worker. 
 

 Readler defended President Trump’s discriminatory Muslim ban in the courts.25 
Readler argued that the ban “does not discriminate on the basis of religion,” and 



 

 

suggested that the court should disregard “statements by the President…and 
informal remarks of his aides [that] imply that the entry suspension is intended to 
target Muslims based on their religion.”26 
 

 Readler defended an Ohio law that cut short the state’s early voting program, a move 
that placed a disparate burden on minority voters.27   
 

 Readler filed a brief in support of allowing a Colorado baker to discriminate against 
same-sex couples in Masterpiece Cakeshop v. Colorado Civil Rights Commission.28  
 

 Readler has defended the Trump administration’s egregious and discriminatory ban 
on transgender people serving in the military.29 
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