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SUMMARY

The court granted the Palm Beach Soil and Water Conservation District's motion for summary
judgment in an employment discrimination action brought under Title II of the Americans with
Disabilities Act and the Rehabilitation Act. It held that a workers' compensation settlement release
barred the plaintiff's discrimination claims and further concluded that Title II of the ADA does not
provide a cause of action for employment discrimination.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendant moved for summary judgment in an employment-
discrimination action brought under Title II of the Americans with
Disabilities Act and the Rehabilitation Act. The district court granted
the motion.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Summary judgment is proper when there is no genuine issue of
material fact and the moving party is entitled to judgment as a matter
of law. The moving party bears the initial burden; once met, the
nonmoving party must identify specific evidence showing a genuine
issue for trial.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Published federal district court opinion; persuasive authority outside
the Southern District of Florida and not binding on the Eleventh
Circuit.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the workers' compensation settlement release barred Bledsoe's ADA and Rehabilitation Act
claims.

2. Whether Title II of the ADA creates a cause of action for employment discrimination by a public entity.

HOLDINGS

1. The broad release in Bledsoe's workers' compensation settlement contractually released the District from
the discrimination claims asserted in this action.

2. Title II of the ADA does not create a cause of action for employment discrimination.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Whether this Court is "bound" by the judgment of the Eleventh Circuit or merely "persuaded," it will join
Judge Hurley and the Eleventh Circuit in finding that the release terminated plaintiff's right to sue for
discrimination on the basis of handicap.” (1442)

“As a matter of first impression, they do not.” (1444)

“The meaning of Titles I and II of the ADA is plain enough as to the employment issue, and the Justice
Department's regulation, therefore, is overruled.” (1449)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Mark Bledsoe worked for approximately four years as a Resource Technician for the Palm Beach Soil and Water
Conservation District, a position requiring substantial walking, surveying, and manual labor in fields. After
injuring his left knee during field work, he was advised to avoid excessive walking and uneven terrain and
requested an accommodation. The District offered him a Resource Conservationist position, which he rejected,
and terminated him in October 1992. In 1994, he settled his workers' compensation claim and signed a broad
release before filing this disability-discrimination action.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Bledsoe was terminated by the District after sustaining a knee injury and later sued, alleging disability
discrimination and failure to accommodate. The court had previously dismissed Palm Beach County and
considered, but declined to resolve as a matter of law, whether a workers' compensation settlement release barred
the claims. After reconsideration and oral argument, the court held that the release barred the action and
additionally concluded that Title II of the ADA does not create a cause of action for employment discrimination.
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