
The following commentary in ital-
ics had originally published in the

October 1999 issue of the Forum.
The piece may be found via this link:
http://www.sgim.org/File%20Library
/SGIM/Resource%20Library/Forum/
1999/forum9910.pdf

SGIM Joins Court Effort
Supporting Access to
Methadone Treatment
SGIM has signed on to a friend-of-
the-court (amicus curiae) brief,
filed in an important federal case.
The court case, Bay Area Addic-
tion Research Treatment, Inc.
(BAART) vs. the City of Antioch,
concerns Antioch’s attempts to
keep BAART from opening a
methadone clinic in its community.
The purpose of the amicus brief,
co-signed by SGIM and several
other medical organizations, is to
ensure that methadone treatment
is recognized as an integral part of
medical care and remains accessi-
ble to patients who need it.

As the brief states, “SGIM is
deeply concerned about policies
and practices that effectively limit
access to quality substance abuse
treatment due to an erroneous
belief that such services are dif-
ferent from or not part of essen-
tial medical care.” Additional
co-signers’ amici curiae state-
ments offer institutional exper-
tise, experience, and research
findings intended to educate the
court about how methadone
works and about the efficacy and
benefits of methadone treatment
for opiate dependent persons and
their families.

It is hoped that this brief will

tion.3 On remand, the District Court
granted the injunction after hearing
testimony from at least five physi-
cians regarding their experience
working in methadone clinics. Based
on the evidence presented, the Dis-
trict Court found that the City ordi-
nance reflected the community’s
“hypothetical or presumed risk” and
that there was no evidence that the
BAART clinic would pose “a signifi-
cant risk to the health or safety of
the community.”3 The District Court
granted the injunction. The Ninth Cir-
cuit’s decision continues to guide
courts’ resolution of ADA issues to
this day, and has been cited in over
one hundred court decisions since
1999.

The amicus curiae (friend-of-the-
court) brief was signed by SGIM
and several other medical organiza-
tions. Because of the age of the
record, we could not locate a digital
copy of the brief. However, based
on review of the Civil Docket for
the case, it appears that the Califor-
nia Medical Association was the
lead on the brief.4

This was not the only amicus cu-
riae brief to which SGIM would con-
tribute. In February 2000, SGIM
joined nearly two dozen organiza-
tions on a brief in Ferguson v City of
Charleston.5 The case challenged a
Medical University of South Carolina
and Charleston, SC, police depart-
ment policy imposing pregnant
woman with drug testing without a
search warrant or consent. The
United States Supreme Court ulti-
mately decided in favor of the de-
fendants. This amicus participation
was highlighted in other SGIM
Forum articles, including one by

support BAART’s case by correct-
ing misunderstandings and mis-
perceptions about methadone
treatment and by allaying commu-
nities’ fears about having clinics in
their neighborhoods.

SGIM, and by extension JGIM
and SGIM Forum, has confronted
over the years opioid-abuse and sub-
stance-abuse related issues head-on.
A quick search of the JGIM archives
revealed multiple articles pertaining
to such, including a special issue
dedicated to substance abuse and
primary care in May 2002.

In searching for this month’s
#FBF article, our attention was
caught by an SGIM Forum an-
nouncement related to the legal as-
pect of substance abuse. “SGIM
Joins Court Effort Supporting Access
to Methadone Treatment”1 appeared
as a small text box, without a listed
author, in the October 1999 issue.

The case, Bay Area Addiction Re-
search Treatment, Inc. (BAART) v the
City of Antioch, xwas filed in July
1998 when the City of Antioch
changed its zoning laws in an ag-
gressive attempt to prevent a new
methadone clinic from opening by
banning methadone clinics from op-
erating within 500 feet of any resi-
dential area.2 The case initially was
heard before the United States Dis-
trict Court for the California Northern
District, which denied BAART’s mo-
tion for a preliminary injunction. On
appeal, the Ninth Circuit Court of Ap-
peals found that a zoning ordinance
can violate the Americans with Dis-
abilities and Rehabilitation Acts and
ordered the District Court to recon-
sider BAART’s request for an injunc-
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Daniel Abrahamson, the attorney
who filed the brief in BAART v City
of Antioch and Ferguson.6

Finally, you may in interested to
know that BAART, Inc., still oper-
ates a clinic in Antioch, CA, provid-
ing medication-assisted treatment
for addiction.
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