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PER CURIAM.

Theissuein this case iswhether Title I X of the Education Amendments of 1972,
see 20 U.S.C. 88 1681-1688, abrogates the Eleventh Amendment immunity of the

'The Honorable Richard G. Kopf, United States District Judge for the District
of Nebraska, sitting by designation.



defendants. The District Court? held that it does, and the defendants appeal from that
ruling.

Crawford v. Williams, 109 F.3d 1281 (8th Cir. 1997), controls the present case.
In Crawford, the Court decided the same issue we are asked to decidein thiscase. The
Court squarely held that under Seminole Tribe of Floridav. Florida, 116 S. Ct. 1114
(1996), the Eleventh Amendment does not deprive the federal courts of jurisdiction to
hear Title X clams. See Crawford, 109 F.3d at 1282-83. In reaching its decision, the
Court specificaly rgected the contention, which the defendants make in this case, that
Congress enacted Title IX pursuant to the Spending Clause, and therefore that section
5 of the Fourteenth Amendment does not give Congress the ability to abrogate the
states immunity to Title IX claims. 1d. at 1283.

Because we are bound by the holding in Crawford, the decision of the District
Court must be, and is, affirmed.
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