Califano and Harris cannot justify all unequal treatment and was not in the context of SSI
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Justice Sotomayor dissented, arguing that there was no rational basis for the denial of SSI benefits to residents of Puerto Rico.Conceding that Califano and Harris held that Puerto Rico’s tax status can justify unequal treatment, she maintained that they cannot justify “any and all unequal treatment “and argued that they are each distinguishable: Califano did not consider SSI under the equal protection framework, and Harris considered a block grant program, not a “uniform, federalized, direct-to-individual . . . program like SSI.”Further, Califano and Harris each relied on “the mistaken premise that residents of Puerto Rico do not contribute at all to the Federal Treasury,” whereas the government conceded here that they do. Treating the question as one of first impression, Justice Sotomayor contended that because SSI recipients on the mainland pay no federal income tax, it is irrational to ex- clude residents of Puerto Rico “on the basis that they do not pay enough taxes,” as that fact does not distinguish the two disparately treated classes Finally, she argued the majority’s holding allowed Congress to exclude beneficiaries from the states that contribute less to the federal treasury. 6 4 
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