
 
 

Executive Committee Meeting Agenda 

Wednesday, March 4, 2020 4:00-6:00pm 

Call-In Number 800.920.7487    Passcode 59396188# 
 

I. Call to Order  
 

II. Chair’s Report (John) 

a. Welcome Karen 

b. Open House/Receptions for Karen 
 

III. President’s Report (Karen and Daisy) 

a. Transition Plan 

b. Census Progress 

c. Leading for Impact 

d. Division of Rehabilitation Services Compliance Review (attachment 1) 
 

IV. Program Committee (Doug) 

a. Shelter Lawsuit – City of Chicago (attachment 2) 

b. Candidates Forum 

c. Legislative Advocacy 

d. Update on Colbert/Williams Changes 
 

 

V. Resource Development & Communications Committee (Kristin) 

a. Communications 

 40th Anniversary 

 Gala 

b. 2020 Marca Bristo Lead On! Gala  

c. Major Gifts Campaign 

Legacy Campaign  

d. Brainstorm Session/Discussion: 

How to create a deeper Culture of Philanthropy. 

 What does Culture of Philanthropy mean to you? 

 How have you seen this accomplished in other organizations? 

 How have you seen this on other Boards? 
 

 

VI. Nominating & Board Development Committee (Ben) 

a. Overview of Recruitment Efforts/Goals 
 

VII. Executive Session 

 

VIII. Adjourn  
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Attachment 2 

 

CONFIDENTIAL AND PRIVILEGED:  DO NOT DISTRIBUTE 

 

MEMORANDUM 

 

TO:  Executive Committee 

 

FROM: Ken Walden, Charles Petrof, and Mary Rosenberg 

 

RE: Update on Uber case, City of Chicago case (Affordable Rental Housing Program) 

case, City of Chicago case (Emergency Shelters), CPS case, Deakin case 

 

DATE: February 17, 2020 

 

_____________________________________________________________________________ 

 

Uber – Federal Court 

 

NO UPDATES/CHANGES SINCE BOARD MEETING OF FEBRUARY 5 

On December 9, 2019, the 7th Circuit Court of Appeals heard oral argument on our appeal. We 

appealed the lower court’s decision denying our Motion (request) for Leave (an opportunity) to 

Amend our Complaint to address the judge’s previous ruling that Access Living, as an 

organization, and Rahnee Patrick, as an individual, could not be plaintiffs in the case. 

 

Both sides were given 20 minutes to argue, a substantial amount of time in the 7th Circuit. The 

three judge panel consisted of Judges Rovner, Easterbrook and Scudder. Questioning was sharp 

on both sides, but it is probably dangerous to assume too much about the outcome from the 

questions. We now wait for the panel to issue its written decision. 

 

City of Chicago (Affordable Rental Housing Program) – Federal Court 

 

NO UPDATES/CHANGES SINCE BOARD MEETING OF FEBRUARY 5 

As reported previously, the parties have moved into the discovery phase of litigation, which is 

the sharing of information with each side via formal written requests for information and 

interviews with potential witnesses.  

 

District Court Judge Dow referred the parties to Magistrate Judge Cole for help resolving 

discovery disputes. We have been before Judge Cole a handful of times, but became concerned 

that he was defining the scope of discovery in a manner inconsistent with Judge Dow’s 

directives. Accordingly, we filed with Judge Dow a motion to define the scope of discovery to 

help get everyone on the same page about the scope. The motion will be considered and a 

hearing set after Judge Dow considers the papers filed on this issue.    

   

City of Chicago (Housing Shelters) – Federal Court 

 

We settled our lawsuit alleging plaintiff Laura Martin was denied access to City of Chicago 

homeless shelters because the shelters are inaccessible in violation of Title II of the ADA. The 
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settlement provides monetary damages to Ms. Martin and reserved for later the question of the 

appropriate amount of attorneys’ fees for plaintiff’s lawyers. Since our last report, led by the law 

firm Porter Wright, which has worked on this case pro bono, we have been negotiating the 

amount of attorneys’ fees with the City. If negotiations are not successful, Judge Gettleman will 

award the amount of fees he believes is appropriate. 

 

UPDATE – NEW FILING 

On February 13, because the case on behalf of Ms. Martin settled without an order requiring the 

City to address the accessibility of its shelters, we – along with our partners at Coalition for the 

Homeless and the law firm Porter Wright - filed a new lawsuit in federal court on behalf of a 

new plaintiff, the goal of which is to force the City to make its shelter system accessible. The 

case is captioned Gloria Carter vs. City of Chicago.  

 

Chicago Public Schools – Federal Court 

 

NO UPDATES/CHANGES SINCE BOARD MEETING OF FEBRUARY 5 

We represent a CPS primary school student and her mother in their demand for installation of an 

elevator in the student’s school, which the student needs in order to make the school accessible 

to her.  

 

On December 17, 2019, we completed briefing on our motion for summary judgment. Our 

motion argues that CPS violated the ADA in two separate ways. First, we argue the CPS school 

selection process discriminates against students with disabilities because only half of the schools 

available through that process are physically accessible, giving students with disabilities half the 

choices enjoyed by students without disabilities. Second, we argue CPS should be required to 

accommodate our client’s disability because installing an elevator at one of its schools would not 

fundamentally alter CPS’s activities. In furtherance of this second argument, we stress that for a 

district the size of CPS, the cost of an elevator is dwarfed by its general activities, even in years 

of great financial hardship. 

 

Also on December 17, 2019, CPS completed briefing its own motion for summary judgment. 

The CPS motion argues CPS’s offer to transfer our client to a different school that operates in an 

accessible building is all that is required for compliance with Section 504 or the ADA. CPS 

further argues that transfer to an accessible building has been ruled to be a sufficient remedy 

under the Individuals with Disabilities in Education Act (IDEA).  

 

The Judge in our case will now consider whether the ADA provides different protections than 

the IDEA in situations like ours. A decision is expected this summer.  

 

 

Deakin Case – Federal Court 

 

NO UPDATES/CHANGES SINCE BOARD MEETING OF FEBRUARY 5 

In December, Access Living and the law firm Relman Colfax filed a fair housing complaint on 

behalf of a family that wants to modify an historic home in the historic neighborhood of Old 

Town to make it accessible for their 14-year-old daughter who uses a wheelchair. Namely, the 
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family desires to create an accessible entrance, garage, and small living space in the rear of the 

building, install an elevator from there to upper floors, and make other accessibility 

improvements. Sadly, the family’s effort is opposed by a group of neighbors who comprise the 

Old Town Triangle Association (OTTA), who claim the modifications will compromise the 

historical nature of the neighborhood and home, even though a number of historical preservation 

organizations have approved the family’s plans for the home. The complaint alleges the OTTA’s 

actions violate the Fair Housing Act, including the provision that prohibits coercion, 

intimidation, threats, or interference against someone who exercises his/her housing rights. 

 

You may recall we previously helped this same family win approval for its planned 

modifications from the Chicago Zoning Board of Appeals (ZBA). Unfortunately, the OTTA 

appealed the ZBA’s decision to the Circuit Court (state court), and that case remains pending in 

that court. Access Living, as an organization, successfully intervened in the state court case to 

stress the fair housing implications of the case, and will urge the court to uphold the ZBA’s 

decision. 

 

Accordingly, and in summary, we continue to advocate on the family’s behalf in the state court 

case, but also co-filed and are co-counseling the new case in federal court. 
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