F EMPLOYMENT DISCRIMINATION LAWSUIT

HED OR SOUGHT "0 APPLY EOR HIRE AS A PATROL OFFICER IN THE McHENRY COUNTY SHERIFF'S
{fATROLOFFICER ()R WERE DELAYED INHIRE AS A PATROL OFFICER; QR (2) WERE INTERESTED IN
:DEPARTMENT BUT DID NOT APPLY OR SEEK TO APPLY FOR THE POSITION BECAUSE OF YOUR
;PEEN AFUTILE ACT DUE TO EMPLOYMENT POLICIES OR PRACTIGES BASED ON SEX:

.CT YOUR RIGHTS.

Kiet Court for the Northem Distrdct of lllinals. The complalnt names as dalendants McHenry County, lifinois, he
flin his officlal capacity as tiva Jall Adminlstratar of McHenry County), and the McHenry County Sherifi's
%ﬂ Stales v. McHeniy,

; v.  County, 8l el,, No. 94 C 50086 {N.D.4iL.).

J1sheritl of McHenry County has engagedin apaﬂemorpractice of discriminallan agalnsi women by falling or

\\ihe Sheriit's Department Inviclallan of Title Vil of the Civil Rights Actol 1964, as amended, 42 U.5.C, §2000s,
Stof avelding cantested liigatian, the Unlied Slates and the.defendanis have ranched a settiemant, called a

\per 6, 1998, This nojice Is being pravided pursuant fo the terms of tha Consent Decras,

refiaf:

: GiliT's Dapartmeni who was hired as & patrol officer, l\\ad earllér applied or sought ta apply for hirs as a patrol
51 and Saplembar B, 1998), mst ths mininum requiraments for 1he job of patrot offfcer In effact &t such earller

: of her sex al ihat lims, may qualliy tor refief Includin, ghg not limitad te, back pay, rairoactive senlority and

F Hanry Courtty Sharift's Depariment at any fme befween .’lanuary 1, 1883 and Seplember 6, 1986, matthe
ied or sought taappiy for hire, but was nothired orconsfdered for hire as a patrol officer onthe basls of hersex,
troaclive senforty end retroactive penslon cradll;

Sty Sherilf's Dep

January 1, 1983 and Septernber 6, 1996, andwouldhave matihe
1wl gld not apply or 530k 10 apply for ihe pogilion bergusa af her knawledge or regsonable baflel hat to do so
iidon sax may qualiy for refief inclucing, bit not imited to, back pay, prorly hiing, ratroaciive senlorty and

tatanytime b

of Employmant Dlserimination” form by January 21,1997 ALL GLAIM FORMS MUST BE POSTMARKED BY
MENT DISCRIMINATION FORM TO THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE BY JANUARY 21,
CONSENT DECREE, UNLESS YOU CAN SHOW GOOD CAUSE FOR YOUR FAILURE TC DO SO.

alm fonm.

i

k
k2

1;! the McHenry County Goverament Centar and all other cffices of the Sherlff's Dapartment or by contacling:
McHenry County Sheriff
.4 Alln: Ms, Sandy Tiarnay
£.2200 N, Saminary Avenus
Woodslock, IL. 60098
815-330-2194

1 & Department of Justice atternay llsted below. -

alm form or other matters relating to lhe Consent Dacres, Accordingly, If you have any questions about this
fansull withan attomey ofyour cholos atyour own eapense, of you may wilta orielaphans the followlng atomay

Robert §. Libman
| Tilal Attorney
fP\ed States Dapartmant of Juslice

:§ Chvil Rights Division
iEmployment Llligation Section
& P.O. Box 65868
iEWashinglen, DC 20035-5968
'I,ress 8" for the case “ULS. v. McHanry County™)

Walgreen’s
lawyer rips
adoption law

By Andrew Fegelman
T#IBUNE STAFF WRITER

By the time the case against
Loren Walgreen ended last month,
a parade of wilnesses had offered
overwhelming testimony about-a
history of drug abuse and depres-
sion that they said clearly showed
she should lose the right to raise
her two children.

But at a hearing Tuesday, a
lawyer for Walgreen argued that
whatever the evidence, the rules
were stacked against the woman
and made it almost impossible fér
her to keep her son and danghter.

As a result, lawyer Alan Toback
asked Cook County Circuit Judge
Stephen Yates to find the state's
adoption law unconstitutional.
Not only is the law vague, he said,
but it also presumes that Wal-
preen’s psychiatric illnesses make
her unable to raise her children.

“What this statuie does is
impose a life sentence on Lorén
Walgreen because of her depres-
sion,” Toback said.

The legal issues raised Tuesday
muddle what is a complicated dis-
puie between Walgreen and her in-
Jaws. Charles Walgreen 11, chief
executive officer of the Walgreens
drug store chain, and his wife,
Kathieen, have asked Yates to ter-
minate Loren Walgreen’s parenial
rights and let them adopt their
two grandchildren.

Yates is expected {o rule next
month on the constitutional gues-
tion and the issue of whether
Loren Walgreen is unfit to be a
parent. =

In another twist, Yates hds
offered a unigue reading of the
adoption law. Customarily, the
adoption would be granfed once a
parent is found unfit. But Yates is
planning to hold a second hearing
should he find Loren Walgreén
unfit to determine whether ternti-
nating her rights to raise her son
and daughter would be in the
children’s best interests.

State law sets 18 grounds for
finding a parent unfit. Melvyn
Berks and Scott Colky, who repre-
seni the elder Walgreens, have
attempted io terminate Loren Wal-
green’s parental rights based on
two of them: if a parent is
addicted to drugs or unable fo
care for their children due io
mental illness. "
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