STATE OF ILLINOIS
HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF: )
)
LENE WASHINGTON, )
)
)
Complainant, ) CHARGE NO(S):  2007CN3841
) EEOC NO(S): N/A
and ) ALS NO(S): 08-0163
)
BOARD OF EDUCATION, CITY OF )
CHICAGO, )
)
)
Respondent. )
NOTICE

You are hereby notified that the Illinois Human Rights Commission has not received timely
exceptions to the Recommended Order and Decision in the above named case. Accordingly,
pursuant to Section 8A-103(A) and/or 8B-103(A) of the Illinois Human Rights Act and Section
5300.910 of the Commission's Procedural Rules, that Recommended Order and Decision has now

become the Order and Decision of the Commission.

STATE OF ILLINOIS )
HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION ) Entered this 17" day of March 2009

N. KEITH CHAMBERS
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR



STATE OF ILLINOIS
HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION

IN THE MATTER OF: }
)
LENE WASHINGTON, }
) Charge No. 2007CN3841
Complainant, ) EEOC No. N/A
) ALS No. 08163
and )
)
BOARD OF EDUCATION, )
CITY OF CHICAGO, ) Judge Reva S. Bauch
)
Respondent. )

RECOMMENDED ORDER AND DECISION

This matter is before the Commission on Respendent's Motion to Dismiss
Complainant's Complaint (“Motion”) for lack of jurisdiction, as amended, because
Complainant had filed a Request for Review with the Department at the time she had
filed her Complaint, thereby making the Compiaint premature. Complainant filed a
Response that addresses, in part, the issue of premature filing, as well as additional
matters that occurred after the filing of this Complaint and the subsequent filing of
another complaint, which has been assigned a different ALS number. Respondent filed
a Reply, again addressing additional matters not directly relating to the issue of
premature filing of this Complaint. This matter is ready for a ruling.

The lllinois Department of Human Rights (*Department”) is an additional statutory
agency that has issued state actions in this matter. Therefore, the Department is an
additional party of record.

Findings of Fact

1. On March 1, 2007, Complainant filed a Charge with the Department.



2 On February 14, 2008, within the Department's 365 day investigation period, the
Department dismissed the Charge for lack of jurisdiction.
3 Complainant had 30 days from receipt of that notice to request review of the
Department’s dismissal.
4. The Department calculated the end of Complainant’s 30 day review request period
as March 20, 2008.
5 On or about March 15, 2008, Compiainant filed a timely request for review with the
Department.
6 On March 25, 2008, Complainant filed a Complaint with the Commission.
Conclusions of Law
1. Complainant is an individual claiming to be aggrieved by a violation of the lllinois
Human Rights Act, (“Act™), 775 ILCS 5/1-102 et seq.
2 The Commission has the authority to determine whether jurisdiction over the
Complaint exists.
3 The Commission does not have jurisdiction over the Complaint filed on March 25,
2008.
Discussion
Since the Complaint was filed during a period when this matier was subject to a
request for review at the Department, the Complaint is premature and should be
dismissed, with prejudice. Clayburn and Northeast Illinois Regional Commuter
Railroad Corp., IHRC, 05-323, May 2, 2006.
Recommendation
| recommend that the Commission dismiss this Complaint, with prejudice. The
underlying Charge, however, should not be dismissed. It appears that the Department
has issued a ruling on the Request for Review and Complainant has filed a second

Complaint that has been assigned ALS number 08-0357



HUMAN RIGHTS COMMISSION

BY:_
" REVA 8. BAUCH
DEPUTY CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE
ADMINISTRATIVE LAW DIVISION

ENTERED: NOVEMBER 17, 2008
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