
1.  EEOC Case ID#:  EE-IL-0063 

 
2.  Docket number/Court of each of the related or consolidated cases:  United States 

District Court for the Northern District of Illinois; CV-03-02293 and CV-02-03768 

 
3.  Related or consolidated?  Consolidated 

 

4.  Docket entry # (or other location) where consolidation or relation appears:  
Docket entry #3 in case CV-03-02293 and docket entry #53 in case CV-02-03768. 

 
5.  Date of consolidation/relation?  07/01/2003 

 

6.  Terms of the consolidation (e.g. “consolidated for purposes of discovery only, 

trial to be in front of original judge” or “consolidated for purposes of discovery; 

decision on trial consolidation to be made later”):   
“Consolidation for all purposes” 

 

7.  For each case, who are the parties (include charging parties if EEOC is plaintiff) 

and what is the basic theory of the case? (e.g. sexual harassment, age discrimination) 
CV-03-02293:  plaintiff is EEOC; intervenor plaintiffs are Catherine Copello and Allison 

Kennedy; defendants are Custom Companies, Inc., Custom Executive Group, Inc., and 

CDN Logistics, Inc. 

Theory: sex discrimination against a class of female employees by retaliating against 

them for complaining about sexual harassment in violation of Title VII. 

 

CV-02-03768: plaintiff is EEOC; intervenor plaintiffs are Catherine Copello and Allison 

Kennedy; defendants are Custom Companies, Inc, Custom Distribution Network, Inc., 

Custom Executive Group, Inc., and CDN Logistics, Inc. 

Theory: pattern or practice of sex discrimination against Catherine Copello and a class of 

other female employees; hostile work environment, failing to remedy/eliminate 

harassment, and retaliation against Copello (demotion, pay reduction, termination).  

 

8.  Briefly describe the procedural history of each case prior to their being related or 

consolidated. 
CV-03-02293 was consolidated immediately after the complaint was filed on 04/02/2003 

and the defendant made first appearance. 

 

CV-02-03768: complaint filed on 5/28/2002.  Before consolidation on 7/01/2003, the 

court granted a motion to intervene by the two intervenor plaintiffs, and there were status 

hearings and some discovery orders.   

 

9.  After the cases were related/consolidated, what happened?  was one case 

designated the lead case and all subsequent activity appears on that case docket?  do 

both dockets contain lots of subsequent entries and if so, are they mostly or entirely 

duplicative, or do they indicate different types of activities in the two cases? 



Neither case was designated the lead case and although both dockets contain identical 

substantive docket entries, there are some dissimilar entries in each docket.  A verdict and 

judgment for the plaintiffs was rendered but then all parties moved for relief from 

judgment and requested the 7
th

 Cir to remand with instructions to modify the judgment in 

accord with the terms of the settlement agreement reached by the parties.  

 

 

 


