UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
Case: 2;08-cv-13100

v Judge: Edmunds, Nancy G

: M.J: Pepe, Steven D

1 = Filed: 07-18-2008 At 09:00 AM
CIELOF ELUSOE MICHIGAN, CMP USA V CITY OF ECOURSEEG

Defendant.

COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

Plaintiff, the United States of America, alleges:

1. This action is brought on behalf of the United States to enforce the provisions of
Title V11 of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, as amended, 42 1.8.C. § 2000e, er seq. ("Title VII™),

2. This Court has jurisdiction of the action under 42 U.S.C. § 2000e-5(f), 28 U.5.C.
§ 1331 and 28 U.S.C. § 1345.

i Defendant, City of Ecorse (“City™ or “Ecorse”™), is a political subdivision ol the
State of Michigan created pursuant to the laws ol the State of Michigan.

4, Defendant is a “person™ within the meaning of 42 U.5.C. § 2000(a) and an
“emplover” within the meaning of 42 1U1L.5.C. § 2000e(h).

5. The Equal Employment Opportunity Commission (“EEQC™) received a timely
charge (Charge No. 471-2006-01633) filed by Katina Haynes against defendant on or about May
8, 2006, in which she alleged, infer alia, that she had been discriminated against on the basis of
sex when she was subjected to sexual harassment by her supervisor, Gary Sammons. Pursuant to

Section 706 of Title VIL, 42 U.8.C. § 2000e-5, the EEOC investigated the charge, found




reasonable cause to believe, inter alia, that Haynes and several of her co-workers were subjected
to sexual harassment in violation Title V11, attempted unsuccessfully to achieve through
conciliation a voluntary resolution of the charpe, and subsequently referred the matter to the
Department of Justice.

f. All conditions precedent to the filing of suit have been performed or have
occurred.

T Defendant has discriminated against Katina Haynes and Tresa Thomas, a similarly
situated individual formerly employed by the City, on the basis of their sex, female, in violation
of Section 703(a) of Title VII, 42 U.5.C. § 2000e-2(a), among other ways, by:

(8)  Subjecting them to sexual harassment by a supervisor, Gary Sammons,
thereby creating and maintaining a hostile work environment that
adversely affected the terms, conditions and privileges of their
employment; and

{h) Failing or refusing to take appropriate action to prevent and promptly
correct the discriminatory treatment and its effects,

8. The sexual harassment to which Sammons subjected Haynes and Thomas
occurred on a regular basis from mid to late fall 2005 and continued through approximately April
of 2006, The sexual harassment by Sammons consisted of, among other actions:

(@) Requesting sex of Haynes;

(b)  Conditioning his permission for Haynes to attend out-of-town training on

Haynes' acquiescence 1o his demands for sexual favors, including sharing

a one-bed hotel room;




(c) Repeatedly asking Haynes and Thomas oul on dates;

{d) Directing sexually-charged comments at Haynes and Thomas with respect
to their appearance, including the appearance of their breasts; and

(e)  Touwching Haynes and Thomas in a sexual and offensive manner.

9, In or about March 2006, Haynes notified Larry Salisbury, then the City Mayor, of
the sexual harassment to which she had been subjected by Sammons; and the City failed 1o take
appropriate action.

10.  Defendant’s failure or refusal to take appropriate action to prevent and correct
promptly the sexual harassment and its effects consisted of, among other things:

{a)  Failing or refusing to prevent Sammons' sexual harassment of his
subordinates despite having notice of such harassment,

(b)  Failing or refusing to correct promptly Sammons’ sexual harassment of his
subordinates despite having notice of such harassment; and

{¢)  Failing or refusing to maintain adequate policies and reporting procedures
with respect to employment discrimination, including sexual harassment;

WHEREFORE, the United States prays that the Court grant the following relief:

(a) Enjoin defendant from;
(1)  subjecting employees to sexual harassment;
(2) failing or refusing to develop and implement appropriate and

effective policies designed to prevent and correct promptly any

sexual harassment that occurs;




(k)  Award compensatory damages 1o Haynes and Thomas, to fully
compensate each for the injuries caused by defendant’s diseriminatory
conduct, pursuant to and within the statutory limitations of Section 102 of
the Civil Rights Act of 1991, 42 U.S.C. § 1981a; and

(c) Award such additional relief as justice may require, together with
plaintiff’s costs and disbursements in this action.

JURY DEMAND
The United States hereby demands a trial by jury of all issues so triable pursuant to Rule
38 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and Section 102 of the Civil Rights Act of 1991,

42 11.8.C. § 1981(a).

GRACE CHUNG BECKER
Acting Assistant Attorney General
Ciwvil Rights Division

By: Q#M

M. GADZICHOWSKI (W1 Bar No. 1014294)
Acting Chief
Employment Litigation Section
Civil Rights Division

e K
Wk A )

KAREN D. WOODARD (MD Bar — No Mumber Issued)
Deputy Chief

HECTOR F. RUIZ, JR. (TX Bar No. 24029814)

Senior Trial Attomey

Employment Litigation Section

Civil Rights Division

United States Department of Justice

050 Constitution Avenue, NW

Patrick Henry Building, Foom 4036

Washington, DC 20530




(202) 514-9694
(202) 514-1005 (fax)

Attorneys for Plaintiff United States

Fpr Purposes of Service:

Iptith E. Levy {E:Iic No. P55882)
r ynt LS. Attor

3 District of Michigan

‘est Fort Street, Suite 2001

Detroit, Michigan 48226
Office: (313) 226-9727
Fax: (313) 226-3171
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