
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 

EASTERN DIVISION 
 

MOISES MORALES; MONTREAL THOMAS; ) 
JOAQUIN ROCHA; SHAVONISE BUCHANNAN;  ) 
and KELVIN PERRY, on behalf of themselves and ) 
all similarly situated individuals; ) 
 ) 
           Plaintiffs, )  Case No. 13CV7572 

 )  
v.                                                               ) Judge Amy J. St. Eve 
                                                               ) 

CRAIG FINDLEY, in his official capacity as ) 
Chairman of the Illinois Prisoner Review Board; and ) 
GLADYSE TAYLOR, in her official capacity  ) 
as Acting Director of the  ) 
Illinois Department of Corrections; ) 
 ) 

Defendants.                                      ) 
 

PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION TO COMPEL EXPERT ACCESS TO IDOC FACILITIES 

 Plaintiffs, on behalf of themselves and the class they seek to represent, file this motion 

seeking to compel Defendants’ compliance with the subpoena requesting that the Plaintiffs’ 

expert be permitted to conduct parole hearing observations in Illinois Department of Corrections 

facilities. In further support of this motion, the Plaintiffs state:  

1. On August 3, 2015 Plaintiffs counsel served a subpoena on counsel for Defendants 

requesting access to the IDOC correctional facilities where final and preliminary parole hearings 

occur in order to permit their expert an opportunity to observe parole proceedings. Counsel for 

Plaintiffs explained that their expert resides in California, and requested that the Defendants 

inform them of their position on this request by August 7, 2015, so that the expert would have 

enough time to make travel arrangements. See Exhibit A. 

2. Further on August 7, 2015, counsel for Plaintiffs provided counsel for Defendants with a 

draft proposed joint order that if entered by this Court would provide Plaintiffs’ expert with 
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access to IDOC facilities and would set forth ground rules for his observations.  Counsel for 

Plaintiffs unsuccessfully attempted to reach counsel for Defendants by phone to discuss this 

matter on August 10, 2015.  Counsel for Defendants responded by email and stated that he was 

unable to communicate with his client—but expected to have a response by the end of this week. 

Counsel for Plaintiffs responded and explained that because of scheduling reasons, counsel for 

Plaintiffs would be required to file this motion today if the Defendants were unable to confirm 

that they would comply with the subpoena.  

3. The ability of the Plaintiffs’ expert to observe parole proceedings is essential to this case 

and these observations are an important part of the expert’s methodology. There is no substitute 

for these in-person observations. This is particularly so because the Defendants’ failure to 

maintain an adequate record of parole proceedings creates and compounds the procedural due 

process violations that are at the heart of the Plaintiffs’ case. In short, the information sought by 

the Plaintiffs and their expert cannot be divined from a review of parole files.  

4. For these reasons, the Plaintiffs respectfully request that this Court enter an order that 

will require the Defendants to 1) permit Plaintiffs’ expert to conduct observations of preliminary 

and final parole revocation proceedings from August 24, 2015-September 4, 2015; 2) within 

three days of the date of this order, provide Plaintiffs’ counsel with the schedule and location of 

all preliminary and final parole revocation hearings that will occur during this time; 3) ensure 

that Plaintiffs’ expert has full access to the final and preliminary parole hearings, which shall 

include  the opportunity to visually observe the proceedings, to hear and understand the 

proceedings and to review parole violation reports and other documents considered by the 

hearing officer and/or Prisoner Review Board member at the conclusion of the hearing; 4)  

provide Plaintiffs’ expert with the opportunity to interview putative class members in a 
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confidential manner, at the conclusion of the parole proceedings; 5) allow Plaintiffs’ expert to 

bring with him into IDOC facilities one digital recording device, notepads, pens, and one bottle 

of sealed water.  Undersigned counsel will submit a proposed order setting forth the terms 

described above for the Court’s consideration.  

 
 
 
 

Respectfully submitted, 
 
 

        By: /s/ Sheila A. Bedi             
               Counsel for the Plaintiff class  
 
 
 
Sheila A. Bedi 
Alexa Van Brunt 
Roderick and Solange MacArthur Justice Center 
Northwestern University School of Law 
375 East Chicago Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60611 
(312) 503-8576 
 
Alan Mills 
Uptown People's Law Center 
4413 North Sheridan Road 
Chicago, Illinois 60640 
(773) 769-1410 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned, an attorney, certifies that she served the foregoing document via the 

Court’s CM/ECF system on Wednesday, August 12, 2015.  

             /s/    Sheila A. Bedi       
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