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

EASTERN DIVISION 

Quinton Scott, et al.,  ) 
) 

 

 Plaintiffs, ) 
) 

 
No. 17-cv-7135 

-vs- )  
 ) (Judge Pacold) 
Sheriff of Cook County and 
Cook County, Illinois, 

) 
) 
) 

 
(Magistrate Judge Weisman) 

 Defendants. )  

JOINT STATUS REPORT 

The parties submit this joint status report pursuant to the Court’s 

order of October 7, 2025: 

1. Defendants have agreed to accept plaintiff Abid’s settlement 

offer. Defendants have tendered a settlement agreement, which plaintiffs’ 

counsel has forwarded to Mr. Abid. 

2. Plaintiffs’ counsel temporarily lost touch with plaintiffs Brown 

and DeSavieu. Counsel reached both plaintiffs by mail and learned that each  

now has a different telephone number than that known to counsel. Plaintiff 

Brown has provided counsel with the information required to respond to 

written discovery; plaintiff DeSavieu has provided counsel with the infor-

mation needed to prepare amended discovery responses.  

3. Plaintiff DeSavieu served answers to defendants’ interrogato-

ries on September 29, 2025, and served responses to requests to produce on 
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October 8, 2025. After a meet and confer, plaintiff DeSavieu agreed to 

amend his response to the requests to produce. Plaintiff will serve an 

amended response by December 1, 2025. Plaintiff Brown served responses 

to written discovery (with unsigned interrogatory answers) on November 

17, 2025. Plaintiff Brown will serve signed interrogatory answers by Decem-

ber 1, 2025.  

4. The parties have agreed for plaintiffs DeSavieu and Brown to 

appear for Zoom depositions on December 2 and 4, 2025.  If plaintiffs are 

unable to  serve amended responses or signed interrogatory answers by De-

cember 1, 2025, the parties will reschedule the depositions. 

5. Plaintiffs DeSavieu and Brown objected to certain discovery re-

quests as “beyond the scope of class maintainability.” Defendants do not 

agree with plaintiffs’ objection because they planned to depose plaintiffs 

once on both class maintainability and the merits of the case. Nevertheless, 

the parties agree that if plaintiffs produce documents during merits discov-

ery of which they have personal knowledge, plaintiffs agree to appear for a 

second deposition. 

6.  The parties continue to meet and confer about plaintiffs’ dis-

covery requests. Plaintiff intends to seek the assistance of the Court if the 

parties are unable to resolve their disputes within 14 days. 

[signatures on next page] 
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Respectfully submitted, 

/s/ Kenneth N. Flaxman 
Kenneth N. Flaxman 
Joel A. Flaxman 
200 S Michigan Ave, Ste 201  
Chicago, IL 60604  
(312) 427-3200  
attorneys for plaintiffs  

/s/ Samuel D. Branum 
Monica Burkoth 
Samuel D. Branum 
Johnson & Bell, Ltd. 
33 W. Monroe, Ste. 2700 
Chicago, Illinois 60603 
(312) 372-0770 
attorneys for defendants 
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