UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF
ILLINOIS, EASTERN DIVISION

Keith Powell v. Village of Homewood, et al.

Powell - No. No. 23-cv-14098 - Decided April 9, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois grants the defendants’ motion for
summary judgment in Keith Powell’s civil-rights action arising from a police response to an overnight
disturbance. The court rejects Powell’s municipal-liability claims under 42 U.S.C. § 1983, including
equal-protection and Monell claims, and addresses claims under Title VI, § 1981, § 1986, the First

Amendment, and the Illinois Civil Rights Act. The court denies the defendants’ motion to strike.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendants moved for summary judgment on all remaining claims and

moved to strike Plaintiff's noncompliant summary-judgment materials.
The district court granted summary judgment for Defendants and

denied the motion to strike.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Summary judgment is proper when there is no genuine dispute of
material fact and the movant is entitled to judgment as a matter of law.
The court viewed the facts in the light most favorable to Plaintiff and
drew reasonable inferences in his favor, but did not draw inferences
based only on speculation or conjecture. At summary judgment, the
party bearing the burden of proof must identify evidence showing a

genuine issue for trial.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE District court opinion; persuasive authority only outside the case.
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1.

UESTIONS PRESENTED

Whether Plaintiff had Article III standing to challenge the police department's failure to arrest or
prosecute a third party and to pursue claims based on the alleged denial of equal protection and

revocation of his FOID card.

. Whether the Village could be held liable under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 for alleged equal-protection violations
based on respondeat superior, an express policy, a widespread practice, or action by a final policymaker.

. Whether Plaintiff presented evidence of a specific pattern or series of similar constitutional violations

sufficient to support a Monell claim.
. Whether Plaintiff established the federal-funding element of his Title VI claim.

. Whether Plaintiff presented evidence that his protected speech was a motivating factor in the filing of
the Clear and Present Danger Report, despite Defendants' evidence that the report was required by the
Mlinois FOID Act.

. Whether Plaintiff established a viable claim under § 1981 for unequal protection of the laws.

. Whether Plaintiff presented evidence of intentional race or national-origin discrimination supporting his

[linois Civil Rights Act, equal-protection conspiracy, and disparate-treatment theories.

. Whether Plaintiff presented evidence that Sline and Misner agreed to violate his constitutional rights.

. Whether Defendants' motion to strike Plaintiff's noncompliant summary-judgment responses should be

granted.

HOLDINGS

1

2

3

. Plaintiff lacked standing to assert an injury based solely on the failure to arrest or prosecute Hoefler, but
the alleged denial of equal protection in the provision of police protection and the revocation of

Plaintiff's FOID card were sufficient to confer standing for the claims as pleaded.

. The Village was entitled to summary judgment because Plaintiff relied on respondeat superior and

identified no express discriminatory policy, widespread practice, or final policymaker whose action
caused the alleged constitutional injury.

. Plaintiff failed to establish a viable Monell claim because the four alleged comparator incidents were not

sufficiently similar to the asserted constitutional violations and did not demonstrate a specific pattern or



series of incidents.

4. The Village was entitled to summary judgment on the Title VI claim because Plaintiff failed to identify

any federally funded program or activity from which the alleged discrimination arose.

5. Plaintiff's criticism of the officers' handling of the incident constituted protected activity and the FOID
Report could qualify as a deterrent deprivation, but Plaintiff failed to show that his protected speech

motivated the report or that Defendants' stated reason was pretextual.

6. Defendants were entitled to summary judgment on the § 1981 claim because the alleged nonprosecution
of Hoefler did not create a cognizable injury, and Plaintiff presented no evidence of intentional racial

discrimination in the equal benefit of the laws.

7. Plaintiff failed to establish intentional race or national-origin discrimination because he identified no
evidence that Defendants' nondiscriminatory explanations were pretextual, that White residents received

better treatment in comparable circumstances, or that the FOID Report was filed selectively.

8. Plaintiff's conspiracy claim failed because he identified no evidence that Sline and Misner agreed to

engage in improper conduct.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Summary judgment is proper when the movant shows that there is no genuine dispute of material fact such

that the movant is entitled to judgment as a matter of law.”
“Judges are not like pigs, hunting for truffles buried in briefs.”

“municipalities are answerable only for their own decisions and policies; they are not vicariously liable for

the constitutional torts of their agents.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Shortly after midnight, an intoxicated man, Kyle Hoefler, repeatedly banged on Powell's door. When police
arrived, Powell exited his home holding a loaded firearm and repeatedly threatened to kill Hoefler, while
Sergeant Craig Sline drew his weapon and ordered Powell to put his gun down. Sline determined that Hoefler
was intoxicated and did not arrest him, but Sline later filed an Illinois FOID Act Clear and Present Danger
Report concerning Powell, which led to revocation of Powell's FOID card. Powell alleged that the police
response and report were racially discriminatory and retaliatory, but the court found no evidence of a

discriminatory policy, comparable incidents establishing a pattern, pretext, or an agreement to violate his rights.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Powell brought claims under 42 U.S.C. §§ 1983, 1981, and 1986, Title VI, and the Illinois Civil Rights Act. The
court had previously dismissed several counts and claims against three defendants, leaving Counts I, 11, III, V,
VI, VII, VIII, and IX. After discovery, Defendants moved for summary judgment. The court considered
Plaintiff's filings only to the extent they cited relevant record evidence, granted summary judgment on all

remaining claims, and denied the motion to strike.
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