
78IN THE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT

FORTHE EASTERNDISTRICT OF VIRGINIA

RichmondDivision

YOLANDA W. STOKES,

Plaintiff,

V. Civil CaseNo. 3:14-cv-536-JAG

STEVENBENHAM, et al.

Defendants.

OPINION

Yolanda Stokes used to be aCommissioneron the Hopewell Redevelopmentand

Housing Authority, a position to which she was appointed by the Hopewell City Council. The

City Council later changed its mind and removed her. Perceiving the removal as an actof

retaliationfor helping needy people, Stokes filed this law suit. Stokes has changed the identities

of the defendants and the bases on which they should be held liable several times. After muUiple

attempts to revise her allegations, and pursuant to this Court's order, she filed a third amended

complaint,which contained three claims. First, she argues the defendants retaliated against her

in violation of Title VII, the Americanswith DisabilitiesAct, the RehabilitationAct, and the Fair

Housing Act. Second, she claims the defendants violated her constitutional right to equal

protection. Finally, she claimsdefamationper se.

Stokes'third amendedcomplaintdoes not state a claim forrelief Specifically,because

the City Councilappointedher to a position on thepolicy-makinglevel, she does not enjoy the

protectionsof Title VII. With respect to her other ADA,RehabilitationAct, and FHAretaliation

claims, she fails to put forward facts that show a causalconnectionbetweenher protected
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