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- one -
leog 434-1115 Faxep
Mail: geffenlaw@aol.com

Attorneysfor Plaintiff
HECTOR MONTANO

UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

HECTOR MONTANO, an CASE No. CV12-3462 FM O (AGRX)
individual,

Plaintiff,
JUDGMENT FOR DAMAGESAND
V. INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

BONNIE BRAE CONVALESCENT
HOSPITAL, and DOES 1
THROUGH 10, inclusive,

Defendants.

This matter came for bench triah October 28, 2013 before the Hon.
Fernando M. Olguin, U.S. District Cduludge. David G. Geffen of David Geffen
Law Firm appeared as atteys for Hector Montano (“Plaintiff” or “Montano”).
Bruce Benjamin, of the La@ffices of Bruce Benjaminppeared as attorneys for

Bonnie Brae Convalescent Hospitalg lif*‘Defendant” or “Bonnie Brae”).

Having read and considered all of thete' briefs, heard all of the testimony ¢

witnesses presented at tri@dyiewed and considered all the evidence presented §
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the trial, considered the oratguments of counsel as well as their post-trial briefs,

and made its specific findings of faatd conclusions daw, the court hereby

orders judgment as follows:

1. Judgment in favor of Montano andaagst Bonnie Brae on Montano’s claims

that Bonnie Brae discriminated agaiigintano on the basis of his disability]
in violation of the FHA, FER, Unruh Civil Rights Act, CDPA,
Rehabilitation Act, and California Busss and Professions Code Section
17200;

. Bonnie Brae is ordered to pay Manb damages under the FHA, FEHA, and

Unruh Civil Rights Act, in the amount 5,000, with interest to accrue at
the legal rate frondanuary 7, 2015;

. Bonnie Brae is ordered to pay Montgnanitive damages in the additional

amount of $10,000 on his claims of violations of the FHA and FEHA;

. Injunctive Relief pursuant to ¢hFHA, FEHA, and Section 17200:

Defendant, its officers, directors, erapées, licensees, and all other person
acting in concert with it shall do the following:

a. Hire an ADA consultant with, atminimum, experiencen the FHA, ADA
and the Rehabilitation Act. No later thaix months from the filing date of
this Order, the consultant shall: (i) conduct a site inspection of the rooms
facilities and common areas of BonnieaBito assess compliance with the
FHA, ADA and Rehabilitation Act; (ii) pregre and present a detailed reporf
to the court and counsel for the fi@s setting forth all disability access
deficiencies relating to plaintiffeesidency and recommending modification
and (iii) propose a process fosm@ents to request reasonable
accommodations and Bonnie Br@erespond to the requests.

b. No later than six (6) months aftée court issues its order based on the

consultant’s report and the parties’ fing (if any), defendant shall: (i) at a
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minimum, provide plaintiff with hisequested accommodations, including a
accessible room, bathroom, shower poblic area that complies with the
requirements set forth in the ADAc8essibility Guidelines. Specifically,
defendant shall ensure that plaint§fassigned to a room large enough to
accommodate his wheelchair, withthi@om entrances wide enough for his
wheelchair, door levers that hencaperate without assistance, and a
thermostat that maintains roonmtgerature; and (ii) implement the

reasonable accommodation pess approved by the court.

c. Defendant shall pay plaintiff's counsglan hourly rate not to exceed $250

for all time plaintiff's counsel spends relating to the development and

implementation of the injunctevrelief ordered by the court.

Plaintiff's remaining claims fatamages under the CDPA, and common laV
tort claims, are moot or duplicative light of the damages awarded on

Plaintiff's successful FHA FBA, and Unruh Act claims.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: January 12, 2015 /sl

HON. FERNANDO M. OLGUIN
JUDGE, UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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