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Attorneys for Defendant/Cross Claimant,

ORAN
EDUCATION

E COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF

UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

NEWPORT MESA UNIFIED
SCHOOL DISTRICT,

Plaintiff,
V.
R.R., a minor, ORANGE COUNTY
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION;
CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF
E(I)DUCATION, and DOES 1 through

Defendants.
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Case No. SACV09-0980 JVS (MLGX)

The Honorable James V. Selna
United States District Judge

JUDGMENT
Date: May 3, 2010
Time: 3:00p.m.
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Dockets.Justia.com



http://dockets.justia.com/docket/california/cacdce/8:2009cv00980/452425/
http://docs.justia.com/cases/federal/district-courts/california/cacdce/8:2009cv00980/452425/80/
http://dockets.justia.com/

BEST BEST & KRIEGER LLP

AT LAW

ATTORNEYS

RIVERSIDE

© 00 N O O A~ W DN B

N NN NN NNNDNDRRRRRRER R R RB R
©® N o o~ WN P O © 0N O 0 b W N R O

This action was heard by the Court on May 3, 2010, on the follgwing

Motions:

All parties appeared through counsel,raflected by the record. The Co
issued an order on May 3, 20IBRANTING OCDE’s Motion, GRANTING
NMUSD'’s Motion, GRANTING R.R.’'s Mtion as to CDE, and DENYING CDE’

Motion.

In accordance with the Court’'s May 3010 Order, the Court hereby ENTE
JUDGMENT as follows:

1)

2)

111
111
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Plaintiff Newport Mesa Unified $wol District's (“NMUSD”) Motion
for Summary Judgment;
Defendant Orange County Departmheof Education’'s (“OCDE”)

Motion for Summary Judgment;

Defendant R.Ret al.’s (“R.R.”) Motion for Summary Judgment; and

Defendant California Department &fducation’s (“CDE”) Motion fot

Summary Judgment.

Judgment is entered in favor of NMbD and OCDE, in favor of R.F
as to its claims again€tDE only, and against CDE;

The Decision rendered by the admirasive law judge at the June

2009 hearing of the Office of Administrative Hearings (“OAH"),| i

Consolidated Case  Nos. 2009010078 and 20090105
(“Administrative Action”) is hereby neersed, in part, with respect
its finding that NMUSD is responsible for implementing and func
R.R.’s education following he release from the Orangewo

Children’s Home (“Orangewood”);
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3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

From March 9, 2007 through Decemi3d., 2008, neither NMUSD nor

OCDE had any obligation to impleant or fund any portion of R.R.
educational program, including her odtstate residential placement
Excelsior;

CDE is the entity entirely responsible for implementing and fun
R.R.’s educational program for thperiod of March 9, 2007 throug
December 31, 2008, including R.Rdat-of-state residential placeme
at Excelsior;
CDE is ordered to reimburse OCDiE the amount of $30,633.46 f
the educational costs that OCDexpended for R.R.’s educatior
program from March 9, 2007 rnbugh December 31, 2008;
NMUSD and OCDE are prevailingarties for purposes of tk
underlying administrative action atiie instant appeal thereof;
R.R. is the prevailing party as to the sole issue of which entity
responsible for implementing andnfiling R.R.’s educational progra
for the period of March 9, 2007 through December 31, 2008 ag
CDE only for purposes of the underlying administrative action an
instant appeal thereof;

NMUSD, OCDE, and R.R. shall recaviheir reasonable costs of s
herein as against CDE;

This Court retains jurisdiction overdlparties to the extent necess
to allow OCDE to obtain reimbsement from CDE, as describ

herein; and
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10) This Court retains jurisdiction overdlparties to the extent necess
to allow R.R. to obtain prevailg party attorney’'s fees from CLC[
pursuant to the Individuals witiDisabilities Education Act fg

purposes of the underlying adminisgiva action and the instant app¢

hereof.

Dated: _June 02, 2010
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//" HON. JAMES V. SELNA

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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