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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

RONALD J.; NORA J. AND NOAH J.; minors Case No.: 11-CV-4123 YR
by and through their Guardian ad Litem,

CURTIS R. NAMBA , ORDER:
o (1) SEALING PETITION TO WITHDRAW FROM
Plaintiffs, COURT BLOCKED ACCOUNTS;

22; DIRECTING SERVICE OF ORDER;

3) SETTING HEARING;

(4) COMPELLING APPEARANCE BY
PLAINTIFFS ' COUNSEL, GUARDIAN AD
LITEM, AND FOSTER PARENTS; AND

Defendants. (5) AUTHORIZING WRITTEN RESPONSES TO

PETITION

V.

COUNTY OF ALAMEDA , et al.,

Now before the Court is a Petition to Withdr from Court Blocked Accounts ("Petition”),
manually filed on January 21, 2014 and electronicdiggfunder seal at Docket Number 60 in the
above-styled civil action. Aset forth below, the Cou@RDERS the Clerk of the Court to seal the
Petition, but to provide limited access asa@ed herein. Further, the Co@®DERS a hearing
on the Petition a2:00 p.m. on Wednesday, February 12, 2014The CourORDERS Plaintiffs'
counsel, Plaintiffs’ guardian ad litem Curtis R. Namdnd Plaintiffs’ foster parents Lois J. and Ta-

Tanisha M. ("Parents") tappear for the hearing person.

RELEVANT BACKGROUND

This difficult case stems from allegations thdbster child, L.J., sexually abused her threp

foster siblings, the threminor Plaintiffs Ronald J., Nora J., and Noah J. Ronald J. was thirteer
years old at the time of the allebabuse, while twins Nora J. anda&toJ. were infants. Ronald J.

is now a senior in high school and the twins areymars old. Plaintiffs eimed that the County of
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Alameda and other Defendants were negligefdilmg to divulge L.J.'s history of sexually
abusing other children before plagiher in foster care with Plaiff§' Parents. Plaintiffs also
asserted a federal claim arising under 42 U.8.8983, which prompted the County to remove th
case from California state cauo this Federal Court.

On November 1, 2013, this Court issued twd€ds. One approved a minors' compromis
settling this matter. (Dkt. No. 56 ("Minors' Coromise Order").) The Minors' Compromise Ord
established, among other things, a $5,000 blockadgsaccount for each of the three minor

Plaintiffs, with the funds being earmarked fourrent counseling anacademic needs."ld; at 2.)

The Plaintiffs reached the minors' compromise by and through their guardian ad litem and we

represented by counselSe¢, e.g., Dkt. No. 54-1 7 1.)

The Court's second Order of November 1, 20&8lexl portions of the documents filed in
support of the minors' compromise. (Dkt. No. 55gdling Order").) Th&ealing Order preserves
the privacy of the minor Plaintiffs by redacting th&iirnames, dates of iftand mailing address.
(Id. at 2; Dkt. No. 53 at 3.)

On December 23, 2013, the partigsd a stipulated dismissal dfis action. (Dkt. No. 59.)

On January 21, 2014, Plaintiffs'reats filed the instant Petin, in which they seek to

withdraw $4,500 from each of the three Plaintiffscked savings accounts, leaving $500 in eac

DISCUSSION

The Petition raises at least three issues. HRmstCourt is concerndtlat it is the Parents,
rather than the Plaintiffs’ gt@dian ad litem, who bring the Petition. @ Rarents identify
themselves as appearing pro se, and they do sotide the involvement, if any, of the guardian
litem or Plaintiffs’ attorneys in bringing the Riein. "The purpose of a guardian ad litem is to
protect the minor's intesés in the litigation."Williams v. Superior Court, 147 Cal. App. 4th 36, 47
(2007). The role of guardian ad litem exists, irntp@ ameliorate potentiaglonflicts of interest
between minor litigants and their parenge id. at 49. Here, it is not garent from the record
now before the Court that the guardian ad litem has had an opppttudischargdiis duties with

respect to the Petition.
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Second, the Court is troubled by the casual maimnehich the Parents' Petition divulges
all of the information that th€ourt previously placednder seal, specifittg, the Plaintiffs'
surnames, birthdates, and mailing address, alotigother information that was redacted from
previous filings, such as the Parents' own ranihe Petition is facially inadequate in
safeguarding the privacy rights thie three minor Plaintiffs. The Court, however, "has the
responsibility to protect thegits of a minor who is a litigant in court . . .\Williams, 147 Cal.
App. 4th at 49 (citation omitted).

Finally, some of the items for which the Petitiseeks withdrawal déinds lack an obvious
connection to the minor Plaintiffs’ "current coalisg and academic needs." The Court is not
persuaded that all of the expéndes that the Parents request serve the best interests of the
children, or are consistenith the Minors' Compromise OrdefA minor is always the ward of
every court wherein his rights property are brought into jeopl, and is entitled to the most
jealous care that no irgtice be done him.Williams, 147 Cal. App. 4th at 49-50 (internal
guotation marks omitted). "[T]he court has the neiné authority to make decisions in the best

interests of the child, evehthe parent objects.Td. at 49.

ORDER

In view of the issues set forth above, the CQRDERS as follows:

(1) The Clerk of the Court sh&@EAL the Petition to Withdradrom Blocked Accounts.
However, any party to this action, or theaunsel, may access the Petition and/or related
documents upon a request made in person or in writing.

(2) The Clerk of the Court sh&ERVE a copy of this order on all named parties in this
action by mailing it to their counsel, if any, or othexavto the party directly. Plaintiffs shall be
notified through both their guardiaad litem and their counsel.

(3) The CourtSeTs a hearing on the Parents' PetitioWadhdraw from Blocked Accounts.
The hearing shall be heldZ00 p.m. on Wednesday, February 12, 201# Courtroom 5 of the
United States Courthouse located @01 Clay Street in Oakland, Califiia. Due to the sensitivity

of the minor Plaintiffs’ identifying informaih, the hearing shall l®nducted under seal.
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(4) The CourORDERS the following to appean person at the February 12 hearing:
counsel for Plaintiffs; Rlintiffs' guardian ad litem; and tfaintiffs’ Parents. Defendants are
permitted but not required to attend.

(5) The CourAuTHORIZES Plaintiffs and/or Defendants file a written Response to the
Parents' Petition. Any Response shall be: filegldoordance with this Court's Civil Local Rules;
no more than five pages in length; filed witle tBourt at least five business days before the
February 12 hearing; and shall be filed under igétadlivulges any information previously sealed

by this Court in this case Sde N.D. Cal. Civ. L.R. 79-5 (prockire for sealing documents).)

T 1SS0 ORDERED.

Date: January 24, 2014 W W

(/ YvonNE GoNzALEZ RoGERS ™
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JUDGE




