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UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

LAVONDA JONES,
Parent and Next Friend of D.T., aminor,
Plaintiff,
Civil Action No. 15-155 (BAH)
V. Judge Beryl A. Howell

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,

Defendant

MEMORANDUM AND ORDER

The plaintiffs, Lavonda Joneand her minor childorought this actiomgainst théistrict
of Columbiaseekinga total of $4%28.40in attorney’ fees incurred pursuing an administrative
proceeding brought under the Individuals with Disabilities in Edonaict and Individuals with
Disabilities in Education Improvement Act (collectively, thBBA”), 20 U.S.C.8 1400,et seq.
Thecase wasandomy referred toa Magistrate Judge for full case managemesse Referral to
Magistrate JudgeECF No. 3. Thereatfter, the parties crows/ed for summary judgmentee
Pl.’s Mem. Supp. Mot. Summ. J., ECF No0.10; Def.’s Mem. Supp. @assSumm. J. & Opim
Pl’s Mot. Summ. J. (“Def.’s Mot.”), ECF No. 13.

OnJuly 27, 2015,the MagistrateJudge isued a Reporecommendedinghat the
plaintiffs’ Motion for Summaryuddgment bgrantedand the defendant’s Creséotion for
Summary ddgment bedenied See Report and Recommendation (“R&R&t 2, ECF No. 18.0f

the more than $45,000 in fees requesteel R&R explained that the Districontested only
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$653.025 in entries invoiced in quartawur incrementsld. at10! The plaintiffs readily
admitted that the entries invoiced in quatieur increments were typographical errors and
proposed reducing the fee request further “as contrition for tta#i emor.” R&R at 10.Citing
relevant authoritythe R&Rconcluded that this reduoh was unnecessamgcommended that
entries billed tolie quartethour not be stricken, and admonished the plaintifsinsel that
future timesheets must reflect billing entries inikute incrementsld. at 16-11.
Consequently, the R&R recommendédt theplaintiffs’ Motion for Summary Judgment be
granted and the Defendant’s Crddestion for Summary Judgment be denied.e R&R further
recommended that thdamtiffs be awarded total fees in the amount of $45,272ld7at 11.

The Court takes netof and concurs irthe Magistrate Judgeobservatiomhatthe
District’s “[g]uarreling over eleven minutes out of 132.62 hours bitedpecially in light of the
fact that[the plaintiffs]appeared willing to waive those disputed minutesbeyond
comprehensiof. Id. at11. Indeed, withliittle more than the cost of the filing fee at stake, the
District's decision to pursue this matter to resolutiefies easy explanation.

TheR&R cautioned th@arties that failing to file a timely objectiawithin 14 das ofthe
party’s receipt of the R&R, could result in their waiving the righappeal an order of the
District Court adopting the recommendatioi®ee id. at 12 No objection to the &R has been
timely filed, and the time to file such an objection k@ssedsee Local Civil Rule 72.3(b), and
thus,anyobjections are deemed waivefee, e.g., Thomasv. Arn, 474 U.S. 140, 14%5 (1985).

The Court, upon independent consideration of the pending motions agwtiteerecord

herein, concurs with theecommendations made in tR&R. Accordingly it is hereby

! The District initially contested an additior879.62 in overbillingesulting from a discrepancy in the hourly rate
thatthe plaintiffs’ attorney applied for entries between January 2014 ap®81at,R&R.at 1 n.1, 10. In their
response, the gintiffs conceded andgreed to redudheir request for fees to $45,272.14. a 10.
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ORDERED that the Repdrand Recommendation, ECF No., i8ADOPTED in full;
and it is further

ORDERED that, for the reasons stated in the Report and Recommendation, the
Plaintiffs Motion for Summary Judgment, ECF No.,A9GRANTED; andit is further

ORDERED that, for the reasons stated in the Report and Recommendation, the
Defendant’s CrosMotion for Summaryuddgment, ECF Nal2, is DENIED; and it is further

ORDERED that, for the reasons stated in the Report and Recommendation, the
defendanpay the plaintiffs’attorneys’ fees in the amount of%272.7 70y Septembed 6, 2015,
unless the parties reach an alternativgually agreeable date.

SO ORDERED.

Digitally signed by Hon. Beryl A.
Howell, United States District Court

Date:August 18 2015
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BERYL A. HOWELL
United States District Judge




