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DISABILITY RIGHTS CALIFORNIA %ENQORSEW

Barbara Dickey (CSB # 164047) FILE
Barbara.dickevidisabilitvrightca.org ALAMEDA COUNTY
Ellen S. Goldblatt (CSB # 79284) _

Dara Schur (CSB # 98638) APR 24 2009
William Leiner (CSB #255528) N

1330 Broadway, Suite 500 AL | Exec. OftiClerk
Oakland, CA 94612

Telephone:  (510) 267-1200
Facsimile: (510) 267-1201

DISABILITY RIGHTS CALIFORNIA
Sujatha Jagadeesh Branch (CSB # 166259)
Sujatha.branchiadisabilityrightsca.org
Jonathan Elson (CSB # 244793)

100 Howe Avenue, Suite 235N
Sacramento, CA 95825

Telephone:  (916) 488-9950
Facsimile: (916) 488-9960

Attorneys for Petitioners/Plaintiffs

[Additional counsel on following page]

SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF ALAMEDA

CAPITOL PEOPLE FIRST, et al., Case No.: 2002-038715

)
)

Plaintiffs/Petitioners, ) COMPLEX LITIGATION
)

VS. } CLASS ACTION
DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENTA RDER GRANTING
SERVICES (DDS), et al., ARTIES’ JOINT MOTION FOR FINAL

APPROVAL OF CLASS ACTION

Respondents/Defendants, SETTLEMENT

Date: April 24, 2009
Time: 2:00 p.m.
Dept: 20

ASSIGNED FOR ALL PURPOSES TO:
Judge: Hon. Robert B. Freedman

Complaint Filed Jan. 25, 2002
Trial Date Set: Vacated
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[Continued from previous page]

BINGHAM MCCUTCHEN LLP
William Bates (CSB #63317)
Chris O’Connor (CSB # 229576)
Jeanne Sheahan (CBS # 253875)
Christopher.oconnor@bingham.com

1900 University Avenue

East Palo Alto, CA 94303
Telephone:  (650) 849-4400
Facsimile: (650) 849-4800

DLAPIPER US LLP

Michael Schwartz (CSB #197010)
Michael.schwartz@dlapiper.com
Aaron Wainscoat (CSB #218339)
2000 University Avenue

East Palo Alto, California 94303-2214

Telephone:  (650) 833-2000
Facsimile: (650) 833-2001
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The Parties have submitted to the Court a Motion for Final Approval of the Settlement

Agreement in this matter. The Court preliminarily approved the Settlement Agreement by an

Order dated March 6, 2009. Notice was given to the class pursuant to the terms of that Order.

This Court has reviewed the papers filed in support of this Motion, including the

Settlement

Agreement, memoranda, declarations, and arguments submitted on behalf of the

parties. The Court has also considered the comments and objections submitted to the Court. The

Court held

a hearing on April 24, 2009, at which time the parties and all other interested persons

were alforded the opportunity to be heard in support of and in opposition to the proposed

settlement.

The Court, having fully considered the matter and good cause appearing, hereby

ORDERS, as follows:

1.

The Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this 1itigétion and over all parties
to this action.

‘The Court finally approves the settlement in accordance with the terms of the
Settlement Agreement and finds that the settlement is fair, reasonable, and adequate
in all respects.

The Court finds and concludes that the objections and comments to the Settlement
Agreement do not provide any basis for disproving the settlement.

The Court orders the parties to the Settlement Agreement to perform all their
obligations thereunder.,

The Court shall retain jurisdiction during the term of the Settlement Agreement.
Without affecting the finality of this Settlement Approval and Final Judgment in any
way, the Court retains jurisdiction over: (1) implementation and enforcement of the

Settlement Agreement pursuant to the terms of the Settlement Agreement and
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California Rule of Court 3.769; and (2) any other action necessary to conclude the
settlement.

6. Pursuant to Paragraph IV(C)(4) of the Settlement Agreement, all claims in the om 4t
51 6™ 7% and 9" Causes of Actions of the “Corrected Sixth Amended Petition for
Writ of Mandate (Code of Civ.Proc, Sec. 1085; Verified Complaint for Declaratory
and Injunctive Relief)” against Defendant California Department of Mental Health
are hereby dismissed Without Prejudice.

7. Plaintiffs’ request for dismissal of John Pineda, submitted on Judicial Counsel Form

CIV-100, Request for Dismissal, is granted.

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

' Bohert B, Freodman
Dated AWQ’W 2009

Judge Robert Freedman
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