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Opinion

ORDER GRANTING IN PART AND DENYING IN PART
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION.

The Court has reviewed the plaintiff's motion for
reconsideration filed on February 1, 1999, and the authorities
cited therein. The Court grants in part and denies in part
plaintiff's motion.

With regard to the Los Angeles County Superior and
Municipal Courts, the Ninth Circuit has explicitly held that
these agencies are arms of the state of California. Franceschi
v. Schwartz, 57 F.3d 828, 831 (9th Cir. 1995); Greater Los
Angeles Council on Deafness v. Zolin 812 F.2d 1103, 1110
(9th Cir. 1987). As such, the Ninth Circuit has held that these
agencies may not be sued for either damages or injunctive
relief under § 1983. This Court is bound by this authority.
Therefore, the Court denies the plaintiff's motion for
reconsideration on the issue of injunctive relief against these
agencies.

With regard to Judge Comparet-Cassani, the Court finds that
Judge Comparet-Cassani is immune [*2] from damages and
injunctive relief in both her individual capacity and her
official capacity. This is based on judicial immunity and
Judge Comparet-Cassani's recusal as stated in the order. (See
Order Parts I-C-2; II-B-3.)

Finally, with regard to the Los Angeles County Sheriff, the
Court finds that the sheriff does not have Eleventh
Amendment immunity for injunctive relief in his official
capacity.

The Court will issue an amended order.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated: February 3, 1999

DEAN D. PREGERSON

United States District Judge



