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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA 
 

 
Stephen Louis Rudisill, 
 

Plaintiff, 
 
v.  
 
Charles Ryan, et al., 
 

Defendants.

No. CV-13-01149-TUC-CKJ
 
ORDER 
 

 

 On December 22, 2015, the parties filed their Stipulation for Payment of Monetary 

Damages (Doc. 114-1), and on February 5, 2016, they filed their Amended Stipulation 

for Order (Doc. 119)1; collectively the “Stipulations.” Based on the parties’ Stipulations 

and the entire record in this case, including the hearing before the Court on February 1, 

2016, the Court hereby finds that the relief set forth therein is narrowly drawn, extends no 

further than necessary to correct the violations of the Federal right, and is the least 

intrusive means necessary to correct the violations of the Federal right of the Plaintiff. 

The Court therefore approves the Stipulations as of the date set forth below, and hereby 

incorporates by reference their terms in all respects as part of this Order. 

 At the Court’s request, Plaintiff’s attorneys provided information regarding the 

award of attorneys’ fees.  The Court also finds the award of attorneys’ fees and costs to 

                                              
1 The Court denies the Stipulation for Order filed December 22, 2015 (Doc. 114) 

in favor of the Amended Stipulation for Order filed February 5, 2016 (Doc. 119).  This 
Order resolves all pending stipulations 
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Plaintiff’s counsel in the amount of $195,000 as set forth in the Stipulation (Doc. 119) to 

be reasonable and appropriate. 

 The Court shall retain the power to enforce the Stipulations through all remedies 

provided by law, except that the Court shall not have the authority to order Defendants to 

construct a new prison or to hire a specific number or type of staff unless Defendants 

propose to do so as part of a plan to remedy a failure to comply with any provision of the 

Stipulations. 

 The Clerk of Court is directed to close this case. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

 Dated this 5th day of February, 2016. 
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