STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA |
* IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

e e

COUNTY OF RICHLAND

Joseph S. Azar, Frank J. Cumberland, Jr.,

) .Civil Action No. 2011-CP-40-6705
and Michael A. Letts, Individually and as ) ' : :
Class Representatives, )

) o _

Plaintiffs, % T2 =

vs. ) CC_Z I

City of Columbia, ) Qo Mo
. ) o = (g

Defendant. ) U’{;g © =
) = NS .

™

ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION
ThJS matter came before the Court for a hearing on Plalntlffs Motion for
Reconsideration of the Order Denying Class Certlﬁcatlon At the hearing on the Motion,
Plaintiffs’ counsel 1nd1cated that the Plaintiffs are seeking class certlﬁcatlon only with
reSpect to. the- cla1m for injunctive relief alleged in the Second Amended Complaint.
However havmg reviewed the motion, the relevant pleadings, and the brlefs submltted

by the partles the Court finds that class cemﬁcauon is not appropriate in this case
As stated m the Order Denying Class Certification, -a class should only be -
‘ cemﬁed it there is a need for the complexmes and extra costs assomated w1th class SU.I[S
See Craft V. Memphzs nght Gas and WaLEI DZ'WStOIt, 534 F 2d ‘84 (6th \,1r 1076) 3
" United Farmworkers ofFlorzda Housmg Pr0]ect Iné. V. Czty ofDleay Beach 493 F 2d )
- 799 812 (Sth C1r 1974) The courts in the citéd cases concluded that class cert1ﬁcat1on
‘was “UNNecessary- because any 1nJunct1ve rel1ef entered 1n the. 1nd1v1dual_-act10n of the'

named plalnttffs would inure to the benef' t of other snnllarly 51tuated 1nd1v1duals The

same 51tuat1on appears to exist in this case That is, lf the Pla1nt1ffs prevall in tnetr cause



!

of action for injunctive relief against the City of Columbia, tﬁe relief entered in this
action will inure to the benefit of other similarly situated individuals.

. Based on the foregoing, class certification is both unnecessary and inappropriate
in this case. If it is ultimately determined that the relief sought by Plaintiffs in this case-
should: be granfed, the Court may presume the good faith of governmient officials to
réspect such a ruling without the necessity of making this a class action_. Accordingly, |

Plaintiffs’ Motion for Reconsideration is DENIED.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

T {Exest Kinard, Jr. &~

Presiding Judge

Fifth Judicial Circuit
September Zﬂ-, 2012

Camden, South Carolina




