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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

SAN FRANCISCO DIVISION

CALIFORNIA ALLIANCE OF CHILD AND
FAMILY SERVICES,

Plaintiff,
V.

CLIFF ALLENBY, Interim Director of the
California Department of Social Services, in his
official capacity; MARY AULT, Deputy Director
of the Children and Family Services Division of
the California Department of Social Services, in
her official capacity,

Defendants.

No. C 06-4095 MHP

PLAINTIFF CALIFORNIA
ALLIANCE OF CHILD AND
FAMILY SERVICES’S MOTION
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

Date: August 27, 2007

Time: 2:00 p.m.
Place: Ctrm. 15, 18th Floor
Judge: The Hon. Marilyn H. Patel
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NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

TO ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT on August 27, 2007 at 2:00 p.m. or as soon thereafter
as the matter may be heard, in the Courtroom of the Honorable Marilyn H. Patel, located at
Courtroom 15 of the United States District Court, Northern District of California, 450 Golden
Gate Ave., San Francisco, CA 94102, plaintiff California Alliance of Child and Family Services
(the “Alliance™) will, and hereby does, move this Court for an Order that the State of California’s
Rate Classification Level system violates the federal Child Welfare Act, on the grounds that
there are no genuine issues of material fact in dispute, and, therefore, the Alliance is entitled to
Judgment as a matter of law.

This motion is made on the ground that there is no triable issue of material fact. This
motion is based on this Notice of Motion and Motion, the accompanying Points and Authon'ties,l
the Parties’ Joint Statement of Undisputed Facts, and all other papers filed in this action and oral

testimony or other information introduced at the hearing on this motion.

DATED: July 16, 2007 Bingham McCutchen LLP

By: /s/
William F. Abrams
Attorneys for Plaintiff
CALIFORNIA ALLIANCE OF CHILD AND
FAMILY SERVICES

Pursuant to General Order No. 45, Section X, I attest that concurrence in the filing of this

document has been obtained from Mr. Abrams.
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