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Again, some progress was made, but more work remained.  So on November 14, 2018, 

Plaintiffs filed the present motion seeking another extension, a corrective-action plan, or 
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should hire a full-time PhD-level clinical psychologist.  See, e.g., Monitor’s Report [140] at 9.  

Yet no one has demonstrated to the Court that the Constitution 
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Having reviewed the Third Amended Consent Decree, the Court is convinced that it is a 

step in the right direction.  It removes unnecessary yet time-consuming objectives and will give 

the County clear and obtainable guideposts to achieve substantial compliance and remedy the 

remaining constitutional issues.  While “prospective relief remains necessary to correct a current 

and ongoing violation of the Federal right,” the parties’ proposed plan “extends no further than 

necessary to correct” those violations, “is narrowly drawn,” and reflects the “least intrusive 

means to correct the violation.”  18 U.S.C. § 3626(b)(1)(3).   The Court will therefore approve 

the Third Amended Consent Decree and extend this matter until March 28, 2021.  Because the 

Court grants the corrective-action plan reflected in the Third Amended Consent Decree, it 

declines to address the Plaintiffs’ alternative request for an order of contempt. 

SO ORDERED AND ADJUDGED this the 3rd day of April, 2019. 

 
     s/ Daniel P. Jordan III      
     CHIEF UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 
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