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Paper 1 Rodriguez v. County of Los Angeles,

Facts

The plaintiff and appellant Freddy Rodriquez sued the defendant the City of Los Angeles and the County of Orange Green for false imprisonment by the Sheriff’s deputies and was held in custody for eleven days after a warrant of arrest was issued for another person. The plaintiff was stopped by the deputies on October 23, 2009, at 7.30 p.m. for talking while on his phone and after providing his registration details he was arrested based on an outstanding warrant for Rodriquez Alfredo Ramos issued 20 years prior despite the officers having his credentials which stated that he was Freddy Pantoja Rodriquez (Rodriguez v. County of Los Angeles, 2013). The plaintiff was then taken to the Los Angeles County jail and finally to the Orange County Jail where his case was heard and later released. The judgment in favor of the defendant Orange County was reversed with the plaintiff Rodriquez being entitled to recover the cost of the appeal.

Issues

Did the Los Angeles County Jail and the Orange County Jail falsely imprison the plaintiff?

Holding

Yes, the Los Angeles County Jail and the Orange County errored in their imprisonment of the plaintiff with clear evidence that the benched warrant was not for the arrest of the plaintiff.

Rationale

The court concluded that under the Government Code Section 815.2 the rights of the plaintiff were deprived by the sheriff’s deputy and the jails through wrongful imprisonment. The court noted that under the 42 U.S. Code § 1983 the defendants had errored by wrongfully holding the plaintiff despite evidence to show the contrary. The plaintiff provided evidence to support vicarious liability suit for the county defendants noting that the public employers are responsible for the tort of false imprisonment based on the case of Scannel versus County Riverside (1984).
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