
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ALABAMA 

NORTHEASTERN DIVISION 
 
 
JOHN DOE, a minor who sues by 
and through his guardian and next 
friend, Mary Doe, 

 
Plaintiff, 
 

v. 
 
HUNTSVILLE CITY SCHOOLS 
BOARD OF EDUCATION, et al., 
 

Defendants. 
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Case No.: 5:21-cv-00110-MHH  
 

   
ORDER ON PRO AMI SETTLEMENT 

 This matter is before the Court on the parties’ joint motion to approve their 

settlement agreement.  (Doc. 43).  On June 8, 2022, the Court held a hearing on the 

motion.  The minor child and Mary Doe, the minor child’s mother and next friend, 

appeared at the hearing.  Rebekah McKinney of Watson McKinney, LLP, who the 

Court appointed as the guardian ad litem to protect the interests of the minor child, 

also appeared at the hearing. 

 Having spoken with and observed the minor child; having received a report 

from the guardian ad litem that describes the settlement as fair, just, reasonable, and 
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in the best interest of the minor child; and having considered the nature of the 

incident and the injuries at issue in this case, the Court finds as follows: 

 1. In late 2016, the minor child sustained injuries as a result of several 

bullying incidents that occurred at Mountain Gap Elementary School.  Mary Doe, as 

mother and next friend of the minor child, filed suit against the Huntsville City 

Schools Board of Education, Sharissa Cagle-Bailey, Robert Person, Heather 

Bardwell, Belissa Howard, and Leslie Zurowski.  (Doc. 1, p. 1).  Mary Doe alleged 

violations of the Americans with Disabilities Act, (Doc. 1, pp. 9-10), the Fourteenth 

Amendment to the United States Constitution, (Doc. 1, pp. 10-11), and Title IX, 

(Doc. 1, pp. 11-13).  Ms. Doe also asserted state law claims for negligence; 

recklessness/wantonness; negligent/reckless/wanton hiring, training, retention, and 

supervision; and outrage, (Doc. 1, pp. 13-15). 

 2. John Doe is a minor child who is properly represented by Mary Doe, 

her mother and next friend.   

 3. There exist disputed questions as to whether any or all of the defendants 

are liable to the plaintiff for his injuries and whether liability could be established 

against any or all of the defendants. 

 4. The Court is satisfied that Mary Doe understands the issues concerning 

the defendants’ potential liability and approves the settlement. 
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 5. The defendants have agreed to pay Two Hundred and Fifty Thousand 

Dollars and 00/100 ($250,000) to settle the claims of minor plaintiff John Doe. 

 6. The gross amount of Two Hundred and Fifty Thousand Dollars and 

00/100 ($250,000) is to be paid to Cory Watson, PC.  Plaintiff’s counsel will disburse 

the settlement monies as follows: 

a. The sum of One Hundred Thousand Dollars and 00/100 

($100,000.00) to be paid in attorney fees to Cory Watson, PC. 

b. The sum of Nineteen Thousand Two Hundred and Forty Dollars 

and 75/100 ($19,240.75) to be paid in case expenses to Cory 

Watson, P.C. 

c. The sum of Three Thousand Nine Hundred and Thirty-Seven 

Dollars and 36/100 ($3,937.36) to be paid to Equian, pursuant 

to a medical subrogation claim. 

d. The sum of Two Thousand Four Hundred and Eighteen Dollars 

and 27/100 ($2,418.27) to be paid to Mary Doe and her attorneys 

to cover medical expenses incurred by John Doe. 

e. After reduction of the above listed items, the net recovery to 

minor plaintiff John Doe totals One Hundred and Twenty-Four 

Thousand Four Hundred and Three Dollars and 62/100 

($124,403.62). 
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f. The funds set out in 6(e) above shall be disbursed as follows: 

a. The sum of Ten Thousand dollars and 00/100 

($10,000.00) for the creation of a UTMA account for the 

benefit of John Doe. 

b. The sum of One Hundred and Fourteen Thousand Four 

Hundred and Three Dollars and 62/100 ($114,403.62) to 

a conservatorship estate for the benefit of John Doe. 

 7. Upon disbursement of these settlement monies, Plaintiff’s counsel shall 

file a Notice of Compliance with this Court. 

 8. The Court is satisfied this settlement is just, fair, reasonable, and in the 

best interests of the minor child.  

 Accordingly, the Court approves the pro ami settlement and enters judgment 

in favor of John Doe.  This judgment constitutes a conclusive and final determination 

of all issues raised in John Doe’s complaint and other pleadings in this matter, and 

the satisfaction of this judgment shall discharge all defendants from all liability in 

this case.  The Court directs the Clerk of Court to please close the file.1 

DONE and ORDERED this June 30, 2022. 
 
 

      _________________________________ 
      MADELINE HUGHES HAIKALA 
      UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 

 
1 The Court denies the plaintiff’s motion to reconsider as moot.  (Doc. 33). 
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