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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Northern District of California granted the California
Department of Education’s motion to dismiss Morgan Hill Concerned Parents Association’s action for
lack of jurisdiction. The court held that the complaint failed to adequately allege associational standing
because it did not identify an injured member, and further concluded that the action was moot because
the children referenced in the complaint had largely aged out of the school system and the relevant
monitoring system had substantially changed. The dismissal was without prejudice.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE The district court granted the California Department of Education's
motion to dismiss and dismissed the case for lack of jurisdiction.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviewed the sufficiency of the complaint to determine
whether associational standing was adequately alleged and whether the
action remained justiciable. Because standing and mootness are
jurisdictional issues, the dismissal was for lack of subject-matter
jurisdiction.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the complaint adequately alleged associational standing by identifying at least one specific
member who suffered or would suffer harm.

2. Whether the narrow NAACP v. State of Alabama exception to identifying individual members applied.

3. Whether the action was moot because the identified children had aged out of the school system and the
challenged monitoring system had materially changed.

HOLDINGS

1. An association must make specific allegations identifying at least one member who has suffered or
would suffer harm; an exhibit describing unnamed children does not satisfy that requirement when the
complaint does not identify the children as members or identify their parents.

2. The exception allowing an association to avoid naming individual members did not apply because the
association and its members were not shown to be identical in every practical sense and the requested
relief would not necessarily affect every member's child.

3. The action was moot because nearly all of the seventeen children described in the exhibit had aged out
of the school system and the challenged monitoring system had substantially changed during the thirteen
years of federal-court oversight.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“To adequately allege associational standing, Morgan Hill Concerned Parents Association (MHCPA)
MHCPA must include in its complaint “specific allegations establishing that at least one identified member
had suffered or would suffer harm.””

“Because the case is dismissed for lack of jurisdiction, by definition the dismissal is without prejudice.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The complaint alleged that Morgan Hill Concerned Parents Association represented parents of children with
disabilities throughout California and sought injunctive relief requiring improved California Department of
Education policies under the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act. An exhibit described the experiences of
seventeen children with disabilities but did not identify them as members of the association or identify their
parents. By 2025, nearly all of those children had aged out of the school system, and the Department's
monitoring system had substantially changed under federal-court oversight in the Emma C. litigation.
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Morgan Hill Concerned Parents Association brought an action challenging California Department of Education
policies under the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act. The operative complaint was filed on April 23,
2012. The court concluded that the complaint failed to establish associational standing and that the action was
independently moot because the identified children had largely aged out of the school system and the challenged
monitoring system had materially changed. The action was dismissed without prejudice.
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