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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Eastern District of California granted the parties’ stipulation
for attorneys’ fees under the Equal Access to Justice Act. The court awarded Plaintiff Tamara Reece
$5,995.15 after finding that she was a prevailing party based on the prior remand for further
proceedings.
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DISPOSITION approved

PROCEDURAL POSTURE After granting Plaintiff's motion for summary judgment in part and
remanding the Social Security matter for further proceedings, the court
considered the parties' stipulation for attorneys' fees under the Equal
Access to Justice Act.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court determined whether Plaintiff qualified as a prevailing party
under the EAJA, whether the government's position was substantially
justified, and whether the stipulated fee was reasonable.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished district court order; precedential status not stated.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Plaintiff was a prevailing party entitled to attorneys' fees under the Equal Access to Justice Act
after obtaining a remand for further proceedings.

2. Whether the stipulated EAJA fee award of $5,995.15 was reasonable.

3. Whether the EAJA award should be made to Plaintiff rather than directly to Plaintiff's counsel.

HOLDINGS

1. A claimant who obtains a remand for further proceedings without the court retaining jurisdiction is a
prevailing party for purposes of the EAJA.

2. The stipulated award of $5,995.15 was a reasonable EAJA fee.

3. The EAJA award must be made to Plaintiff, although payment may be made in the name of Plaintiff's
attorney if the government determines that Plaintiff owes no qualifying federal debt.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The EAJA award must be made by this Court to Plaintiff, and not to counsel.” (at 3)

“Therefore, the Court will award Plaintiff EAJA attorneys’ fees in the full amount of $5,995.15.” (at 3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Plaintiff sought judicial review of a Social Security matter and obtained a remand for further proceedings after
partially prevailing on summary judgment. The case involved an administrative record exceeding 500 pages, and
Plaintiff's counsel prepared a motion for summary judgment and a reply brief. The parties stipulated to an EAJA
fee award of $5,995.15.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Plaintiff commenced the Social Security action on October 30, 2023. On July 28, 2025, the court granted
Plaintiff's motion for summary judgment in part and remanded for further proceedings without retaining
jurisdiction. The parties then filed a stipulation for EAJA fees, which the court granted.
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