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O R D E R  E N TE R IN G  "F IN AL  O R D E R  AI\ID  R []LE  54 (B )
C E R TIF IC ATIO N ' N U N C  PR  O  TU N C

C omes now the C ourt on this 15e day of May, 2014 to file the "F inal O rder
and R ule 54(b) C ertification" nunc pro tunc.

O n May 9,20L4, this C ourt filed an o'O rder G ranting S ummary Judgment in
Favor of the Plaintiffs and F inding Act 144 of 1997 and Amendment 83
U nconstitutional." D efendants filed their Motion for Immediate S tay on May 9,
2014 and appealed this matter to our S tate's S upreme C ourt the next day, a non-
business day, on May 10, 20L4. The latter frling had the effect of removing the
case from this C ourt's jurisdiction prior to ruling on the motion for stay and
without certification pursuant to Arkansas R ules of C ivil Procedure 54(b). R ule
2(a)(1) of the Ark. R . Appellate Procedure provides that an appeal may be taken
only from final judgment. It was argued above that the C ourt's May 9tr O rder was
not yet final. The Arkansas S upreme C ourt agreed, dismissed the appeal as
premature and returned the matter to this C ourt's jurisdiction for further
adjudication

R eference to the specific citation of Act 146 of 1997 (codified at Ark. C ode
Ann. $ 9-11-208) and the P laintifPs request for injunctive relief were inadvertently
omitted as clerical error in this C ourt's "O rder G ranting S ummary Judgment in
Favor of the Plaintiffs and F inding Act 144 of 1997 and Amendment 83
U nconstitutional."
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The inadvertence of the court's omission is evidenced by the first part of the
May 9e order's title which states that it grants the P laintiffs' Motion forS ummary
Judgment and is further apparent from the court's analysis that it finds identical
prohibitions in the law which deny such rights referenced therein unconstitutional.

A  final order was entered to reflect the original intent of the C ourt's May 9,
2014 O rder and to clariff and protect the rights and interests of all who reasonably
relied upon and/or acted in accordance with the letter, sprit and/or intent of this
C ourt's May 9,2014 O rder and to further serve the interest ofjustice in this matter.

It is for these retmons that the C ourt's "F inal O rder and R ule 54(b)
C ertification" is entered nunc pro tunc to May 9,2014.

IT  IS  S O  O R D E R E D  this 15th day of May,20l4.
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