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ENSLEY BRANCH, N.A.A.C.P., et ai. 
Plail'ltiffs; 

-vs.-

GEORGE G. SEmELS, et aI., 
Defendants. 

JOHN W. MARTIN., et al. 
Plaintiffs; 

-vs.-

JEFFERSON COUNTY PERS. BOARD, 
Defendant. 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA., et ai. 
Plaintiffs; 

-vs.-

JEFFERSON COUNTY, et aI., 
Defendants. 

JAMES A. BENNETT., et ai. 
Plaintiffs; 

-vs.-

ruCHARD ARruNGTON, et aI., 
Defendants. 
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WILLIAM L. GARNER. 
Plaintiff; 

-vs.-

crTY OF BIRMINGHAM, et aI., 
Defendants. 

BIRMINGHAM ASS'N OF CITY EMPLOYEES, 

Plaintiffs; 

-vs.-

RICHARD ARRINGTON, JR .. , et aI., 
Defendants. 

ROBERT K. WILKS., et al. 
Plaintiffs; 

-vs.-

-- RICHARD ARRllN'GTON, JR .. , et aI., 
Defendants. 

JOHNNY HOWARD., et al. 
Plaintiff; 

-vs.-

crTY OF BIRMINGHAM, et aI., 
Defendants. 

RICHARD L. RICE. 
Plaintiff; 

-vs.-

CITY OF BIRMINGHAM, et aI., 
Defendants. 
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Having heard from the parties, it is ordered as foHows: 

1. All pendins motions in the above-styled causes are hereby deemed moot, and without 
prejudice to re-presentation in appmpriate cases as indiJcated in this order. 

2. Each of the above-styled causes is severed from any other case with which it may have 
previously been consolidated. 

. . 3. Each of the above-styled causes is acdministratively closed without prejudice and without 
taxation of costs. -Any relief granted Qf inj1l!l!1ilctions previ01lls1y eNlIered aNd strl1etifective in these cases (or 
in CV84-9(3) l'emaiD in ,effect as thejuEligmeDt oHhis court, and tHe -court I'etams jurisdiction to conaider and 
act llpon any pendill'g or subsequendy-filles rnoti0ns or oilier req1llests for eNforcement of, or relief from or 
mocli~ftcati.on 0f, such orders or injwrctions. This @lider·soes Not vacate .any pl'eviol!lsly-entered order in any 
of these cases or in CV84-903 dete:rmiDlingthat claims or defenses sh01:lld be mamtained on beHalf of a class 
of plaintiffs, defendants, or intervenors. 

4. Any unresolved previo\!ls~ly-pend,jflg crlaims for individual relief in these cases based on 
claims of "reverse discrimination" may be plieserved by filing, witlliN 60 days, an ap},>ropriate dam as an 
iNterveNor in CV 84-903. 

5. Recognizing the possibility that the administrative closing of these cases might 
unintentiona,uy adversely affect of the rights' of some p1laintiff or class member, the court reserves tHe power, 
on motion filed withiN 6Q days, to set asiae amd vaeate, iN whole or iN part, the closing of these cases without 
any requirement to show" good cause". 

6. Recognizing that documents filed in the above-styled causes might become relevant in 
considering further issues in CV84-903 or in considering post-judgment issues in the above-styled causes, 
the Court diFects that, until further order, the Clerk's Office retain locally the files in these cases ratlher than 
sending them to the court's archive file 10cation. 

This the n~ay of January, 1999. 

United S1!ates District .Judge 


	./275cv/006/66/document_00653/00653001.tif
	./275cv/006/66/document_00653/00653002.tif
	./275cv/006/66/document_00653/00653003.tif

