


federal injunction instructing them to do the opposite. Simply put, Chief Justice
Moore has advised Alabama probate judges to violate a federal court order.
On July 1, 2015, just days after the United States Supreme Court decided

Obergefell v. Hodges, 576 U.S. __, 135 S, Ct. 2584 (2015), Judge Granade issued

a supplemental Order making clear that her preliminary injunction against the

effect and binding. See Exhibit A. That preliminary injunction remains in effect
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2016, advising Alabama probate judges that they “have a ministerial duty not to
issue any marriage license contrary to the Alabama Sanctity of Marriage
Amendment or the Alabama Marriage Protection Act” and that the “existing orders

of the Alabama Supreme Court . ... remain in in full force and effect.” See Exhibit

C at4.

of Judicial Ethics. Canon 2(A) provides that “A judge should respect and comply
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EXHIBIT A
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IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE ELEVENTH CIRCUIT

- P -

No. 15-12508-CC

JAMES N. STRAWSER,
JOHN E. HUMPHREY,
ROBERT POVILAT,
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] that reanires Alabama nrobate iudees to issue marriage licenses to same-sex_couples._Judge

Russell argues that he was entitled to quasi-judicial immunity due to an order of the Alabama

v v 194 11 e '#ﬁﬂfg%"}'ﬁ—. Ii._"j‘____]ilr._srq_ I..-“ FE'-"-'
%—_




o Sapens LR AD2ERND m@ ’!ﬂwﬁﬂzﬂ’l.ﬁ,'_[;lmmm; 2 nf 2

po
- .
\
_ J
o
.
/
,
3




EXHIBIT C




ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER OF THE
CHIEF JUSTICE OF THE ALABAMA SUPREME COURT

WHEREAS, IN CONSIDERATION OF THE FOLLOW}ING:'

On March 3, 2015 the Alabama Supreme Court issued a
lengthy opinion upholding the constitutionality of Article I,
Section 36.03(b), Ala. Const. 1901 ("the Sanctity of Marriage
Amendment™), and Section 30-1-19(b), Ala. Code 1975 ("the
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states of Michigan, Kentucky, Ohio, and Tennessee, which fall
e ——within-the-jurisdiction-of-the-Sixth-Circuit Court of -Appeals+ -

e e i S I N el - S e e

come from Michigan, Kentucky, Ohio, and Tennessee,"
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On June 29 2015, three days after the issuance of the
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I am not at liberty to provide any guidance to Alabama
—-—- - — — - -probate- judges on--the-effect-of -Obergefell -on the -existing- - - |
' orders of the Alabama Supreme Court. That issue remains before |
the entire Court which gopidinues to deliberate on the matter,

Nevertheless, recent developments of potential relevance

since Obergefell may impact this issue. The United States

Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit recently ruled that
Obergefell did not directly invalidate the marriage laws of

states under its Jjurisdiction. While applying Obergefell as
precedent, the Eighth Circuit rejected -the Nebraska

. defendants' suggestion that Oberagefell mooted the case. The




reasoning of the United States Court of Appeals for the Eighth
-- - - Circuit, the United States District Court-for the District of
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Yeir the fact remains that the administration of Jdustice in the
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