(4

Filed in The District Court
Travis County, Texas
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AHMAD ZAATARI, MARWA
ZAATARI, JENNIFER GIBSON
HEBERT, JOSEPH “MIKE” HEBERT,
LINDSAY REDWINE, RAS REDWINE
VI, AND TIM KLITCH,

Plaintiffs,

&

STATE OF TEXAS,
Intervenor,

TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS

CITY OF AUSTIN, TEXAS AND

STEVE ADLER, MAYOR

OF THE CITY OF AUSTIN,
Defendants.
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539 JUDICIAL DISTRICT

ORDER ON PLAINTIFFS’ AND TEXAS’ MOTIONS FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT
AND THE CITY’S PLEA TO THE JURISIDICTION AND NO EVIDENCE MOTION
FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT

BE IT REMEMBERED that on this day, the Court considered Plaintiffs’ and Texas’s
Motions for Summary Judgment (“Plaintiffs’ and Intervenor’s Motions”) and Defendants’ Pleas
fo the Jurisdiction and No Evidence Motion for Summary Judgment (thé “City’s Motions”).
After considering the pleadings, the applicable law, the arguments of counsel, and the evidence

on file, the Court is of the opinion that the motions should be granted, as follows:

1. Plaintiffs’ Motion for Summary Judgment is Glh’cN-"FE-B

2. State of Texas Texas’s Motion for Summary Judgment is ENIED y\k
3. The City’s Plea to the Jurisdiction against Plaintiffs is ENIE I \

4. The City’s Plea to the Jurisdiction against Texas is GRANTED
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5. The City’s No Evidgm\fe Motion for Summary Judgment iD-EN-I-ED.

So ordered on this Z_\ day of November, 2017

PRESIDING JUDG
T SN
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