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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS 

WESTERN DIVISION 

CTNITED STATES OF AMERICA, x 
X: 

Plaintiff. 

* No. 4:04cv00389 SWW 
* 

)* 

PULASKl COUNTY, ARKANSAS, er al., * 
* 

Defendants. 1' 

ORDER 

The Uliited States of Amcrica brought this action in 2004 pursuant to Llie National \Jotel 

Registration Act of 1993 ("NVRA"), 42 U.S.C. 5 1973gg cl .seq.> and 28 V.S.C. 9 2201 all-ging 

violations of thc KVRA from the Pnlaski County defenda~its' votcr repistralion practices and 

procedures for elections for Federal office, A join1 riiotion for entry of Consent Order was :Filed 

si~nultancously \\'ill1 the cornplaint and tlie Consent Order was entered on April 20, 2004. 

Paragraph 25 ofthe Consent Order provides that "[t]lie Cou~t  shall rctain jurisdiction of ~l~i:; case 

to enter furrlier relief or such orders as niay he necessary 10 ensure compliance !villi tile X V M  

by the Defendal~ts," and that "[s]ubstar~lial cornplialice witli each tcrm of the Order sliall :fully 

satisfy the Consenl Ortler." Tlie Consent Order fil~ther provides that "[tlbc dislnissni of this case 

shall be conditioned up011 the courily's acliievi~ig substantial conipliancc with tlie entire Orccr 

and maintaining conipliauce tlirough the 2006 Fedc~.ol electio~l." 

Kow before the Cou~i  is an unopposed motion ol'llie defendants For 01-der of compli;~ncc 

2nd satisfactioli [doc.#lO]. Dcfelidants statc tliey Iiave substantially complied \h.ith each ol'tlie 

provisions of the Collse~il Order and maintained con~l)liance well beyolid tlie 2006 Fedel.al 
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election and note that no mot io~~s  have been filetl claiming noncompliance or asking tliis Court to 

enter further reliefor any other order sincc the casc was instituted in 2004. Dcl'cndants further 

note that the Unilcd States has been made aware of tlie motioti and, by letter dated Januoiy 6! 

2009, statcd that it does not oppose defendants' motion. 

Having considcrcd thc mattcr, and tl~ere being no opposition from [lie Unired Stale::, tlie 

Court finds that defendants have fully satisfied Llle Consent Order atid tlial this actio~i should be 

dismissed in accorda~ice with Paragraph 25 ofthe Consent Order. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED tllnt the unopposed motion orthe defei~daiits for o:rder of 

compliance and satisfaction [doc.#lO] be and it hercby is grantcd; this actioli is hereby dismissed 

in accordance wit11 Paragraph 25 of'tlie Consent Oldel-. 

Datcd this 7"' day of Jaiit~aly 2009. 

1- 

IJN171;,D STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 


