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 The other employees include Ron Turner, Margaret Doucet, Ken Vidrine, and Barbara1

Thomas.
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GREMILLION, Judge.

This appeal is consolidated with Carron v. City of Opelousas, 07-506

(La.App. 3 Cir. _/_/_), ___So.2d ___.   In the instant case, City of Opelousas v.

Opelousas Municipal Civil Service Commission, Frances Carron, Ron Turner,

Margaret Doucet, Ken Vidrine, and Barbara Thomas, the City of Opelousas filed a

Petition for issuance of temporary restraining order, preliminary and permanent

injunction, and for declaratory judgment.  The City requested that a TRO be ordered

to halt the scheduled hearing of the Opelousas Civil Service Commission regarding

Carron’s appeal.  The trial court denied the TRO and the Commission convened and

reinstated Carron’s employment.  Carron and other city employees filed exceptions

of lack of subject matter jurisdiction, no cause of action, and res judicata urging that

the District Court did not have jurisdiction to proceed regarding the declaratory

judgment, and preliminary and permanent injunctions.   The trial granted the1

defendants’ exceptions because it found that it did not have jurisdiction over the

matter.  The City now appeals.

This day we have rendered a decision in the Carron case.  Based on that

decision, for the reasons set forth therein, we reverse the trial court and remand for

proceedings consistent with that decision.

REVERSED AND REMANDED.
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