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SUMMARY:
Petitioner is entitled to a writ of prohibition because respondent trial judge issued a nunc pro tunc entry after she had recused herself from the case, and therefore, at a time when she patently and unambiguously lacked jurisdiction over the case. [But see DISSENT: the issuance of a writ of prohibition is unwarranted because respondent did not patently and unambiguously lack subject-matter jurisdiction over the case, the issuance of the nunc pro tunc entry was not unauthorized by law, and petitioner has an adequate remedy at law.]
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OPINION by CROUSE, J.; BERGERON, J., CONCURS and MYERS, P.J., DISSENTS.

