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THOMAS, Judge. 

C a r o l y n W i l l i a m s was employed as a l i c e n s e d p r a c t i c a l 

nurse by V a l l e y View H e a l t h and R e h a b i l i t a t i o n , LLC. On 

September 20, 2005, W i l l i a m s a l l e g e d l y s u f f e r e d an i n j u r y i n 

the l i n e and scope o f her employment as a r e s u l t o f her 
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exposure t o c h e m i c a l fumes. I n June 2007, W i l l i a m s sued 

V a l l e y View, s e e k i n g an award of w o r k e r s ' compensation 

b e n e f i t s . On J u l y 22, 2008, V a l l e y View moved the t r i a l c o u r t 

f o r a summary judgment, a r g u i n g t h a t W i l l i a m s ' s i l l n e s s d i d 

not a r i s e out of and i n the scope of her employment. On 

September 2, 2008, W i l l i a m s responded t o V a l l e y View's motion. 

On September 8, 2008, the t r i a l c o u r t e n t e r e d a summary 

judgment i n f a v o r of V a l l e y View. On October 6, 2008, 

W i l l i a m s moved the t r i a l c o u r t t o r e c o n s i d e r i t s e n t r y of 

summary judgment o r , i n the a l t e r n a t i v e , t o a l l o w her t o amend 

her c o m p l a i n t . On January 5, 2009, W i l l i a m s ' s postjudgment 

motion was d e n i e d by o p e r a t i o n of law. See Rule 59.1, A l a . R. 

C i v . P. 1 W i l l i a m s t i m e l y a p p e a l e d t o t h i s c o u r t . 

The t r i a l c o u r t ' s summary judgment i n t h i s case c o n s i s t e d 

o n l y of an e n t r y of the judgment i n the S t a t e J u d i c i a l 

I n f o r m a t i o n System. 

1 R u l e 59.1 p r o v i d e s t h a t a postjudgment motion t h a t i s not 
r u l e d on by the c o u r t w i t h i n 90 days i s deemed d e n i e d a t the 
e x p i r a t i o n of the 90-day p e r i o d . The 90th day f o l l o w i n g 
W i l l i a m s ' s f i l i n g of her postjudgment motion on October 6, 
2008, was Sunday, January 4, 2009. T h e r e f o r e , W i l l i a m s ' s 
postjudgment motion was deemed d e n i e d on Monday January 4, 
2009. See F i r s t Alabama S t a t e Bank v. McGowan, 758 So. 2d 1116 
(A l a . C i v . App. 2000), and R i c h b u r g v. Cromwell, 428 So. 2d 
621 ( A l a . 1983). 
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"T h i s c o u r t has l o n g r e q u i r e d summary-judgment 
o r d e r s i n workers' compensation cases t o comply w i t h 
A l a . Code 1975, § 25-5-88, which r e q u i r e s w r i t t e n 
f i n d i n g s of f a c t and c o n c l u s i o n s of law i n workers' 
compensation judgments. N e l s o n v. D o l l a r Gen. Corp., 
900 So. 2d 1248, 1248 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2004); 
S h e f f i e l d v. Choctaw Transp., I n c . , 891 So. 2d 344, 
345 ( A l a . C i v . App. 2004); C a s t e e l ex r e l . Johnson  
v. Wal-Mart S t o r e s , I n c . , 828 So. 2d 331, 332 ( A l a . 
C i v . App. 2002); C a r r v. Added Dimensions No. 72  
Brookwood, I n c . , 772 So. 2d 473, 475 ( A l a . C i v . App. 
2000); and F a r r i s v. S t . V i n c e n t ' s Hosp., 624 So. 2d 
183, 185 ( A l a . C i v . App. 1993)." 

G r i f f i n v. Prime H e a l t h c a r e Corp., 3 So. 3d 892, 893-94 ( A l a . 

C i v . App. 2008). The summary-judgment o r d e r i n t h i s case does 

not c o n t a i n any f i n d i n g s of f a c t s or c o n c l u s i o n s of law as 

r e q u i r e d by § 25-5-88, A l a . Code 1975. T h e r e f o r e , we r e v e r s e 

the judgment and remand the cause f o r the e n t r y of a judgment 

t h a t c o m p l i e s w i t h § 25-5-88. 

REVERSED AND REMANDED WITH INSTRUCTIONS. 

Thompson, P.J., and P i t t m a n , Bryan, and Moore, J J . , 

concur. 
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