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The Arkansas laws are applicable to this case. These laws allow petitioners to recover damage in case an individual extends sexual advances towards them and upon refusal to accept the individual is punished. The constitutional provision on presidential immunity which protects the executive branch of the government can violate separation of powers and promote judicial interference. According to the United States constitution, a president enjoys some temporary immunity against civil litigations that could lead to damages in case such wrongs were committed before the president took office.
 The law protects the president from such civil wrongs as they would prevent the president from performing his presidential roles without feat that certain decisions  could lead to personal liability as seen in the Nixon v. Fitzgerald, 457 U.S. 731, 749, 752, and n. 32, 102 S.Ct. 2690, 2701, 2702, and n. 32, 73 L.Ed.2d 349.  The presidential immunity is however constrained as the immunity is determined based on the nature of offense committed and not the official capacity and identity of the person committing the offense as clearly stated in the  Forrester v. White, 484 U.S. 219, 229, 108 S.Ct. 538, 545, 98 L.Ed.2d 555.
The court ruled that even a sitting president of the United States does not enjoy presidential immunity from lawsuits arising from civil cases. The court also held that the president’s private activities are not related to his public presidential actions as provided for in the United States constitution. Additionally, the doctrine of separation of powers does not warrant federal courts to use private activities of the president before assuming office to be used against the sitting president until he has left office. The doctrine of separation of powers should be used to allocate the official power appropriately among the branches of the government. Jones thus won the case.
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