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STATE OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE 30TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

COUNTY OF INGHAM 
 
REP. RICHARD HAMMEL; REP. KATE SEGAL; 
REP. MARK MEADOWS; REP. WOODROW 
STANLEY; REP. STEVEN LINDBERG; and REP. 
JEFF IRWIN, in their individual and officials 
capacities as members of the State House of 
Representatives, 
 

Plaintiffs, 
Case No. 12-315-CZ 

vs. 
                          Hon. Clinton Canady, III 

  
SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES, JAMES “JASE” BOLGER; 
SPEAKER PRO TEM OF THE HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES, JOHN WALSH; and 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES MAJORITY 
FLOOR LEADER, JIM STAMAS, in their official 
capacities; and THE MICHIGAN HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES, 
 

Defendants. 
 
____________________________________________________________/ 
 

 
EX PARTE TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

 
At a session of said Court, held in the Circuit Court 

for the County of Ingham, State of Michigan  
on this ______ day of March, 2012. 

 
PRESENT:  The Honorable _____________ 

Circuit Court Judge 
 

Upon the filing and reading of Plaintiffs’ Verified Complaint and accompanying emergency 

motion for declaratory relief, preliminary injunctive relief, and mandamus relief, and because it appears 

that Plaintiffs will not have an adequate remedy at law for its harm and injuries, which appear to be 

immediate and irreparable in that their votes as Legislators in the Michigan House of Representatives on 
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whether laws passed should take “immediate effect” under Article 4, § 27 are not actually being counted 

or recorded in the House Journal, but laws are nonetheless being passed with “immediate effect” without 

the requisite two-thirds vote under Article 4, § 27 and Defendants persistently ignore Plaintiffs’ 

demands under Article 4, § 18 for a record roll call vote on whether laws passed should take “immediate 

effect,” as alleged in the Verified Complaint; and the Court having, inter alia: 

(1) reviewed Plaintiffs’ Verified Complaint, accompanying Motion, and the certification 

filed by Plaintiffs’ counsel; 

(2) determined that the requirements of MCR 3.310(B) have been met; and  

(3) determined that a temporary restraining order should be entered;  

 and the Court being otherwise fully informed in the premises;  

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AS FOLLOWS: 

a. Defendants are immediately enjoined from giving House Bills “immediate effect” under 

Article 4, § 27 of the Michigan Constitution by way of voice vote and gavel and without 

actually counting votes for and against “immediate effect” and recording them in the 

House Journal; 

b. the “immediate effect” given to HB 4246, HB 5063 is immediately enjoined;  

c. Defendants’ are immediately enjoined from ignoring Minority Members’ oral or written 

requests for a record roll call vote when it is supported by 1/5 of the Members under 

Article 4, § 18 of the Michigan Constitution;  
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d. no bond need be given by Plaintiffs because the entry of this Order will not result in 

injury to Defendants but shall maintain the status quo and prevent further unlawful 

conduct until this matter can be heard; and 

e. Defendants must appear before this Court on ____________, 2012, at __:__ _.m. before 

the Honorable _______________________ in the Ingham County Circuit Court, Ingham 

County, Michigan, to show cause why a preliminary injunction should not be issued. 

Issued on March 27, 2012, at ______ o’clock p.m. 

 

SO ORDERED. 

      ______________________________________ 
      Hon. ______________________ 
      Circuit Court Judge 

 
20,005,745.1\088888-03421  


