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MOTION AND PROCEDURAL RULINGS

2010-0330. State ex rel. Gaylor, Inc. v. Goodenow.
In Mandamus and Prohibition. This cause originated in this court on the filing of a
complaint for writs of mandamus and prohibition. Upon consideration of
respondents' motion to require relator to give a bond and emergency motion for
expedited briefing schedule,

It is ordered by the court that the motions are denied.

Pfeifer, J., dissents and would grant the motions.

Cupp, J., would defer ruling on the motion for bond until relator files a
response and would direct the parties to submit a proposed expedited briefing
schedule.

2010-0367. State ex rel. LetOhioVote.org v. Brunner.

In Prohibition. This cause originated in this court on the filing of a complaint for a
writ of prohibition. Upon consideration of relators' motion for protective order,
and the motion for protective order and for sanctions of New Models,

It is ordered by the court that the motions for protective order are granted,
and the motion for sanctions will be considered at the time of the merits
determination.

Pfeifer, J., dissents and would deny the motions for protective order.

2010-0415. State ex rel. New Models v. Brunner.

In Prohibition. This cause originated in this court on the filing of a complaint for a
writ of prohibition. Upon consideration of relators’ motion for protective order and
for sanctions, and the motion for protective order of LetOhioVote.org,



It is ordered by the court that the motions for protective order are granted,
and the motion for sanctions will be considered at the time of the merits
determination.

Pfeifer, J., dissents and would deny the motions for protective order.

2010-0421. State ex rel. Cummings v. Brunner.

In Prohibition. This cause originated in this court on the filing of a complaint for a
writ of prohibition. Upon consideration of New Models' motions for protective
order and for sanctions, and the motion for protective order of LetOhioVote.org,

It is ordered by the court that the motions for protective order are granted,
and the motion for sanctions will be considered at the time of the merits
determination.

Pfeifer, J., dissents and would deny the motions for protective order.
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