
STATE OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF CHEBOYGAN 

MARY BUZUMA, DAVID CANNY, 
BRIANELLISON, ANGELA THORNTON, 
JOSEPH BRUNGARDT, DANA CARVER, 
DONNA GUNDLE-KRIEG, and RAFAEL WOLF, 

Plaintiffs, 

v Case No. 24-9042-CZ 

ANDREW CHADDERDON, DANIEL 
. ZIEMBA, ANDREW EVANS, JOSHUA 

JONGEMA, and CONNOR NEPOMUCENO, 

Defendants. 

A TRUE COPY 

Mt\ Y 2 t. 2024 

-----------~/ 5o/~£-~ 
CLERK REGISTER CHEBOYGAN C 

ORDER GRANTING EX PARTE MOTION FOR o. 
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 

This matter comes before the Court on plaintiffs' Emergency Ex Parte Motion for 

Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction. Having reviewed the motion and 

supporting materials, and taking judicial notice of the previously filed related case of Saliba v 

Chadderdon, Cheboygan Circuit Case No. 24-9034-CZ, the Court pursuant to MCR 3.31 O(B) 

hereby GRANTS plaintiffs' motion for a temporary restraining order (TRO), finding and ordering 

as follows: 

A. The decision of.the Judicial Committee ofthe Libertarian Party of Michigan, issued on 

or about May 18,2024, purporting to invalidate the election of27 delegates to the 2024 

Libertarian Party National Convention was rendered outside of the scope of the proper 

authority of the Judicial Committee and was not based on any plausible reading of the 

bylaws of the Libertarian Party of Micl?igan. 

B. Piaintiffs have demonstrated that immediate and irreparable injury will result if 

immediate relief is not granted, in that absent the issuance of a TRO, they will be denied 

the opportunity to serve as delegates to the national convention, despite being elected 

to so serve. 
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C. Plaintiffs have also demonstrated that the delay required to effect notice will result in 

immediate and irreparable injury, given that the decision of the Judicial Committee was 

made and released on a timetable that would, absent the issuance of a TRO, prevent 

meaningful judicial review. 

D. Accordingly, IT IS ORDERED that defendant Ziemba shall, within 1 hour of receipt 

of this order and no later than 10:00 a.m. on Thursday, May 23, 2024, re-submit the 

names and addresses of the individuals listed on Exhibit C to the complaint in this case 

to the national convention credential committee, thereby re-certifying that the 

individuals on the list are the official delegates and alternate delegates of the Libertarian 

Party of Michigan. 

E. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that, once defendant Ziemba re-submits the original list 

as required above, the defendants are prohibited from submitting any other document 

to the national convention credential committee that purposes to overturn, invalidate, 

or modify that submission until a hearing can be set and conducted on the issue of 

whether a preliminary injunction should issue. 

F. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that, given the timing of the credentialing process for the 

national convention this upcoming weekend, there is insufficient time to schedule a 

show cause hearing for the issuance of a preliminary injunction, and because such a 

hearing therefore would be moot, none will be scheduled by this Court. 

G. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that upon the filing of an answer by all defendants, the 

matter will be set for a scheduling conference in the ordinary course of the Court's 

docket, as the issue of declaratory relief regarding the authority of and judicial review 

ofthe decision of the Judicial Committee remains a live case and controversy. 

H. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that any violations of this order shall be punishable as 

contempt of Court. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

DATE&TIME: S-2-~-2..02-lf 

i 0:56 o_.-.. HON. AARON J. GAUTHIER (P60364) 
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Appraved, SCAO 

STATE OF MICHIGAN 

· S3rd· 
JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

COUNTY 

Orlglnal- Court 
1st copy • Dofondanl 

SUMMONS 

2nd copy· PinlnUII 
3rd copy- Return 

CASE NO. 

Court address 

~70 S. ~ain Srreet, Cheboygan, MI 4972.1 
Court tolophono no. 
(231) 627-8818 

Plafntlll's name, address, and telePflone no. 

MaryBuzuma 
714 S Be~~eon Blvd, Apt 76 
Grand Haven, Ml49417' 

Plaintiffs attorney, bar no., addreSs, and telephone no. 

C. Nicholas Curcio (P78540) 
16905 Bin:hview Drive 
Nunica, MI 49448 
616-430-2201 

v 

Defen~nnfs namo, address, and telePflone no, 

Andrew Chadderdon 
30005 Malvern Street 
Westland,MI48184 

FILED BY: 

MAY~ 2 2024 
t .. . ,. 

lnslructlonsrChOck the Hams below that apply to you and provide any required lnfonnaUon. Sub~~ rorm t~Q}/~~~Iafnt ani 
If necessary, a case Inventory addanclum (MC 21). The summons sedlon wm be r.omp!oled by ~a court clerk. 

Domestic Relations Case 
0 There are no pending or resolved cases within the Jurisdiction of the family division of the circuit court Involving the family or 

family members or the person(s) who are the subject of the complaint. 
D There Is one o,r more· pendlng.or resolved cases within the jurisdiction of the famUy division of the circuit court involving 

the family or family members of the person(s) who are the subject of the complaint. I have separately filed a completed 
confidential case Inventory (MC 21) listing those cases. 

0 It Is unknown if there are pending or resolved cases within the jurisdiction of the family division of the circuit court Involving 
the family or family members of the person(s) who are the subject of the complaint. · · · 

Civil Case 
0 This Is a business case In which all or part of the action Includes a business or commercial dispute under MCL 600.8035. 
0 MDHHS and ·a contracted health plan may have a right to recover expenses In this case. I certify that notice and a copy of 

the complaint will be provided to MDHHS and (If applicable) the contracted health plan in accOrdance with MCL400.1 06(4). 
0 There Is no other pending or resolved civil action arising out of the same transaction or occurrence as alleged In the 
~~ ' 

0 A civil actron between these parties or other parties arising out of the tran~ctlon or occurrence alleged In the complaint has 

been previously flied In Othls court, 0---------------------Court, where · 
• 1 

1

) ' 1 }·,~ .. 

It was given case number _________ and assigned to Judge~--------------

;:The action: 0 r~mains D-Is no longer pending. 

. S~mni~ns sectlortc:Ompfilled by· court clerk. 
' ' - ~ .. 

!SUMMONS! 

NOTICE TO THE DEFE~DANT: In the name of the people of the State of Michigan you are notified: 
1. You are'belng sued. · . -:' . 
2. YOU HAVE.21 DAYS after receiving this summons and a copy of the complaint to file a written al"!swer with the court 

and serve a copy on th.~ ·ather party or ~ke oUter lawful action with the court (28 days if you were served by mail or you 
were served 'outside of Mictilgan). . 

3. If you do not answer or take.other action within the time allowed,.judgment may be entered against you for the relief 
demanded In the complaint. 

4. If you require accommodations to use the court becau~ of a disability or If you require a foreign language interpreter 
to help you fully participate In court proceedings, please contact· the rt Immediate! o make arrangements. 

MC 01 (3123) SUMMONS MCR 1.109(0), MCR2.102{B), MCR2..103, MCR2.104, MCR2.105 
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Summons 13123) 

I PROOF OF SERVICE I 
TO PROCESS SERVER: You must ~erve the summons and compl~int and file proof of service with the court clerk before 
the expiration date on the summons. If you are unable to complete service, you must return this orfglnal and all copies to 
the court clerk. 

I CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE I NONSERVICE I 
D I s~rved D pen~onally 0 by registered or certified mall, refum receipt requested, and delivery restricted lo the 

the addressee (copy of return receipt atta~hed) a copy of the summons and the complaint. together with the 
attachments listed below, on: 

D I have attempted to serve a copy of the summons and .complaint, together with the aHachmenls·listed below, and have 
been unable to co(Tlplete service on; 

Name Date end time of service 

Place or address of service 

Atlaclunents (If any) 
'. 

0 I am a sheriff, deputy sheriff, bailiff, ~ppolnted court officer or attorney for a party. 

D I am a legally competent adult who Is not a party or an officer of a corporate party. I deolare under the penal~les of 
pe~ury that this certificate of service has b!3en examined by me and that its contents are true to the best of my 

. information, knowledge, and belief . 

. 
Service faa Milas trawled Fee Signature 

$ IS 
lnccrrect address fee Miles tmveled Fee TOTAL FEE l $ IS $ 

Nama (type or prtnl) 

I ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF SERVICE I 
1 acknowledge that I have received service of a copy of the summons and complaint, together with 

on~~~~----------------------.... Attsctun-.-_ -e...,nts'""'(lf=-an....,y).---------------------------- Data and Uma 

~~~-------------------------onbehaWof __________________ ___ 
Signature 

Nama (typo or print) 

MCL600.1910, MCR2.104, MCR2.105 



Approved, SCAO 

STATE OF MICHIGAN 
JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

S3rd JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
COUNTY 

Court add ross 
870 S. Main Street, Cheboygan, MI 49721 

Plalnlifrs, name, address, and telephone no. 

MazyBuzuma 
714 S Beaoon Blvd, Apt 76 
Grand Haven, MI 49417 

Plalntill'a attomay, bar no., address, and telephone no. 

C. Nicholas Curcio (P78540) 
16905 Birchview Drive 
Nunica, MI 49448 
616-430-2201 

Original- Court 
181 copy. Dofenderrt 

2nd copy- PlalnUff 
3rd copy· Rotum 

SUMMONS 

v 

CASE NO. 

Cou~ tolophono no. 

(23!) 62.7·8818 

Dafendanrs name, address, and telepnone no. 

ConnorNepomuccno 
3174 Oak Grove Road 
North Branch, MI 48461 

)f •• 

··~ 

F1LED BV: 

l.;Av • ., ~·"!".!· 
lVI I J. M •. V. 't 

Instructions: Check the Items below that BPP.IY to you and provide any required lnfol'lTieUon. Submit this foT.to the cot0WEBG'VIB~Wltfi~M!ntnfjfaffimtd, 
H necessary, a case lnvarrtol)' addendum (MC 21). The summons section wiD be completed by !he court clerk. 

Domestic Relations Case 
D There are no pending or resolved cases within the jurisdiction of the family division of the circuit court involving the family or 

family membe~ of the person(s) who are the subject of the complaint. 
D There Is one or more pending or resolved cases within the jurisdiction of the family division of the circuit court Involving 

the family or family members of the person(s) who are the subject of the complaint. I have separately flied a completed 
confidential case Inventory (MC 21)"11stlng tho~ cases. 

D It Is unknown If there are pending or resolved cases wllhln the jurisdiction of the family division of the ci~uit court Involving 
the family or fam!ly members of the· person(s) who are the.subject of the complaint. · · 

Civil Case 
0 This Is a business case In which all o.r part of the action Includes a business or commercial dispute under MCL 600.8035. 
0 MDHHS and a contracted health plan may have a rfght to recover expenses In this case. I certify that notice and a copy of 

the complaint will be provided .to MDHHS and (If applicable) the contracted health plan In accordance with MC,L 400.1 06(4 ). 
0 There Is no other pending or resolved civil action arising ·out of the same transaction or occurrence as alleged In the 

complaint 
0 A civil action between these parties or other parties arising out of the transaction or occurrence alleged in the complaint has 

been ptevlously filed In 0 this court, O _____________________ .Court, where 

. . \ \:: ., .. , 
It WaJ?:gly~~ ~sE(num~!!.r. · and assigned to Judge--------------

' ~ I . 

. The action · 0 remains 0 Is no longer pending. 
' ~; . '' . -· ,... ~ . . 

summons sectto'n compieted by coilrt dem • !sUMMONS! 
. ~:. .-, ~~: .... .-· ~~ .. ~ .-....-........... 

· NOTICE TO THE.DEFENDANT:,In the name of the people of the State of Michigan you are noli fled: 
·1. "You are being sue~i; . . . . . 
2. YOU HAVE 21" DAYS aft.er.recelvlng·thls summons and a copy of the complaint to file a written answer wlth.tho court 

an~·setv~ ~ copy.~n th~. either· party. or take other lawful action with the court (28 days if you were served by mail or you 
were 8erved ouislde.ofMichlgan). 

3. If you do nol answer or take other action within the time allowed, judgment may be entered against you for the relief 
demanded In the complaint. 

4. If you require accommodations to use the court.because of a dlsabn!ty or If you require a foreign language interpreter 
to.help you ·fully participate In court proceedings, please contact th urt Immediate make a gements. · 

MC 01 (3123) SUMMONS MCR 1.109(0), MCR 2.102(B), MCR 2.103, MCR 2:104, MCR 2.105 



summons (3123) 
Caso No, 

I PROOF OF SERVICE I 
TO PROCESS SERVER: You must serve the summons and complaint and file proof of service with the court clerk before 
the ~xplrafion date on the summons. If you are unable to complete service, you must return this original and all copies to 
the court clerk. 

I CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE I NONSERVICE I 
0 I served D personally 0 by,registered or cerfified mail, return receipt requested, and delivery restricted to the 

the addressee (copy of return re~;Sipt attached) a copy of the summons a11d the complaint, .together with the 
attachments listed below, on: · 

D I have attempted to serve a copy of the summons and complaint, togeth~r wllh the attachments listed below, and have 
been unable to complete service on: 

Nama Dale and lime of service 

Place or address of service 

AtiBchments (If any) 

D I am a sheriff, deputy sheriff, bailiff, appointed court officer or attorney for a party. 

0 I am a legally competent adult who Is not a party or an officer of a corporate party. I declare under the penalties of 
perjury that this certificate of service has been examined by me and that Its contents are true to the best of my 
lnfonnatlon, knowledge, and belief. 

Service fee MUes traveled Fee Signature· 

$ Js 
Incorrect address fee Miles traveled Fee. TOTAL FEE 

I $ IS $ 

Name (lyP,e or print) 

IACKNO~EDGMENTOFSER~CEI 

1 acknowledge that 1 have. received service of a copy of the summons and complaint, together with 

~~~~~r----------------------------------0"~~~~---------------------Atlachmenls (If any) Data and lime 

=--=~--------------on behalf of---------------
Signature 

Name (type or print) 

MCL600.1910, MCR2.104, MCR 2.1C5 



Approvei!, SCAO 

STATE OF MICHIGAN 
JUDICIAl. DISTRICT 

Original- Court 
1st copy- Defendant 2nd copy· Pial nUll 

3rd copy- Rotum 

CASE NO. 

53rd JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

COUNTY 

SUMMONS d tj -ftH/;;;;. -CZ-
Court addmas 

870 S. Main Street, Cheboygan, MI 49721 
Court tolophono no. 

(231).627-8818 
Plalnllft's name, address, and telepnona no. 

Mai)'Buzuma 
714 S Beacon Bl:vd, Apt 76 
Grand Haven, Ml49417 v 

De ndante name, addmss, and telephone no. 
Daniel Ziemba 
1457 S Sheldon Rd., Apt 1 
Plymouth, MI·48170 

J:!LE') SY: 

Plaintiff's attomoy, bar no., address, and lelephpne no. 

C. NichoJas Curcio (P78540) 

P-P .,_...,., ___ ·-----·--+---
16905 Biichview Drive 
N:Unics. MI 49448 
616-430..2201 

Instructions: Check the Hems below thai apply to you and provide any required Information. SubmH this form t ·~-~urt clfn!II!!BtJJ'io'dlP.!(C~~~rt!;i!ehK 
H neCBSSaJy, a case lnven!DJY addendum (MC 21}. The summons section will be completed by the court clerk. 

Domestic Relations Case 
DTh.ere are no pendiJ:tg or resolved cases within the jurisdlcUon of the family division of the circuit court Involving the family or 

family members of the person(s) who are !he subject of the complaint 
D There'ls one or more pending.or resolved cases within the jurisdlcUon of the family division of the clrcult court Involving 

the family or family members oflhe person(s) who are !he subject of the complaint. I have separately filed a completed 
confidenflal case Inventory (MC 21) listing those cases. . 

D It is unknown·lfthere are pending or resolved cases within the jurisdiction of the family division of the circuit court Involving 
the family or family members of the person(s) who are the subject of the complaint. · · · 

ClviiCasa 
D This Is a business case In which all or·part of the action Includes a business or commercial dispute under MCL.600.8035. , 
D MDHHS and a contracted health plan may have a right to recover expenses in this case. I certify that noUce and a copy of 

the. complaint will be·· provided to MDHHS and (If applicable) the contracted health plan In accordance with MCL 400.106(4). 
0There Is no other pending or resolved civil action arising out of the same.transacUon or occurrence as alleged In the 

complaint. 
D A civil acUon between these parties or other parties arising out of the transaction or occurrence alleged in the complaint has 

been p~viCJu~iyfi!eii.Jn Dthls court, 0--------------------Court, where 
\. . -~· 

It was.gl~~n case number.,.-....... ________ and assigned to Judge---------------
. ~ 

Th~ a~lon · 0 riimalns D Is no longer pending. 

~wri~ons sectloneamplatUirby court derk. I suMMONS I 
NOTicE. TO THE DEFENDANT: In the name of the people of the State of Michigan you are. notified: 
1. You are being sued. . . _ • - . 
2 YOU HAVE 21· DAYS after receiving this summons and a copy of the complaint to fila a written answer with the court 
' and serVe·a'~PY ori ~a.other party or take other lawful actlon·wlth the court (28 days if you were served by mail or you 
were,ser\led outSide of Michigan). 

3. If you do not ans.wer or· take other action within the time allowed, judgment may be entered against you forth~ relief 
demanded In the complaint. 

4. If you require accommodations to use the court because of a disability or If you require a foreign language Interpreter 
to help you fully participate In court p~oceedings, please contact the rt,tmmedlately to make arrangements. 

-rhls summons Ia lnvelld unless served on or before Its explratlon data. This docume 

MC 01 (3123) SUMMONS MCR 1.109(0), MCR2.102(B), MCR 2.103, MCR2,104, MCR2.105 



SummQns (3123) 

I PROOF OF SERVICE.] 

TO PROCESS SERVER: You must serve the summqns and complaint and file proof of service with the court clerk before 
the expiration date on the summons. If you are unable to complete service, you must return this original and all copies to 
the court clerk. 

I CEIUIFICATE OF SERVICE I NONSERVICE I 
0 I served D personally 0 by•registered or.certffied mall, return receipt request~d, and delivery restricted to the 

the addressee (copy of retum receipt' attached) a copy cif the summons. and the.complaint, together with the 
attachments listed below,=on: 

0 I have attempted to serve a copy of the summons and complaint, together with the attachments listed below, and have 
been unable to complete service on: 

Name Date and time of servlce .. 

Place or address af service 

Attachments (if any) 

0 I am a sheriff, deputy sheriff, bailiff, appointed court officer or attorney for B· party. 

0 l·am a legally competent adult who Is no~ a party or an officer of a corporate party. I declare under the penalties of 
pe~ury lhat this certlflcate of service has been examined by me and that Its contents are true to the best of my 
Information, knowledge,. and belief. 

Servfcefae Miles tmvaled Fee Signature 

$ ]$ 
ln~:CI'I'8Ct address fee Miles traveled Fee TOTAL FEE 

I $ ]$ $ 

Name (type or print) 

I ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF SERVICE I 
1 acknowledge that 1 have received service of a copy of the summons and complaint, together with 

~~~-=~~---------------------------------on~--~------------------------
Attachments (If any) Date and Ume 

/ 

=--:----------------on behalf of--------------
Signature 

Name (type or print) 

MCLB00.1910, MCRZ104,MCR2.105 



·~· ... 

Approved, SCAO 

STATE OF MJCHIGAN 

53rd 

Court address 

JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
JUDICIAL CIRCUrT 

COUNTY 

870 S. Main Street, Cheboygan, MI 49721 

Plalnliff's nama, addrass, and Jelephone no. 
MaryBuzuma 
714 S Beacon Blvd, Apt 76 
Grand Haven, Ml49417 

Original- Court 
1st copy· Defendant 

2nd copy- PlalnUff ~-
3rd copy- Rotum 

SUMMONS 

v 

CASE NO. 

Defendant's name, adclress, and telephone no. 

Joshua iongcma 
320 Superior St. 
L'Anse, MI 49946 

Court tolophono no. 
(231) ,627·8818 

Plaintiffs attorney. bat no., address, and lolophono no. 
C. Nicholas Cwcio (P78540) 

~ 
~,_---·--·-""~-~~~~--

16905 Birohview-Drive 
Nunica, MI 49448 
616-430-2201 

lnstnlctlons: Check the Hems below that apply to you and provide any required lnfonnallon. Submlt thls form to the ~..,rt'clerk ~Y®t>.to~pra&ii"BiitOt..ERK 
If necessary, a c:aSe Inventory addenduin (MC 21). The summons sectlon WOI be completed by the court cleric. ' I:!<!· 

Domestic Relatlona Case 
D There are no pending or resolved cases within the jurisdiction of the family division of the circuit court Involving the family or 

family members of the person{s)·who are the subject of the complaint. 
0 There is one or more pen~lng or resolved cases within the jurlsdlcllon of the family division of the circuit court involving 

the family or family members of the person(s) who are the subject of the complaint. I have separately filed a completed 
confidential case inventory (MC 21) listing those cases. 

0 It Is unknown If there are pending or resolved cases within the jurisdiction of the family division of the circuit court involving 
the family or, family members of the person(s) who are the subject of the complaint. 

Civil Case 
D This Is a business case In which all or part of the action Includes a business or commercial dispute under MCL 600.8035. 
D MDHHS and a contracted health plan may have a right to recover expenses In this case. I certify that notice and a copy of 

the complaint will be provided to MDHHS and (if appllcable) the contracted health plar:t In accordanea with MCL 400.1 06(4 ). 
0 There Is no ot~er pending or resolved civil action arising out of the same transaction or occurrence as alleged In the 

complalnl . 
D A civil action between these parties or other parties arising out of the transaction or occurrence alleged In the complaint has 

b~en previously filed In Othls court, 0----------------~--- Court, where 

it wa~ e!tefl_ ~s~:~~~~er _________ and assigned to Judge~--------------
... 

Th.e aCtion Gr~malns 0 Is no longer pending. 
',a I ?:'"-'" "- - • -

_ summ~ns secllori completed by court dark. I SUMMONS I 
. - --.• ----.._,_ . ' 

NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANT: In the name of the people of the Stale of Michigan you are notified: 
:.1 •. You are being sued. - .- . 
2., YOU HAVE.~1 -DAYS after reeeiving this summons and a copy of the complaint to file a written answer with the c.ourt 

and s~f\'9 a c;:opy on ~e\other party or take .other lawful action with the court (28 days if you were served by ma11 or you 
were seJ"ied outside of Michigan). 

3. If you do 11ot'answer or take other action within the time allowed, judgment may be entered against you forth~ relief 
demanded In the complaint. _ 

4. If you require accommodations to use the court because of a disabiUty or if you require a foreign language interpreter 
to help you fully participate In court proceedings, please contact urt lmmedia. to make ngements. 

"Tills summons Is Invalid unless served on or before itS explreHon date. This docume l must be seal 

MC 01 (3123) SUMMONS MCR 1.109(0), MCR 2.102(6), MCR 2.103, MCR 2.104, MCR 2.105 



' 

.... 

Summons (3123) Case No. 

I PROOF OF SERVICE I 
TO PROCESS SERVER: You must serve the summons and complaint and file proof of service with the court clerk before 
the expiration date on the summons. If you are unable to complete service, you must return this original and all copies to 
the court clerk. 

j CERTIFICATE-OF SERVICE I NONSERVICE l 
0 I served 0 personally 0 by registered or certified mall, return receipt requested, and delivery restricted to the 

the addressee (copy-of retum receipt attached). a.copy of the summons and the complaint, together with the 
attachments listed beiQw, on: 

0 I have attempted to serve a copy of the summons and complaint, together with the attachments listed below, and have 
been unable to complete service on: 

Name Dale and time of service 

Place or address¢ seJI/Ice 

Attachments (lfany) 

D I am a sheriff, deputy sheriff, bailiff, appointed court officer or attorney for a party. 

0 1 am a. legally competent adult who Is not a party or an officer of a corporate party. I declare under th~ penalties of 
pe,~ury that thls.certlficate of service has been examined by me and that its contents are true to the best of my 
lnfonnatlon, knowledge, and belief. 

Servfc:e rea MUss traveled Fee Signature 

$ 1$ 
Incorrect ad.dress fee MUes traveled Fee TOTAL FEE I $ li $ 

Name (type or print} 

I ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF SERVICE I 
1 acknowledge that !.have received. service of a copy of the summons and complaint, together with 

on~~~~-----------------------..,A.,.!!a_ch,...m-e"""'nls,.....,.,(if...,.an-'lf.,....) ------------------------------- Dato ensJ time 

=--:----------------on behalf of--------------­
srgnatum 

Name (type or print) 

MCLSC0.1910, MCR2.104, MCR 2.105 



Approved, SCAO 

STATE OF MICHIGAN 

53rd 

Court address 

JUDICIAL DISTRICT 
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

COUNTY 

870 S. Main Stzeet, Cheboygan, MI 49721 

Plafnllff'B name,.address, and lelepllone no. 
MaryBuzuma 
714 S Beacon-Blvd,Apt 76 
Grand Haven, MI 49417 

Plalntlfl's attorney, bar no., 811dress, and telephone no. 

C. Nicholas Curcio (P7SS40) 
16905 Birchview Drive 
Nunica, Mr 49448 
616430-2201 

Original· Court 
1st copy - Defendant 

2nd COllY • fllultltlfl 
3rd copy· Roturn 

SUMMONS 

y 

CASE NO. 

;;; L/ -9& V' .;1- L. z_ 

Court tolophono no. 

(231) 627-8818 

Detendants name, s ross, and telephone no. 
Andrew Evans 
7770 Galbraith Rd. 
Cheboygan, MI 49721 

FILED BY: 

MAY 2 2 2024 

Instructions: Check the items below lhatapply to you end provide any I"'M!Uired Information. Submit this form to the court dark along with your comp a n and, 
If necessary, a caSe Inventory addendum (MC 21 ). The summons section wiD be completed by the court clerk. 

Domestic Relations Case 
0 There are no pending or resolved cases within the jurisdiction of the family division of the circuit court involving the family or 

family members·of the person(s) who are the subject of the complaint. 
D There is on~ or more pending or resolved cases within the jurisdiction of the family division of the circuit court lnvolvlng 

the family or family members of the person(s) who are the subject of the complaint. I have separately filed a completed 
oonfidenUaJ.case Inventory (MC 21) listing those cases. 

0 It is unknown if there. are pending or resolved cases within the jurisdiction of the f!:lmlly division of the circuit court involving 
the family or family IT!&mbers of the person(s) who are the subject of the ~mptalnt. · · · · 

CIVIl Case 
0 Thlsls ~ business case in which all or part of the action includes a business or commercial dispute under MCL 900.8035. 
0 MDHHS and a contracted health plan may have a right to recover expenses In this case. I certify that notice and a copy of 

the complaint will be provided to MDHHS and (if applicable) the contracted health plan in accordance with MCL 400.1 06(4). 
0 There Is .no other peridlng or resolved civil acHon. arising out of the same transaction or occurrence as alleged In the 

complaint. 
D A civil acHon between Ulese parties or other parties arising out of the transaction or occurrence alleged ln the complaint has 

been p~y!ou~ly'flled in,· Dthls court, O _____________________ Court, where 

It wi~·glvan·ca£e''number_--'-------- and assigned to Judge--------------. ·- "\ --.-
111e.a~Q~ 0 rem~lns 0 Is' no lqnger pending. 

.. • 
Summ~ns section completed ~Y court clerk. lSUMMONSj 

·- ~ i . 
NOTICE TO THE DEFENDANt: In the name of the people of the State of Michigan you are notified: 
1. You are being sueq. -· · ' 
2. YOU .HAVE·21.DAYS after receiving this summons and a copy of the complaint to file a written answer with the court 

and serve a oopy'on·the other party orta~e other lawful action with the court (28 days if you were served bY. mail or you 
were ser\red.outside .of Mlc_hlgan). 

3. If you·do.not answer' or take other action within the time allowed, judgment may be entered against you for the relief 
detnande~ In the. complaint. 

4. If. you require accommodations to use the court because of a disability or If you require a foreign language Interpreter 
to ~alp you fully participate In court proceedings, please contact the Immediately t ~~e arrangements. 
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Plaintiffs state as follows for their verified complaint against defendants Andrew 

Chadderdon, Daniel Ziemba, Andrew Evans,Joshuajongema, and Connor Nepomuceno. 

Parties,Jurisdiction, and Venue 

I. Plaintiffs are members of the Libertarian Party of Michigan ("LPM") who have 

been elected to serve as delegates to the 2024 Libertarian Party National Convention in 

Washington D.C. A list of the plaintiffs' names and addresses is attached as Exhibit A to this 

complaint. 



2. Defendant Andrew Chadderdon is a citizen and resident of Wayne County, 

Michigan, who purports to be the chair of the LPM executive committee and who is recognized 

by the Libertqrian National Committee ("LNC") as such. 

3. Defendant Daniel Ziemba is a citizen and resident of Wayne County, Micl:iga~, 

who purports to be the secretary of the LPM executive committee and who is recognized by the 

LNG as such. 

4. Defendant Andrew Evans is a citizen and resident of Cheboygan County, 

Michigan, who at all ~imes relevant to this complaint purported to serve on a body within the 

LPM known as the judicialcommittee. Defendants Joshuajongema and Connor Nepomuceno 

are citizens and residents of Baraga County and Oakland County, Michigan, respectfully, and 

also purport to serve on the LPM judicial committee. 

5. This is a lawsuit to compel the defendants to honor the results of the convention 

held on March 9, 2024, in Flint Michigan, which defendants and their supporters themselves 

call~d. In particular, the suit seeks to invalidate actions taken by the defendants to interfere with 

the plaintiffs right to serve as national-convention delegates based on meritless claims of 

procedural error at the March 9 convention. It also seeks injunctive relief to require defendant 

Ziemba to re-certify to the national convention's credentials committee that they were properly 

elected as delegates. 

6. This Court has personal jurisdiction over the defendants pursuant to MOL 

600.701. 

7. This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this action pursuant to 

MOL 600.605. 

8. Venue IS proper in Cheboygan County pursuant to MCL 600.1621 because 

defendant Andrew Evans resides in Cheboygan County. 
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9. This case is justiciable because: (l) its resolution calls upon the Court to decide 

matters arising under the LPM bylaws; (2) courts regularly deal with cases involving compliance 

with bylaws of private associations; and (3) failure to comply with the LPM bylaws constitutes a 

breach of contract. See, e.g., Pego v Kammo, unpublished orde~ of the Kent County Circuit Court, 

entered on February 20, 2024 (Docket No. 24-00658-CZ) (finding that a governance dispute 

within the Michigan Republican Party was justiciable because it turned on interpretation of the 

party's bylaws); Hillsdale Coun~ Republican Executive Committee v Wiseb', unpublished opinion and 

order of the Hillsdale County Circuit Court entered on October 5, 2023 (Docket No. 22-00688-

CZ) (finding same with respect to county-level Republican Party); see also Conli12 v Upton, 3 I 3 

Mich App 243, 255; 881 NW2d 511 (2015) (explaining that bylaws "constitute a binding 

contractual agreement between [an entity] and its members.'') 

General Allegations 

Backgrozmd of Governance Dispute 

10. The Libertarian Party of Michigan has been in disarray since at least july 2022, 

when .the :party held a candidate-nominating convention in Holland, Michigan. 

II. During that convention, a two-thirds supermajority of the dt;legates voted to 

remove Mr. Chadderdon from his position as acting chair of the LPM executive committee 

through a vote of no confidence. The motion in support of the vote of no confidence stated, 

among other things, that Mr. Chadderdon "consistently used the Bylaws and Robert's Rules [of 

Order} as a weapon against those who oppose him.'1 

12. Following the convention, Mr. Chadderdon appealed his removal to the LPtvJ 

judicial committee. The judicial committee is a body that exists within the LPM to decide ·cases 

involving alleged violations of the LPM bylaws. At the time it received and acted on Mr. 
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Chadderdon's appeal, it was made up of defendant. Nepomuceno and two of Mr. Chadderdon's ' 

other political allies. 

13. In his appeal, Mr. Chadderdon argued that the convention was a "special 

meeting" for purposes of Robert's Rules and, as a result, business could only be conducted if it was 

specifically referenced in the written document calling the convention. He further argued that 

because the motion to remove him as chair was not referenced in the call to convention, it was 

legally void. 

14. This position was inconsistent with the fact that candidate-nominating 

conventions are held at specified intervals as provided in the LPM bylaws (thereby making' them 

"regular meetings" for purposes of Robert's Rules) and with the fact that the party has throughout 

its history always treated 'them as regular meetings. 

15. Despite these facts, the judicial committee ruled in favor of Mr. Chadderdon and 

issued an opinion stating that the LPM executive committee "shall be reverted to its composition 

as ofjuly 8th," the day before the convention took place. 

16. Mr. Chadderdon's efforts to cling to power- aided by the judicial committee's 

opinion- caused a schism within the party. 

17. A majority of the active members in the party, including the plaintiffs, believe that 

the judicial committee's opinion was wrong on the merits and that the judicial committee lacks 

the power to order self-executing remedies that overrule decisions made. by convention delegates. 

In their view, the decisions of the judicial committee are merely recommendations to be reported 

back to the assembly for consideration. See Robert's Rules of Order, Newly Revised (12th ed.) § 50:4. 

18. For these reasons, the individuals who constituted the LPM executive committee 

following the July 2022 convention declined to vacate their seats. For ease of reference, the board 

that consists of these individuals and their successors is referred to in the remainder of this 
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complaint as the "Saliba board," after its chair Michael Saliba. Mr. Saliba and numerous .other 

plaintiffs in this lawsuit are members of that board. 

19. Mr. Chadderdon, for his part, formed a separate board that purports to be the 

legitimate LPM executive committee. For ease of reference, that board is referred to in the 

remainder of this complaint as the "Chadderdon board." Mr. Ziemba serves as the secretary of 

the Chadderdon board. 

20. For the past two years, the Saliba board and the Chadderdon board have largely 

operated separately from one another. They have conducted their own meetings, engag,ed in 

their own fundraising, and held separate conventions in 2023. At the 2023 conventions, each 

faction of the party adopted changes to the party's bylaws. 

21. Various members of the two boards have also been embroiled in litigation against 

one another in two pending lawsuits. One of those lawsuits is an interpleader action in 

Washtenaw County Circuit Court relating to control of the party's ~ank accounts. The other is a 

federal trademark suit filed by the LNG against members of the Saliba board. Neither lawsuit 

relates to the specific topics that are the subject of this complaint. 

Nomin,ation to the March 9) 2024 Convention 

22. In an effort to reunify the party, supporters of the Saliba board decided to -

under protest and without conceding the legitimacy of the Chadderdon board - attend the 

national-delegate-selection convention that the Chadderdon board scheduled for l'vlarch 9, 2024, 

in Flint, Michigan. 

23. To do so, they sought to be credentialed as convention delegates through official 

channels recognized by the Chadderdon board, i.e., through nomination by local affiliate parties. 
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24. This effort was successful. Many supporters of the Saliba board were nominated 

as state-convention delegates by local affiliate parties that are officially chartered by the 

Chadderdon ·board. 

25. Consistent with his actions over the past several years, Mr. Chadderdon 

recognized that these nominations posed a threat to his political power, so he began distorting 

and weaponizing the party's bylaws in an attempt to thwart them. 

Relevant LPM Bylaw Provisions 

26. As described above, the two separate factions of the party adopted their own 

amendments to the LPM bylaws during their respective conventions in 2023. For sake of this 

litigation only, the plaintiffs accept the version of the bylaws adopted at a convention conducted 

by the Chadderdon board in July 2023 as the relevant version. A copy of that document is 
, 

attached as Exhibit B to this complaint, and all references to the "LPl'vf bylaws" in this 

complaint refer to that document. 

27. The LPM bylaws provide rules for the governance of the party, including matters 

such as the credentialing of delegates to state conventions, the election of delegates to the 

Libertarian Party national convention, and the roles and responsibilities of the various the 

officers and committees within the party. 

28. Article II, section 1 of the LPM bylaws provides: "The officers of the Party shall 

be a chair, a first vice chair, a second vice chair, a secretary, a treasurer, and the Congressional 

district representatives described below, hereinafter referred to as the 'Executive Committee."' 

29. Article II, section 6 defines the duties of the secretary as follows: "The secretary 

shall be the recording officer of the Party, and be responsible for ensuring that member-

accessible archives are preserved. Excepting the Party newsletter or press releases, the secretary 

shall be responsible for all regular communications within the Party and between the Party and 
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outsfde individuals, groups1 and organizations." This provision has been historically interpl·eted 

as vesting the secretary with the responsibility of submitting to the national Libertarian Party's 

credentials committee a list of the names and addresses of all delegates and alternates cho~>en by 

the LPM as delegates to the LibertC).rian Party National Convention. 

30. Article IV provides for the establishment of local affiliate parties, which must be 

chartered by the executive committee in order to be formally recognized. Article IV, section II 

provides: "An affiliate may elect in its discretion to adopt affiliate bylaws that organize the 

affiliate and the county(ies) and district(s) comprising its affiliate region .... " Notably, nothing in 

the LPM bylaws regqlates the content of local-affiliate bylaws. To the contrary, Article IV, 

section 4 provides: "The autonomy of the affiliate Parties shall not be abridged by the Exe~utive 

Committee, or any other committee of the Party, except as provided herein." 

31. Article VI, section 4 provides for the selection of delegates to LPM conventions in 

part by providing: "The Executive Committee shall allocate delegates to all state conventions to 

be selected by each affiliate region in proportion and according to the number of votes cast 

within the affiliate region for the Party's most recent candidate for secretary of state." Subsection 

2 of that section further provides the general contours of the process by which affiliate parties are 

to select their delegate~, stating: "The Executive Committee shall issue a call to each state 

convention to all affiliates no later than 60 days prior to the scheduled date of the slate 

convention, which call shall specify the date and location of the state convention and the number 

of delegates each affiliate is entitled to select and send to the state convention .... [E]ach affiliate 

may select the date for its respective convention(s), so long as that date is at least 7 clays prior to 

the state convention." 

32. Article VI, section 4, subsection 4 provides the process by which local affiliate 

parties seek to credential their selected delegates, thereby vesting the power to credential 
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delegates in a standir:g committee known as the "Credentials Committee." It provides in its 

entirety: "Each affiliate must submit the names, addresses and email addresses of its selected 

delegates and alternates to the LPMI Credentials Committee no later than 7 dflyil jll'it::lf ie a, 

convention. Failure to submit such a listing by the deadline will cause no delegation to be 

registered from that affiliate. By seven-eighths vote, the convention may approve additional 

delegates and alternates whose names and addresses are submitted to the Credentials Committee 

during the convention;" 

33. Article N, section 8 provides: "A person must be a current member of the 

Libertarian Party of Michigan in order to serve as a delegate to a state convention." Article VIII, 

section I provides: "Membership shall be granted to any person who affirms the Statement of 

Principles and whose LPMI dues are current." Nothing in the LPM bylaws authorizes any 

committee or other officer of the party to suspend memberships as a disciplinary measure. 

34. Article VII, section 2 governs the election of delegates to the Libertarian Party 

National Convention. It provides in pertinent part: "Delegates to the National Convention shall 

be elected at a national delegate selection convention by nominations from the floor. Delegates 

may be appointed by the Executive Committee if the allotted quota is not met." 

35. Article V establishes and defines the jurisdiction of a 'judicial Committee," 

providing: "The judicial power of the Party shall be vested in a Judicial Committee composed oC 

three Party members .... TheJudicial Committee shall decide cases involving alleged violations 

of these bylaws or resolutions." 

36. Notably, the LPM bylaws do not create a "trial committee" or vest any powers in 

such a committee. 
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Challenges to the Seating of State-Conventimz. Delegates 

37. Prior to the convention, Mr. Chadderdon submitted two seating challenges to the 

LPM credentials committee. 

38. The first challenge pertained to all II proposed delegates submitted to the 

credentials committee by the Libertarians of Macomb County ("LMC"), which is a local affiliate 

officially chartered by the Chadderdon board. 

39. Mr. Chadderdon argued that the II proposed delegates should not be seated due 

to an ·alleged defect in the notice for the local convention at which the LMC elected them. In 

particular, the credentials committee was presented with information showing that the LMC sent 

a notice containing the date, time, and location of the convention) but that the ~onvention was 

later moved to a different location because the original venue cancelled the reservation, 

Information was presented indicating that the LMC communicated the venue change to its 

members once the new location was known. l\{r. Chadderdon argued that the defect in the 

notice violated Robert's Rules, which is adopted by reference in the LMC local bylaws. 

40. Representatives of the LMC opposed this challenge, arguing that: ( l) the notice 

provided was sufficient under the LMC's procedural rules; and (2) any challenge to the lack of 

notice can only be made at the local-affiliate level by a member of the local affiliate, not at a 

credentials-committee meeting by a member of a different affiliate. 

41. The credentials committee) which consists solely of individuals appointed by the 

Chadderdon board, declined to act on Mr. Chadderdon's challenge, thereby effectively denying 

it. The credentials committee included all II members of the LMC delegation in its creclenLials 

report as qualified delegates. 
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42. The second challenge pertained to 4 individuals - Michael Saliba, joe 

Brungardt,1 Dave Canny, and Angela Thornton- whose memberships had purportedly been 

suspended due to their support for and participation on the Saliba board. As backgl~o•.lhd, 

sometime in the summer of 2023, the Chadderdon board purported to form a "trial committee" 

to determine if any disciplinary action should be taken against Mr. Saliba, Mr. Brungardt, Mr. 

Canny, or Ms. Thornton. The committee conducted hearings and then rendered decisions that 

purported to suspend each of them for various numbers of years. In a report included in the 

packet for the March 9 convention, the trial committee stated: "The convention body may vote 

to decrease the penalty established by the Trial Committee by a motion to rescind or amend the 

aforementioned disciplinary action." lVIr. Chadderdon argued that because of the suspensions, 

the individuals in question were not members of the party and were ineligible to serve as 

delegates. 

43. After entertaining this challenge, the credentials committee determined that Mr. 

Saliba, Mr. Brungardt, Mr. Canny, and Ms. Thornton could be seated as delegates at the 

convention if the convention assembly voted to reject their suspensions. 

44. Later, at the beginning of the convention itself, Mr. Chadderdon moved to amend 

'the credentials report to omit the LMC delegation based on the alleged improper notice given for 

the LMC convention. That motion was defeated by majority vote of the convention assembly. In 

the words of the convention chair, who is a member of the Chadderdon board, the vote in 

opposition to the motion was "overwhelming." 

45. The convention assembly later voted to reject the purported suspensions of rvlr. 

Saliba, Mr. Brungardt; Mr. Canny, and Ms. Thornton. The convention chair then requested 

I Notably, Mr. Saliba and Mr. Brungardt were elected as delegates by the LMC, so Mr. 
Chadderdon effectively challenged their seating on two separate grounds. 
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that the credentials report be updated to include the four members as qualified delegates, 

consistent with the credentials committee's previous determination on that issue. 

46. At that point, Mr. Chadderdon raised a point of order and asserted that 

amending the credential committee's report would require a seven-eighths vote of the convention 

assembly. The convention chair sustained the point of order, reading article VI, paragraph 4.4 of 

the LPM bylaws to mean that any amendment to the credentials report that adds delegates 

requires a seven-eighths vote. A delegate appealed that ruling from the Ooor, arguing that the 

chair's interpretation was il'lconsistent with the plain text of that provision. In particular, the 

delegate asserted that the bylaws only require a seven-eighths vote in situations where (unlike 

here) the names and addresses of the proposed delegates were not sent to the credentials 

committee in advance of the convention. The convention chair posed the question to the 

convention assembly, which determined by a vote of 58 to 32 that the seven-eighths voting 

threshold did not apply. 

47. Accordingly, Mr. Saliba, Mr. Brungardt, Mr. Canny, or Ms. Thornton were 

seated as delegates based on the previous vote to restore their rights as party members. 

Election of National-CoJtVeJttion Delegates 

48. After the squabbles regarding the composition of the assembly were resolved, the 

delegates went about the business on the convention agenda, including the selection of delegates 

to the national convention. 

49. The assembly elected 33 delegates and 41 alternate delegates to the national 

c~nvention. The full slate of delegates, as well as the vote totals for each delegate and alternate 

delegates, is at~ached as Exhibit C to this complaint and is referred in the remainder of this 

complaint as the "Elected Delegate List." Notably, Mr. Chadderdon is included in the delegate 

slate as the 34th delegate pursuant to Article ill, section 4 of the bylaws, which provides "For 
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purposes of Party representation at all National Libertarian Party conventions, the chair shall be 

a Michigan delegate and shall serve as head of the Michigan delegation." 

50. Upon information and belief, nearly all 33 of the elected delegates to the national 

convention support the Saliba board over the Chadderdon board. 

Initial Lawsuit 

51. Mter the convention, !vir. Chadderdon and Mr. Ziemba made statements 

suggesting that they intended to submit an alternate slate of delegates to the national Liberta1ian 

Party credentials committee. 

52. Based on those statements, some of the plaintiffs in this case and several other 

individuals filed suit in this Court seeking a declaration that they were rightfully elected as 
) 

national-convention delegates, and further seeking injunctive relief requiring defendant Ziemba 

submit the Elected Delegate List as he is required to due under the LPM bylaws. That case was 

docketed as Case No. 24-9034-CZ. 

53. Shortly after the case was filed, Mr. Ziemba sent the Elected Delegate List to the 

national Libertarian ·Party credentials committee, but stated in his transmission email: "Please 

note that this Jist does not take into account the results of any of a number of pending Judicial 

Committee appeals which resulted from several motions made during the Convention in clear 

<::ontravention ofLPMI Bylaws." 

54. Because of Mr. Ziemba's reservation, the plaintiffs continued to litigate Lhe case. 

They moved for summary disposition on their claims and sought an i1~unction prohibiting Mr. 

Ziemba from modifying'the submitted list based on a decision from the judicial committee. 

Among other things, the plaintiffs argued that the judicial committee lacked jurisdiction to 

consider a challenge involving the seating of the LMC delegation at the March convention, since 
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the challenge that Mr. Chadderdon submitted to the credentials committee was based entirely on 

the LMC's local affiliate bylaws, rather the LPM bylaws. 

55. In their response to the motion, the defendants indicated that there was a single 

appeal pending before the judicial committee that pertained to the election of national­

convention delegates. That appeal, which had been filed by Jonathan Jacobs, sought to invalidate 

the election of 5 of the 34 nationakonvention delegates on the theory that they would not' have 

been elected but for the votes of the 4 members who were purportedly suspended prior to the 

March 9 convention. In particular, Mr. Jacobs argued that a seven-eighths vote was required to 

seat those members, echoing the argument that the convention assembly had considered and 

rejected. 

56. In an order dated April 17, 2024, this Court denied the plaintiffs' motion for 

summary disposition an.d granted summary disposition for the defendants instead. The Court 

found that the action was not ripe for review because the judicial committee had not yet ruled on 

·Mr. Jacobs's appeal or on any other matter that affected the plaintiffs' status as national­

convention delegates. 

Judicial Committee Decision 

.57. Following the Court's decision in the prior case, the judicial committee stalled. 

Even though Mr. Jacobs's appeal was relatively limited in scope and involved issues that had 

been discussed at length both during the convention and during the course of the prior lawsuit, 

the judicial committee declined to issue ari opinion for over a month. 

58. On Saturday, March 18, defendant Ziemba sent a cryptic email to LPM members 

indicating that the LPM's delegation to the national committee would consist of only 7 

individuals, namely, defendant Chadderdon and the top 6 vote recipients from the elections held 
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at the March convention. The email indicated that this was based on a yet-to-be-released 

decision of the judicial committee. 

59. Upon information and belief, around the same time a.s hi11 emRil to LPM 

members, Mr. Ziemba also emailed the National Convention credentials committee and 

submitted a new ,delegate list. that included only the 7 individuals described in the paragraph 

above, thereby substituting it for the Elected Delegate List. Plaintiffs believe this action to be in 

direct violation of the LPM bylaws, which provide that the LPM's delegates to the national­

convention are to be those individuals elected at a candidate-n~minating convention. 

60. Two days later, on .Monday, March 20, the judicial committee issued a 2-to-1 

opinion in the Jacobs appeal, with defendant Evans in dissent. The majority opinion, which is 

joined by defendants Jongema and Nepomuceno, purports to invalidate the election of 27 

national-convention delegates. In doing so, it addresses not only the issue raised by Mr. J ac()bs's 

appeal (whether the 4 suspended members were properly seated at the March convention), but 

also the separate issue of whether the members of the LMC delegation were properly seated. It 

(remarkably) concludes that all of these members were improperly seated, that all votes they took 

at the convention must. be discarded, and that any matter that could have potentially been 

affected by their votes is void. 

61. With respect to the issue of whether the judicial committee has jurisdiction to 

review a challenge based on local affiliate bylaws, the majority opinion proclaims- without any 

support - that: "By rights, an affiliate is not entitled to a delegation which it has elected in 

violation of its bylaws." This proposition is made up out of how whole cloth. As described above, 

under Article IV, section II of the LPrvi bylaws, it is discretionary for affiliates to even have 

bylaws. Further, Article VI, section 4 addresses the local affiliates' entitlement to send delegates 
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to state conventions, and it says nothing to even remotely suggest that affiliate delegations can be 

excluded based on allegedprocedural errors in local conventions. 

62. Accordingly, the plaintiffs believe that the majority opinion is dcmonslrably 

unlawful under the terms of the LPM bylaws and patently irrational in its reasoning. 

Accordingly, it is not entitled to judicial deference, despite the fact that the. LPM has empowered 

the judicial committee to decide certain intraparty disputes. See .Nielsen v. Kezer, 232 Conn 65, 79; 

652 A2d 1013 (1995). 

63. Plaintiffs further contend that immediate action by this Court is needed in order 

to provide an adequate remedy for the defendants' misconduct. The National Convention 

credentials committee is scheduled to conduct its final meeting at 11:00 a.m. on Thursday, 

March 24, 2024, to prepare its credentials report for the national convention. If Mr. Ziemba re-

submits the Elected Delegate List to the credentials committee before (or perhaps even during) 

that meeting, the credentials committee will be obligated to include their names as delegates on 

the official credentials report that is submitted to the convention assembly the following morning. 

If Mr. Ziemba does not re-submit the Elected Delegate List by that time, their names will be 

omitted from the credentials report and they will only be able to be seated as delegates if a 

motion is made and approved by a seven-eighths vote of the convention assembly. 

Count I- Declaratory Judginent 
(All Defendants) 

64. Plaintiffs incorporate herein by reference the allegations above. 

65. Under MCR 2.605, in a case of actual controversy within its jurisdiction, this 

Court may declare the rights and other legal relations of an interested party seeking declaratory 

judgement, regardless of whether other relief is or could be sought or granted . 
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66. There is an actual controversy within this· Court's jurisdiction on all the matters 

described above, including; (1) whether Mr. Ziemba is authorized under the LPM bylaws to 

submit a slate of delegates to the national Libertarian Party credentials cotttltlittt!l!l ~httt d.!m~r~ 

from the Elected Delegate List; (2) whether the II members of the LMC delegation, Mr. Canny, 

and Ms. Thornton were prqperly seated as delegates at the March LPM convention; (3) whether 

the LPM judicial committee has jurisdiction to hear challenges to the seating of delegates to an 

LPM convention based on alleged violations of local affiliate bylaws, as opposed to the LPM 

bylaws; and (4) whether the judicial committee's reasoning regarding the substantive issues it 

addressed are so arbitrary and irrational as to constitute a breach of the judicial committee 

members duties under the bylaws, rendering the decision null and void. 

Count II- Breach of Contract 
(Defendants Ziemba, Jongema, and N epomuceno) 

67. Plaintiffs incorporate herein by reference the allegations above. 

68. As noted above, bylaws constitute a binding contractual agreement between the 

organization and its members. 

69. DefendantsJongema and Nepomuceno have breached the LPM bylaws by issuing 

an opinion that blatantly exceeds the scope of the judicial committee's jurisdiction and purports 

to overturn actions taken by a convention assembly based on patently irrational interpretations of 

straight-fonvard bylaws provisions. 

70. Further, defend~nt Ziemba has breached his duties under the LPivi bylaws by 

relyipg on the judicial committee's facially flawed decision as a basis to submit the slaLe of 

delegates to the national Libertarian Party credentials committee other than the Elected Delegate 

List. 
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71. If these breaches are not promptly remedied, the plaintiiTs stand to suffer 

irreparable injury by being deprived of their rightful seats as delegates to the national convention, 

which cpnvenes injust two days from the date of this filing. 

WHEREFORE, the plaintiffs respectfully request that this Court promptly enter a 

judgment in their favor that: 

A. Declares that the decision rendered by defendants Jongema and Nepomuceno on 

or about May 18, 2024, that purports to invalidate the election of 27 delegates to the 2024 

Libertarian Party National Convention lacks any plausible basis in the bylaws of the Libertarian 

Party of Michigan (LPM) and is therefore null and void. 

B. - Orders defendant Ziemba to, no later than 10:00 a.m. on Thursday, May 23, re· 

submit. the Elected Delegate List to the National Convention credentials committee, thereby re· 

certifying that that individuals on the list are the official delegates and alternate delegates of the 

LPM. 

C. Enjoins the defendants from submitting any other document to the National 

Convention credentials committee that purports to overturn, invalidate, or modify the re· 

submission of the Elected Delegate List. 

D. Enjoins the defendants from taking any other action to: (1) overturn the seating of 

the plaintiffs ·or any of the other individuals on the Elected Delegate List as delegates to the 

Libertarian Party National Convention while this suit remains pending, or (2) invalidate any votes 

those individuals may take while attending the Libertarian Party National Convention on the 

grounds that they were improperly seated. 

E. Grants s_uch other declaratory or injunctive relief as this Court deems necessary and 

proper to resolve the dispute described in this complaint. 
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Dated: May 22, 2024 

Respectfully submitted, 

CURCIO LAW FIRM PLC 

By: /.sf C .Nicholas QJ.rcio 
C. Nicholas Curcio (P75824) 
CURCIO L\W FIR..\·l PLC 

16905 Birchview Drive 
Nunica, Michigan 49448 
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VERIFICATION OF COMPLAINT 
MARYBUZUMA 

I, Mary Buzuma, declare under the penalties of peljuxy that this verified complaint has 

been examined by me and that its contents are true to the best of my information, knowledge, 

and belief. 

STATE OF MICIDGAN ) 
) ss 

COUNTYOFQTTAWA ) 

Tllis verified complaint was acknowledged before me on '2- I ~+-- , 2024, by Mary 
Buzuma. 

Notary Public, Ottawa County, Michigan 
Acting in Ottawa Coun~ .. 
My commission expires:/1W 1 I )3-rl, >1-e> 3 ~ 

' J ' f ~ 

., 
'I 
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Exhibit A 



David Canny 15223 
Ripple Dr. 
Linden, Ml48451 

MaryBuzuma 
714 S Beacon Blvd, Apt 7 6 Grand 
Haven, MI 49417 

Brian Ellison 
15006 Woodpine Drive 
Monroe, MI 48161 

'Angela Thornton 15223 
Ripple Dr. 
Linden MI 4845 I 

Rafael Wolf 
1418 Elkerton Avenue 
Kalamazoo, MI 49048 

Joseph Brungardt 
1811 Eastport Drive 
Troy, MI 48083 

Dana Carver 
11278 S. Black ruver Road 
Onaway, MI 49765 

Donna Gundle-Krieg 
6075 Cedar River Road 
Mancelona, MI 49659 
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3/14/24, 5:22AM 
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~W~ LIBERTARIAN :fe";·. rMtrT"' MICHIGAN 

(as amended in convention July 15, 2023) 

I. NAME 

Bylaws 

The name of this organization shall be the "Libertarian Party of Michigan," hereinafter referred to as the "Party" 
or"LPMI". 

II. PURPOSE 

The purpose Qf this organization is to·further the principles of individual liberty as expressed in the Statement of 
Principles of the National Libertarian Party by nominating and working to elect candidates for political office and 
by entering Into political information activities and affiliating with the National Libertarian Party. 

Ill .. OFFICERS 

1. The officers of the PartY. shall be a chair, a f1rst vice chair, a second vice chair, a secretary, a treasurer, and 

the Congressional district representatives described below, hereinafter referred to as the "Executive 

Committee.~ These are the same individuals who shall serve as the directors of the "Libertarian Party of 

Michigan Executive Committee, lnc.n None of these offices shall be combined. All of these officers shall be 

elected to a two-year term at a regular convention of the Party by the attending delegates (as to the 

Congressional district representatives, those delegates from the respective districts) and shall take office 

immediately upon the close of such convention and shall serve until the final adjournment of the next 

regular convention. 

2. At each regular convention, following the selection of those officers of the Executive CommitteE! elected at 

large, the delegates· from each Congressional district shall caucus to select one person residing in that 

district to serve as the Congressional district representative for that district. 

a. The Executive Committee shall comprise the state central committee of the Party within t11e meaning of 

state law, notWithstanding any contrary provision of state law calling for a larger state central committee, 

different officers, or a different procedure for selection of officers or members of the Executive Committee. 

4. The chair shall preside at all meetings of the Executive Committee and at all conventions. The chair shaH be 

the chief executive officer of the Party. In the absence of directives from the Executive Committee, the chair 

shall have the authority to speak for, and to generally manage the affairs of, the Party. Said authority 

hltps:llmichiganlp.org/bylawsl 
1/8 



3114124, 5:22AM . ~-
includes the appointment of a Newsletter Director to ensure the timely publication or the "Michigan 

libertarian." For purposes of Party representation at all National Libertarian Party conventions, the chair 

shall be a Michigan delegate and shall serve as head of the Michigan delegation. 

s. The first vice chair shall act as assistant to the chair and shall perform the duties of the chair in his or her 

absence. The first vice chair shall also act as "affiliates director'' helping affiliates organize, forming new 

affiliates, helping student groups organize and forming new student groups. The first vice ohair shall also be 

responsible for organizing seminars to make certain that affiliate officers have the information necessary to 

work effectively with the LPMI and shall organize unaffiliated region caucuses. 

6. The second vice chair shall act as assistant to the chair, and in the absence of the chair and first vice chair, 

shall perform the duties of the chair. The second vice chair shall also act as "political director'', recruiting 

candidates for public office and helping them organize their campaigns. The second vice chair shall also be 

responsible for organizing seminars to make certain that candid~tes have the information necessary to 

qualify and run effectively for public office. 

1. The secretary shall be the recording officer of the Party, and be responsible for ensuring 'that member· 

accessible archives are preserved. Excepting the Party newsletter or press releases, the secretary shall be 

responsible for all regular communications within the Party and between the Party and outside individuals, 

groups, and organizations. 

a,The treasurer shall receive, expend, and account for the funds of the Party under the supervision and 

direction of the Executive Committee. 

9. The members of the Executive Committee shall meet in such times and places as they shall determine and 

shall gover-n all the affairs of'the Party. A majority shall rule at meetings of the Executive Committee except 

for resolutions, which shall require a two·thirds vote of those present, or as otherwise required by these 

bylaws. 

1o.A member of the Executive Committee who fails to perform his or her fiduciary duties may be removed from 

the Executive Committee and replaced by a two·thirds vote at a regular meeting of the Executive Committee 

or a majority vote at convention following a motion for a vote of no confidence. All Executive Committee 

members must be notified of the intent to remove at least 14 days prior to the meeting. 

11.lf a board position becomes vacant, except in the office of chair, the LEG shall appoint someone to fill it. In 

the event of a vacancy of the chair, vice chairs shall be elevated and vacancies shall remain at the lowest 

office(s). The term of each will be until the next convention having sufficient notice for adding the election to 

its agenda. Officers elected to fill a vacancy shall serve until the next regular convention. Election of 

congressional district representatives shall be done by a congressional district caucus. Appointments of a 

congressional district representative must be of a person residing in that district. 

12.1f a member of the Executive Committee misses three consecutive regular meetings of the Executive 

Committee, their position on the Executive Committee shall be automatically vacated. 

·https:Jfmichiganlp.org/bylawsf 
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1a.AII officers of the Party must be current members of the Party. An officer whose membership lapses must 

renew at the next meeting after written notice or be removed at that meeting. 

14. There s_hall be a standing legislative committee to monitor, report on, and advocate for legislation on behalf 

of the Libertarian Party. 

1s.AII officers of the Party shall be elected and serve without regard to biological sex, gender, race; ethnicity, 

creed, age, religion, sexual orientation, national origin, ancestry, marital status, physical af:)pearanee, or 

economic status. 

16. Members of a standing or special committee (except for the Judicial Committee or any committee related to 

disciplinary action) may be appointed by the Executive Committee, a committee chair, or the LPMI Chair. 

Only voting members of the LPMI shall be eligible for appointment as members of a standing committee. 

The Executive Committee may fix a maximum size to any committee (except for the Judicial Committee or 

any committee related to disciplinary action). 

11. Resignations must be delivered in writing. They shall be considered accepted immediately upon delivery to 

the secretary or chair, or at a meeting of the Executive Committee. 

IV. LOCAL PARTY ORGANIZATIONS 

1. Party members may form organizations entitled to be known as the "Libertarian Party" of their respective 

areas, subject to this Article. 

2.The Executive Committee shall charter affiliate parties, each of which shall cover one or more counties of 

the state, hereinafter referred to as an "affiliate region", from those organizations requesting such status. A 

copy of the petitioning organization's proposed operating rules shall be submitted with the petition. No 

organization shall be so chartered which does not ratify the Statement of Principles of the Party or whose 

operating rules do not comply with these bylaws. The Executive Committee can arbitrate disputes between 

affiliates. 

a.During years in which the Libertarian Party of Michigan is primary qualified, each affiliate party shall oversee 

the county and district conventions for those counties and districts within its affiliate region in accordance 

with state law (MCL 168.592, 168.594, 168.595, 168.599, 168.600, 168.601, and 168.602); except that: 

1.lf an affiliate region covers more than one county or district: 

1. the affiliate may hold a combined convention for all counties and districts within the affiliate region at the 

same place(s) and/or via a synchronous electronic meeting; 

2. State convention delegates and alternates selected by the affiliate need not be apportioned to the 

individual counties or districts or their political subdivisions, but may be selected at large from all the 

counties and districts comprising the affiliate region, or at the affiliate's option, from LPMI members 

residing anywhere in Michigan; and 

3.the affiliate may hold a· combined convention for the election of a single affiliate executive committee, in 

lieu of separate executive committees for each county or district. 

hups:J/michiganlp.orglbylaws/ 3/8 



3!14124, 5:22AM 
Bylnws 

2.An affiliate may elect in its discretion to adopt affiliate bylaws that organize the affiliate and the county(ies) 

and district(s) comprising its affiliate region in a manner different from the provisions of MCL i 68.599 and 

168.600. If the affiliate does so, then the officers and committees of the affiliate and the county(ies) and 

dlstrict(s) comprising its affiliate region shall be organized and selected in accordance with the affiliate's 

bylaws. 

3. For so long as the Party qualifies to elect precinct delegates at primary elections to county party 

conventions under state law, the affiliate shall be required to accept precinct delegates so selected as 

delegates. to Its county and district conventions, but if the Party ever no longer qualifies to elect precinct 

delegates at primary elections, then the affiliate may set its own rules for qualifying delegates to its county 

and district conventions. 

4. For purposes of this Article IV, Section 3, and Article VI, Section 4, below, any counties and districts in the 

State not organized as part of an affiliate region will together be deemed designated as one or more 

affiliate regions and overseen by the Executive Committee. 

4. The autonomy of the affiliate Parties shall not be abridged by the Executive Committee, or any other 

committee of the Party, except as provided herein. 

s. The Executive Committee shall have the authority to suspend affiliate party status from ahy organization by 

a two-thirds vote. Such suspension is subject to written appeal within thirty days of notification. Failure to 

appeal shall be construed as an act of secession by the affiliate party. The Executive Committee shall not 

suspend any affiliate party within a period of three months prior to a state Party convention. 

6.The appeal of the affiliate party is to be directed to the Judicial Committee of the Party. Written arguments 

shall be sent to the Judicial Committee by representatives of the Executive Committee urging revocation 

and by representatives of the affiliate party opposing revocation. The Judicial Committee shall rule to either 

revoke the charter of the affiliate party or to reinstate the charter within thirty days of receiving the. 

arguments and no later than thirty days prior to a State Party convention. Should the Judicial Committee fail 

to rule timely, the affiliate party shall be automatically reinstated with all rights and privileges pertaining 

thereto. The affiliate party may appeal the ruling of the Judiciary Committee to the Judicial Committee of the 

National Libertarian Party following the above procedure. 

V. JUDICIAl COMMITTEE 

1. The judicial power of the Party shall be vested In a Judicial Committee composed of three Party members. 

All of these committee members shall be elected to a two-year term at a regular convention of the Party by 

the attending delegates and shall take office immediately upon the close of such convention and shall serve 

until the final adjournment of the next regular convention. No member of the Executive Committee may be a 

member of the Judicial Committee. 

2. The Judicial Committee shall decide cases involving alleged violations of these bylaws or resolutions. 

VI. CONVENJIONS 

hUps://michiganlp.orglbylalvsl 
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1. During years In which a Libertarian Party primary occurs, the Party shall hold a tall state convention a(ler the 

date of the primary and not less than 60 days before the general November election in accordance with 

state law (MCL 168.591). During even-numbered years in which a Libertarian Party primary election is not 

required by state law, the Party shall hold a candidate nominating convention after the filing deadline for 

candidates to appear on Michigan's primary ballot and before the date of the primary. During odd-numbered 

years, the Party shall hold a regular state convention b~tween April1 and July 31, performing eueh busltH%lS 

as required herein. 

2. The Party shall also hold a state convention no later than six weeks prior to the scheduled first day of the 

Libertarian Party National Convention, hereinafter referred to as a "national delegate selection convention". 

The national delegate selection convention shall be for the purpose of selecting national convention, 

delegates. The national. delegate selection convention may also endorse any candidates for Secretary of 

State, Attorney General and Supreme Court to be formally nominated at the fall state convention in the 
l 

same year. Votes for endorsement of candidates shall be made in the same manner as for nomination of 

candidates set forth In Article VII of these bylaws. 

3. The Party shall hold a special convention upon the call of the Executive Committee or when petitions are 

submitted by~;30% of the current membership, specifying the purpose for the special convention; In the event 

a valid petition is submitted by members to the Executive Committee, the Executive Committee (TlUSt issue 

the call to convention within 28 days. Unless two-thirds of the Executive Committee objects, the Executive 

Committee shall inform members of the subject of the petition, and with the circulator's consent, the contact 

information of the circulator. 

4. The Executive Committee shall allocate delegates to all state conventions to be selected by each affiliate 

region in proportion and according to the number of votes cast within the affiliate region for the Party's most 

recent candidate for secretary of state (MCL 168.593 and 168.598). Delegates to the national delegate 

selection convention shall be allocated using the same method. An affiliate region may also select a number 

of alternates no greater than the number of delegates allocated to it. 

1. The number of delegates to be seated at state conventions shall be calculated as 25% of the state 

members whose dues have been paid to the Libertarian Party of Michigan as of December 31st of the 

year prior to the state convention. There shall be a minimum of 175 seats available, though actual 

numbers may slightly vary due to numbers rounding up at the 0.5 interval. 

2. The Executive Committee shall issue a call to each state convention to all affiliates no later than 60 days 

prio.r to the scheduled date of the state convention, which call shall specify the date and location of the 

state convention and the number of delegates each affiliate is entitled to select and send to the state 

convention. Notwithstanding any provision of state law requiring the Executive Committee to set a single 

date for counties and districts to hold conventions for the selection of delegates, each affiliate may select 

the date for it$ r~spective convention(s), so long as that date is at least 7 days prior to the state 

convention. 
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3. Prior to each state convention, the Executive Committee shall hold an unaffiliated region caucus tor the 

purpose of s~lecting delegates for the state convention, froin areas of Michigan that are not represented 

by any affiliate regions. The caucuses shall be held for each unaffiliated region, and may be done by 

electronic meeting. Each unaffiliated region shall be allotted delegates in the same manner as affiliates, 

and shall be based on the counties 1hat comprise the unaffiliated region as designated by the Executive 

Committee. Only members who reside in an unaffiiiated region may vot~ far th6 del~g&te seleetleAs feF 

that region. 

4. Each affiliate must submit the names, addresses and email addresses of its selected delegates a~d 

alternates to the LPMI Credentials Committee no later than 7 days prior to a convention. ·Failure to submit 

such a listing by the deadline will cause no delegation to be registered from that affiliate. By seven-eighths 

vote, the convention may approve additional delegates and alternates whose names and addresses are 

submitted to the Credentials Committee during the convention. 

s. The Executive Committee shall notify every Libertarian Party of Michigan and Michigan resident Na~ional 

Libertarian Party member, whose dues were current within 3 years, of the convention date, time and 

location no less than 30 days prior to the convention. Notification shall be made by at least one of the 

acceptable modalities for which contact information has been made available by the member. Acceptable 
.. 

modalities shall include email, phone, and United States Postal Service. 

s.A majority shall rule at the convention except for the platform and resolutions of the Party which shall require 

a two-thirds vote of those present, or as otherwise required by these bylaws. 

6. The Executive Committee shall have supervision and management of all conventions. 

1. The officers of each convention shall be the officers of the Party. 

a. A person must be a current member of the Libertarian Party of Michigan in order to serve as a delegate to a 

state convention. A person who has never been a member of the Libertarian Party of Michigan must become 

a member at least 30 days prior to a State convention, unless that person was a member of the National 

Libertarian Party at least 30 days prior to a State Convention, and becomes a dues paying member of the 

state party, before being allowed to vote at that convention. 

9. Members in good standing who were duly elected as delegates shall not be denied delegate status at the 

business sessions of a convention. Additional charges may be charged to cover other materials available at 

the convention. 

VII. NOMINATION OF CANDIDATES 

1. Nomination of candidates for public office shall be made in accordance with state law, via primary, district 

caucus or' state convention as necessary. No candidate may be nominated for an office for which he/she is 

legally ineligible to serve. 

2. Delegates to the National Convention shall be elected at a national delegate selection convention by 

nominations from the floor. Delegates may be appointed by the Executive Committee if the allotted quota is 
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not met. Rules governing delegate procedures shall be determined by action of the Convontion or, ifl 1114~ 
absence of directives from the Convention, by the Executive Committee. Those provisions of state law 

governing the selection of national convention delegates shall notapply to the Party's selection of national 

convention delegates, and no national convention delegate shall be bound by law to vote for a particular 

candidate. 

a. The Party's nominee for each office shall be chosen by a majority vote of the delegates in attendance at the 

time of voting. If no candidate has a majority, the candidate with the least number of votes shall be struck 

from the next vote until one candidate receives a majority. 

4. All votes for candidates tor public or Party office shall always include "None of the Above." 

s. Votes cast for "None of the Above" in voting on the Party's nominees for public office or the Party officers 

shall be considered valid. Should a majority of the votes be cast for "None of the Above" in voting for a 

publiq office, no candidate shall be nominated for that office. Should "None of the Above" be selected for any 

Party office, that position shall be declared vacant and none of the losing candidates for that position may 

be selected to fill the vacancy for the term of office. If a delegate votes for "None of the Above" in a race in 

which more than one candidate is elected, they may not vote for an additional candidate. 

VIII. MEMBERSHIP 

1. Membership shall be granted to any person who affirms the Statement of Principles and whose LPMI dues 

are current. 

2. The party may offer life memberships which shall convey the same rights and privileges as any annual 

merriber whose dues are current. All previously issued life memberships shall be honored in the -same 

manner. 

IX. ELECTRONIC MEETINGS AND PROCEDURES 

1.Asynchronous voting pro.cedure, such as via email ballot, are strictly prohibited for official business of any 

recognized body of the Party, including the executive committee, unless there is an agreement to do 

asynchronous voting in a unanimous motion at a synchronous meeting. This does not prohibit other 

synchronou.s forms of communication and voting, such as conference call or videoconferencing, to b~ used 

for official business. 

2. The Libertarian Party of Michigan may hold electronic meetings for official party business of any recognized 

body of the State Party, including the Libertarian Executive Committee as well as any committees created by 

the Libertarian Executive Committee, unless specifically prohibited from doing so during their creation. Any 

official party business conducted via electronio means shall comply with Electronic Meetings section of the 

most current edition of Robert's Rules of Order, Newly Revised. 

X. FISCAL YEAR 

The fiscal year of th~ Party shall end December 31. 
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~xl,tEG'AL AND PARLIAMENTARY AUTHORITY 

1. The Libertaria.n Party of Michigan, in the exercise of its constitutional rights of tree association and speecll, 

as affirmed by the US Supreme Court ruling in Eu, et al., vs. San Francisco Democratic Committee, State 

Central Committee of the Libertarian Party of California, et al., reserves the right to accept or decline the 

application of Michigan s~atutory provisions, which appear to govern its affairs. The im:orperatleli ~f statYh:ll)l 

provisions in these bylaws is voluntary and is subject to the foregoing reservation. Any violations of statutory 

provisions by these bylaws are deliberate and will take precedence over such statutory provisions. 

2. Robert's Rules of Order Newly Revised shall be the parliamentary authority tor all matters of procedure not 

specifically covered by the bylaws or convention rules of the Party. 

XII. AMENDMENTS 

1. =T"hese bylaws may be amended by a two-thirds vote of the delegates present at a convention occurring in 

an odd-numbered year only. 

2.ln the event of a change in Michigan Law which substantially changes the meaning of these bylaws, the 

Executive Committee may schedule a special cqnvention which shall only pertain to the bylaws 

amendments needed ·to address the effect of the aforementioned legal change. On even years this will 

require a two-thirds vote of the Executive Committee. 

XIII. USE OF PARTY RESOURCES 

The Party does not support, condone, or give candidates of other political parties access to mailing lists, contact 
information, or administrative access to online social media accounts of the Libertarian Party of Michigan for use 
with their campaign nor give these to any person not authorized by the Party. 

XIV. EFFECT 

These bylaws shall take effect immediately upon adoption. 

Previous bylaws may be viewed in the ~~'!L~~~!!_~~':S.: _ ... _ __ -·~ . _ . __ . _ ...... -_ -· _ -~'" _ 
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Rank D~legate Name Votes Rank Alternate Name Votes 
1 Andrew Chadderdon 00 35 Draw Canny (alternates from here down) 44 
2 Scot~ Boman 70 36 Aaron Mira nov 42 
3 Bill Hall 61 37 Leah Dailey 41 
4 Claranna Gelineau 60 38 Brandon Warzybok 41 
5 Emily Salvette 59 39 

. ·- .. 
Fredari~:k Homdt 40 

6 Mike Sa6ba 59 40 Ryan Brennan 40 
7 Greg Stempfle 59 41 Alice Freeborn-Hall 38 
8 Vicki Hall 57 42 Daniel Ziemba 37 
9 Andrew Hall 56 43 Michelle Gregoire 37 
10 James-Hudler 56 44 Keith Bilby 36 
11 Joe Brungardt 55 45 Shaun Collins 36 
12' Jim Fulner 54 46 Avi Rachlin 36 
13 MaryBuzuma 54 47 Summer Powers 36 
14 Andrew Duke 53 48 Trevor Step 36 
15 Jay Gmotte 53 49 Jeff Pittel 35 

16 Donna Gundle-Krieg 53 50 Josh Jongema 35 
17 Bill Gelineau 53 51 Michael Yonak 35 
18 Griffin Hall 52 52 Cathy Hicks 35 

19 Justin MiramonU 52 53 Ryan Roberts 35 
20 Jaml Van Alstine 52 54 Dominic Thelen 34 
21 William Gelineau 52 55 Greg Black 34 

22 Diane Szabla 51 56 Shelby Black 33 

23 Dana Carver 51 57 Rick Thelen 33 

24 Lawrence Johnson 50 58 Kelly Hartman 32 

25 Angela Thornton 50 59 Andrew Ranta 32 

26 Donna Gelineau 50 60 Jerome Schwab 31 

27 Mark King 49 61 Daniel Woike 30 

28 Dave Canny 49 62 Benedict Thelen 30 

29 Brian Edison 49 63 Ryan Henry 30 

30 Stephanie Dunn 48 64 Lawrence Ludlow 27 

31 Forrest Dunn 47 65 Wayne Shannon 26 

32 Loenard Schwartz 46 66 Jerome Thelen 26 

33 Randy Szabla 46 67 Carl Ball 25 

34 Rafael Wolf 46 68 Collin Fitzgerald 24 

69 Tommie Lee 22 

70 Loel Gnadt 18 

71 Bruce Jaquays 17 

72 Andrew Gale 17 

73 Timothy Teagan 15 

74 Max Riekse 14 

75 Greg Whittaker 11 

76 NOTA 1 
... 84 TBD 0 



STATE OF MICHIGAN 
IN THE 53rd CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF CHEBOYGAN 

MARY BUZUMA, DAVID CANNY, BRIAN 
ELUSON, ANGELA THORNTON,JOSEPH 
BRUNGARDT,DANACARVER,DONNA A ~~ JJ 
GUNDLE-KRIEG, and RAFAEL WOLF, Hon. fltl@fo.' ...J ~h ,e..,(!_; 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

ANDREW CHADDERDON, DANIEL 
ZIEMBA, ANDREW EV ANS,JOSHUA 
JONGEMA, and CONNOR NEPOMUCENO, 

Defendants, 

C. Nicholas Curcio (P75824) 
CURCIO LAW FIRM PLC 
i 6905 Birchview Drive 
Nunica, Michigan 49448 
(616) 430.:2201 
ricurcio@curciofirm.com 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Case No. 24- ftJ f >" -CZ 

REQUEST FOR DECISION BY 
CLOSE OF BUSINESS ON 
WEDNESDAY, MAY 22, 2024 

FILED BY: 

MAY 2 2 2024 

CHEBOYGAN coAJmJJ: COPY 

MAY 2 2 2024 
£5/ ~c:e-~ 

EMERGENCY EX PARTE M_OTION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRil~CUimEli\iovGANcQ 
SHOW CAUSE ORDER, AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION · . 

The plaintiffs respectfully move ex parte for this Court to issue a temporary restraining 

order pursuant to MCR 3.3·1 O(B), to preserve their rights as elected delegates to the Libertarian 

Party National Convention pending a show-cause hearing on whether a preliminary injunction 

should issue, This motion further requests a preliminary injunction and asks the court to issue an 

order to show cause as to why such a preliminary injunction should not issue. In supporl of their 

motion, defendants rely on the facts and arguments detailed in the accompanying brief. 

Consistent with MCR 3.31 O(B)(2), undersigned counsel for the plaintiffs certifies that he 

emailed a copy of this motion, the supporting brief, and the complaint in this case to each of the 



5 defendants on the morning ofWednesday, May 22, contemporaneously with filing them wilh 

this Court, to proVide notice of this motion. Further, the defendants are aware of the arguments 

asserted herein because they were recently served by first·class mail with a similar motion filed in 

the related case ofSaliha v Chadderdon, Case No. 24-9034-CZ. 

WHEREFORE, the plaintiffs respectfully request that this Court: 

A. Issue a temporary restraining order: (1) directing defendant Ziemba to, no later 

than 10:00 a.m. on Thursday, May 23, re-submit the Elected Delegate List (attached as Exhibit C 

to the complaint) to the National Convention credentials committee, thereby re-certifying that that 

individuals on the list are the official delegates and alternate delegates of the LPM; and (2) 

prohibiting the defendants from submitting any other document to the National Convention 

credentials committee that purports to overturn, ipvalidate, or modify the r.e-submission of the 

Elected Delegate List until a hearing can be set and conducted on the issue of whether a 

preliminary injunction should issue. A proposed order to this effect is attached for the Court's 

convenience as Exhibit 1 to the accompanying brief in support. 1 

B. Order the defendants to show cause why a preliminary injunction should not issue. 

C. After a hearing conducted pursuant to the above-requested order to show cause, 

issue a preliminary injunction prohibiting the defendants from taking any other action to: 

(1) overturn the seating of the plaintiffs or any of the other individuals on the Elected Delegate 

I If this Court were to determine that the plaintiffs are likely to succeed on their claims only as 
they relate to the portion of the judicial committee's decision for which the committee clearly 
lacked jurisdiction (i.e., the portion regarding the seating of the 11 delegates to the March 
convention nominated by the Libertarians of Macomb), the Court could issue a narrower 
restraining order that requires Mr. Ziemba to submit a list that includes only the delegates 
numbered l through 29 on the Elected Delegate List. This would leave the judicial committee's 
decision with respect to the suspended-delegate challenge in place. An alternative order to this 
effect is attached for t~e Court's convenience as Exhibit 2 to the brief in support. 
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List as delegates to the Libertarian Party National Convention while this suit remains pending, or 

(2) invalidate any votes those individuals may take while attending the Libertarian Party National 

Convention on the grounds that they were improperly seated. 

D. Upon final hearing in this cause, issue a permanent injunction prohibiting the 

defendants from taking any of the actions listed in paragraph C above, and issuing a declaration 

that the decision of the judicial committee rendered on or about May 18, 2024 regarding the 

election of national-convention delegates is legally null and void. 

Dated: May 20, 2024 

Respectfully submitted, 

CURCIO LAW FIRM PLC 

By: Is/ C. Nicholas Curcio 
C. Nicholas Curcio (P7 5824) 
CURCIO LAw FIRM PLC 
16905 Birchview Drive 
Nunica, Michigan 49448 
(616) 430-2201 
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STATE OF MICHIGAN . 
IN THE 53rd CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF CHEBOYGAN 

MARY BUZUMA, DAVID CANNY, BRIAN 
ELUSON,ANGELA THORNTON,JOSEPH 
BRUNGARDT, DANA CARVER, DONNA 
GUNDLE-KRIEG, and RAFAEL WOLF, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

ANDREW CHADDERDON, DANIEL 
ZIEMBA, ANDREW EV ANS,JOSHUA 
JONGEMA, and CONNOR NEPOMUCENO, 

Defendants, 

C. Nicholas Curcio (P75824) 
CURCIO LAW FIR.t.\1 PLC 
16905 Birchview Drive 
Nunica, Michigan 49448 
(616) 430-2201 
ncurcio@curciofirm.com 

Attorn~, for Plaintiffs 

Case No. 24- ~ fY -CZ 

REQUEST FOR DECISION BY 
CLOSE OF BUSINESS ON 
WEDNESDAY, MAY 22, 2024 

BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF EMERGENCY EX PARTE MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 



INTRODUCTION 

This case, like several other cases now pending in both state and federal court, arises from 

defendant Andrew Chadderdon's attempts to retain control of a political party that no longer 

supports him. In a series of conventions held by the Libertarian Party of Michigan (LPi'vl), large 

majorities of the party's members have expressed disagreement with lVIr. Chadderdon's 

leadership and voted to displace him. Rather than accepting the wishes of U1e membership, Mr. 

Chadderdon has attempted to thwart the membership by any means possiblej most often by 

distorting and weaponizing the party's bylaws for his own benefit. 2 

The particular issue in this case pertains to the election of delegates to represent LPM at the 

2024 Libertarian National Convention. Pursuant to the LPM bylaws, the LPM membership 

recently elected a slate of 33 national-convention delegates who largely oppose Mr. Chadderdon. 

Consistent with his behavior over the past few years, Mr. Chadderdon manufactured claims of 

procedural irregularity pertaining to the elections and turned to his political allies on the LPM 

judicial committee to have the elections invalidated. Two of the three members on the judicial 

committee obliged, issuing a sweeping ruling just days before the convention that - if left 

standing- would deprive the plaintiffs of their right to serve as national-convention delegates. 

The judicial committee's Jacks any arguable basis in the LPM bylaws. Among ·other errors, 

the judicial committee blatantly exceeded. its own jurisdiction by ruling on a challenge that was 

based solely on the bylaws of a local affiliate, as opposed to the LPM bylaws. Further, it 

employed patently irrational logic to impose. a seven-eighths .supermajority voting threshold on 

2 The plaintiffs reserve the right to argue in other forums that Mr. Chadderdon is not the rightl'ul 
chair of the LPM, that Mr. Ziemba is not the rightful secretary, and that the other three 
defendants are not the rightful members of the judicial committee. ln fact, several of the plaintiffs 
are currently making such arguments in other cases. So as not to unduly complicate this matter, 
the plaintiffs have elected not to pursue those arguments here. Because the LNG supports the 
Chadderdon board over the Saliba board, it is anticipated that the national credentials 
committee will only accept the delegate list if it is submitted by Mr. Ziemba. 



the convention assembly in a circumstance where the bylaws clearly required a simple majority 

vote. For these reasons, and because the plaintiffs will suffer irreparable harm in the absence of 

immediate injunctive relief, the plaintiffs respectfully request that this Court issue a ternpor(lry 

restraining order in the form provided in the attached Exhibit 1, or, more conservatively, the 

attached Exhibit 2. 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

The relevant facts are fully stated in the plaintiffs' verified emergency complaint and the 

exhibits to this brief, which are fully incorporated herein. 

ARGUMENT 

1. Legal Standards 

A. Temporary Restraining Orders (TRO) 

MCR 3.31 O(B) provides that a temporary restraining order may be granted where it 

appears that "immediate and irreparable injury, loss or damage will result to the applicant from 

the delay required to effect notice.'' The court rules allow a court to grant a TRO ex pane 

pending a hearing on a party's motion for a preliminary injunction or a show cause hearing if: 

(a) it clearly appears from specific facts shown by affidavit or verified complaint that 
immediate and irreparable injury, loss, or damage will result to the applicant 
from the delay required to e[ect notice or the risk that notice will itself 
precipitate adverse action before an order can be issued; 

(b) the applicant's attorney certifies to the court in writing the e[orts, if any, that 
have been made to give the notice and the reasons supporting the claim that 
notice should not be required; and 

(c) a permanent record or memorandum is made of any nonwritten evidence, or 
other representations made in support of the application. 

The grant or denial of injunctive relief, including that sought by an ex parte TRO, is 

discretionary. See Bratton v. DAilE, 120 Mich App 73, 79; 327 NW2d 369 (1982); In re Esquire 

Products Intern, Inc, 136 Mich App 492, 35 7 N'.'\1'2d 77 ( 1984). The object of a preliminary 
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injunctive relief "is to preserve the status quo," which refers to is "the last actual, peaceable, 

noncontested status which preceded the.pending controversy." Brallon, 120 Mich App at 79. 

B. Preli:minary Injunctions 

A court may grant a prelimi!"lary injunction following a hearing. rviCR 3.3 I O(A). The object 

of a preliminary injunction is to preserve the status quo before final judgment. Courts have 

fashioned a four-factor test to be applied to requests for injunctive relief. Those four factors are: 

(l) the strength of the applicant's demonstration that the applicant is likely to prevail on 
the merits; 

(2) demonstration that the applicant will suffer irreparable injury if a preliminary 
injunction is not granted; 

(3) whether harm to the applicant in the absence of a stay outweighs harm to the 
opposing party if a stay is granted; and 

(4) the harm to the public interest if the injunction issues. 

Michigan Slllie Employees Ass'n v Dep't of Menial Health, 421 Mich 152, 157-158 (1984). 

2. The four~factor test requires that a TRO and preliminary injunction be 
issued here. 

A. There is a substantial likelihood that plaintiffs will prevail on the merits. 

In the related case of Saliba v Clzadderdon, Case No. 24-9034-CZ, this Court rightly 

recognized that the judiciary has a limited role in adjudicating internal disputes within a political 

party. That role, hewever, is not nonexistent. As the Connecticut Supreme Court has put it: the 

judiciary has "narrowly circumscribed" authority to review the decisions of political party 

officials and may overturn those decisions where they are "either demonstrably unlawful or 

patently irrational." See Nielsen v. Kezer, 232 Conn 65, 79; 652 A2d l 013 (1995). 

While this standard sets a high bar, the egregious facts of this case put it over the top. The 

decision issued by the judicial committee on Mr.Jacobs's appeal, which is attached as Exhibit 3 

to this brief, is so completely devoid of support in the LPM bylaws that it represents a pure 

power-grab by the judicial committee's members and constitutes a breach of contract. See Conlin 
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II Upton, 313 Mich App 243, 255; 881 NW2d 511 (20 15) (explaining that bylaws "constiluLe a 

binding contractual agreement between [an entity] and its members"). 

Perhaps the most egregious flaw in the decision is the way in which thejudicial committee 

expanded the scope of the appeal that had been presented to it in order to reach a question that 

is clearly outside its jurisdiction. The LPM bylaws provide in relevant part that the judicial 

committee is empowered to "decide cases involving alleged violations of these bylaws or 

resolutions." LPM Bylaws, art. V (emphasis added). Mr. Chadderdon's objection to the LMC 

delegation to the March convention was not based on "these bylaws" (i.e., the LPM bylaws), but 

rather on Robert's Rules's "reasonable notice" requirement, as incorporated by reference in the 

LMC's local affiliate bylaws. See Ex. 4 (LMC Challenge) (citing the UviC bylaws and Robert's 

Rules as the sole bases for the challenge). Accordingly, it. is not an issue that the judicial committee 

can decide under any circumstance. 

To side-step this obvious obstacle to the ends it wished to achieve, the majority opinion 

issued by defendantsJongema and Nepomuceno engages in pure sophistry. It begins by quoting 

a provision in Robert's Rules of Order that discusses the duties of a convention credentials committee 

when presented with a submission of "delegates chosen by a local unit that is not entitled to 

representation or has chosen delegates in excess of its entitlement." JC Op at 4 (citing RO.NR 

59:21). The defendants then proclaim- without any support- that: "By rights, an affiliate is 

not entitled to a delegation which it has elected in violation of its bylaws." Id. 

This proposition is made up out of whole cloth. Under Article IV, section II of the LP.M 

bylaws provides complete discretion to the local affiliates as to whether to even adopt bylaws, 

stating in pertinent part that an "an affiliate may elect in its discretion to adopt affiliate bylaws.', 

Article VI, section 4, in turn, addresses the entitlement of a local affiliate to send delegates to 

state conventions. Under its terms, all the local affiliates that are officially recognized by the LPM 
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executive committee are entitled to at least some representation at state conventions. The specilic 

number of delegates that each affiliate receives is assigned by the executive committee "in 

proportion and according to the number of votes cast within the affiliate region for the Party's 

most recent candidate for se~retary of state." Nothing in Article VI, section 4 - nor anywhere 

else. in the LPM bylaws - indicates or even remotely suggest that affiliate delegations can be 

excluded based on alleged procedural errors in local conventions. The judicial committee's 

unsupported declaration to the contrary is clearly erroneous and not entitled to judicial 

deference. Allowing the judicial committee to blatantly disregard its own jurisdictional 

boundaries would deprive the plaintiffs of the contractual protections they should enjoy as 

members of the Libertarian Party. 

In addition to the jurisdictional error, the judicial committee further erred in determining 

that a seven-eighths vote was required under Article VI, section 4.4, to amend the credentials 

report to include the 4 members who were allegedly suspended. That section reads in pertinent 

part: 

Each affiliate must submit the names, addresses and email addresses of its selected 
delegates and alternates to the LPMI Credentials Committee no later than 7 days 
prior to a convention. Failure to submit such a listing by the deadline will cause no 
delegation to be registered from that affiliate. By seven-eighths vote, the convention 
may approve additional delegates and alternates whose names and addresses are 
submitted to the Credentials Committee during the convention. [LPM Bylaws, art. 
VI,~ 4.4.]. 

The judicial committee's position is foreclosed by the plain text of the last sentence, which 

indicates that a seven-eighths vote is only required when the names and addresses of the 

proposed delegates are submitted for the first time during the convention. That was not the case 

here. The credentials report indicated that various affiliate parties nominated Mr. Saliba, Mr. 

Brungardt, Mr. Canny, and Ms. Thornton to serve as delegates· at the convention and timely 

submitted their names and addresses. The credentials committee determined to mark them as 
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ineligible on the convention report due to the question as to their eligibility (consistent with 

Robert's Rules. § 59:21 ), and the convention assembly overrode that determination by rejecting 

their suspensions. The paragraph quoted above cannot be plausibly read to require a seven~ 

eighths vote in this circumstance, and therefore. only a majority vote was required. See LPl1d 

Bylaws, art. VI, ~ 4.5. ("A majority shall rule at the convention except for the platform and 

resolutions of the Party which shall require a two~thirds vote of those present, or as otherwise 

required by these bylaws."). The judicial committee's holding that "ambiguity exists in the final 

sentence,'' and that is therefore fi·ee to interpret it to require a seven-eighths vote to seat 

suspended members even when their names and addresses were submitted to the credentials 

committee prior to the convention, is completely unsupported by the text of the bylaws. 

Accordingly, the plaintiffs are very likely to prevail in showing that the judicial committee's 

decision is "demonstrably unlawful or patently irrational", and that it should therefore be 

deemed null and void. See Nielsen v. Kez.er, 232 Conn 65, 79; 652 A2d I 013 ( 1995)~ Such a 

showing would mean that defendant Ziemba, in his purported role as LPM secretary, is 

contractually obligated to re-submit the Elected Delegate List to the national credentials 

committee, as he originally did following the March 9 convention. 

B. A danger exists that the plaintiffs will suffer irreparable injury if ~n 
injunction is not issued. 

As described in paragraph 64 of the verified complaint, immediate action by this Court is 

needed in order to provide an adequate remedy for tl1e defendants' misconduct. The National 

Convention credentials committee is scheduled to conduct its final meeting at 11 :00 a.m. on 

Thursday, March 24, 2024, to prepare its credentials report for the national convention. If fvlr. 

Ziemba re-submits the Elected Delegate List to the credentials committee before (or perhaps 

even during) that meeting, the credentials committee will be obligated to include tl1eir names as 
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delegates on the official credentials report that is submitted to the convention assembly the · 

following morning. If Mr. Ziemba does not re-submit the Elected Delegate List by that time, 

·their names will'be omitted from the credentials report and they will only be able to be seated as 

delegates if a motion is made and approved by a seven-eighths vote of the convention assembly. 

Accordingly, their ability to participate as delegates to the National Committee - they role that 

they were expressly elected for by the members of the LPM - hangs in the balance. If they are 

excluded from the national-convention assembly, will they will have wasted valuable time and 

resources traveling to Washington D.C. for the convention and will be unable to vote on crucial 

party matters such as the party's candidates for federal office and the composition of the party's 

national governing body (the current members of which have, incidentally, exacerbated the 

governance dispute within the LPM by suing some of the plaintiffs and other party members for 

trademark infringement based on their use of the name "Libertarian Party"). 

C. The plaintiffs will suffer greater harm in the absence of injunCtive relief 
than the defendants will suffer if a temporary restraining order is 
issued. 

The object of a temporary restraining order or a preliminary injunction is to preserve the 

status quo pending adjudication of the dispute. Fancy v Egn'n, 177 Mich App 714, 719; 442 NW2d 

765 (1989). The status quo is the "last actual, peaceable, noncontested status which preceded the 

pending controversy. Id. Here, the fact that Mr. Ziemba submitted the Elected Delegate List in 

mid-March and did not retract it until over two months later, on or about May 18, indicates that 

the inclusion of the plaintiffs in the LPM's delegation to the National Convention is the last 

actual, peaceable, noncontested status. The defendants could have easily created a new status 

quo by ruling more quickly on the jacobs appeal and submitting the updated delegate list well in 

advance of the convention. 
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Instead, the circumstances strongly suggest that the defendants intentionally delayed 

releasing the opinion for the specific purpose of evading judicial review. This Court's April 17 

order in Saliba v. Chadderdon indicated that the decision on the Jacob's appeal was potentially 

reviewable, and this Court's comments during the April 17 hearing suggested that the Court may 

disagree with the substantive challenges that Mr. Chadderdon raised during the March 

convention. Further, the issues presented in the Jacob's appeal were fairly limited in scope and 

had already been thoroughly discussed during the March convention and during the course of 

the litigation in Saliba v. Chadderdon. Accordingly, to the extent the defendants would be harmed 

by the issuance of temporary restraining order, any such harm is largely of their own making and 

could have been avoided if they had acted more expeditiously.3 

As a separate matter, it is worth noting that the temporary restraining order that the 

plaintiffs are seeking does· not necessarily guarantee that the convention assembly will accept 

them as delegates. Mr. Chadderdon will be in attendance as a convention delegate and will be 

able to challenge their seating from the convention floor, raising the same objections that were 

presented to the judicial committee. If the convention assembly agrees "~th those objections, the 

plaintiffs and other elected delegates can be excluded from the delegation. In other words, the 

defendants will be entitled to one more "bite at the apple" even if aTRO is issued. 

D. The public interest will not be harmed if the preliminary injunction is 
issued. 

Lastly, the public interest will not be harmed if the TRO is issued. If anything, il would be 

harmful to the public interest to allow the defendants and/or the boards on which they serve to 

3 Specifically, if the judicial committee's decision had been released earlier, there would .have 
been sufficient time for a preliminary injunction hearing prior to the start of the NatiOnal 
Convention. 
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continue suppressing the majority of party members who oppose them - through the use of 

fallacious procedural arguments- thereby eroding trust in institutions and the rule oflaw. 

CONCLUSION 

For the above reasons, plaintiffs request that this Court grant a temporary restraining 

order in the form attached as Exhibit I, or, alternatively, Exhibit 2, and issue an order to show 

cause to the defendants. 

Dated: May 22, 2024 

Respectfully submitted, 

CURCIO LAW FIRM PLC 

By: /s/ C. Nicllolas Curcio 
C. Nicholas Curcio (P7 5824) 
CURCIO LAWFIR.M PLC 
16905 Birchview Drive 
Nunica, Michigan 49448 
(616) 430-2201 
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STATE OF MICIDGAN 
IN THE 53rd CffiCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF CHEBOYGAN 

MARY BUZUMA, DAVID CANNY, BRIAN 
ELLISON, ANGELA THORNTON, JOSEPH 
BRUNGARDT,DANACARVER,DONNA 
GUNDLE-KRIEG, and RAFAEL WOLF, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

ANDREW CHADDERDON, DANIEL 
ZIEMBA, ANDREW EVANS, JOSHUA 
JONGEMA, and CONNOR NEPOMUCENO, 

Defendants, 

C. Nicholas Curcio (P75824) 
CURCIO LAW FIR1vl PLC 
16905 Birchview Drive 
Nunica, Michigan 49448 
(61 G) 430-220 1 
ncurcio@curciofirm.com 

Attorney for Plaintiffs 

Hon. f'kttUJ~ ~~ 
Case No. 24- (/tJ (/;)-- -CZ 

ORDER GRANTING EX PARTE MOTION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER IN FULL 

This matter comes before the Court on plaintiffs' Emergency Ex Parle Motion For Temporary 

Restraining Order, Show Cause Ordm; And Preliminary Irgunction. Having reviewed the motion and 

supporting briefs, the present motion is GRANTED for the reasons stated therein. 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND DECLARED THAT: 

A. The decision rendered by defendants Jongema and Nepomuceno on or about 

May 18, 2024, that purports to invalidate the election of 27 delegates to the 2024 Libertarian 

Party National Convention lacks any plausible basis in the bylaws of the Libertarian Party of 

Michigan (LPM). 



B. Defendant Ziemba shall, within 1 hour of the receipt of this order and no later 

than 10:00 a.m. on Thursday, May 23, re-submit the names and addresses of the individuals 

listed on Exhibit C to the complaint in this case to the national-convention credentials 

committee, thereby re-certifying that that individuals on the list are the official delegates and 

alternate delegates of the LPM. 

C. Once Mr. Ziemba re-submits the original list as required above, the defendants 

are prohibited from submitting any other document to the national-convention credentials 

committee. that purports to overturn, invalidate, or modify that submission until a hearing can be 

set and conducted on the issue of whether a preliminary injunction should issue . 

.D. Violations of this order shall be punishable as contempt of Court. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

Dated: May 22, 2024 

AaronJ. Gauthier, Circuit CourtJudge 
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Exhibit 2 
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STATE OF MICIDGAN 
IN THE 53rd CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF CHEBOYGAN 

MARY BUZUMA, DAVID CANNY, BRIAN 
ELL!SON, ANGELA THORNTON,JOSEPH 
BRUNGARDT, DANA CARVER, DONNA 
GUNDLE-KRIEG, and RAFAEL WOLF, 

Plaintiffs, 

v. 

ANDREW CHADDERDON, DANIEL 
ZIEMBA, ANDREW EV ANS,JOSHUA 
JONGEMA, and CONNOR NEPOMUGENO, 

Defendants, 

C. Nicholas Curcio (P7 5824) 
CURCIO LAW FIRM. PLC 
16905 Birchview Drive 
Nunica, Michigan 49448 
(616) 430-2201 
ncurcio@curciofirm.com 

Attomf9' for Plaintiffs 

Hon. /JaUA- T. ~,~ 
Case No. 24- '/tJ~ -CZ 

ORDER GRANTING EX PARTE MOTION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER IN FULL WITH TO RESPECT TO LMC DELEGATION CHALLENGE 

ONLY 

This matter comes before the Court on plaintiffs' Emergency Ex Parte Motion For Temporary 

Restraining Order, Show Cause OrdeTj And Preliminary Iry'unctiorz. Having reviewed the motion and 

supporting briefs, the present motion is GRANTED IN PART for the reasons stated therein, the 

Court being sufficiendy satisfied that the defendants are likely to prevail on the merits at least 

with respect to the portion of the judicial committee decision that addresses defendant 

Chadderdon's challenge to the votes cast by the delegation sent by the Libertarians of Macomb 

(LMC) to the Libertarian Party ofMichigan's March convention. 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND DECLARED THAT: 



A. The decision rendered by defendants Jongema and Nepomuceno on or aboul 

May 18, 2024, that purports to invalidate the election of 27 delegates to the 2024 Libertarian 

Party National Convention lacks any plausible basis in the bylaws of the LPM at least to the 

extent described above. 

B. Defendant Ziemba shall, within I hour of the receipt of this order and no later 

than I 0:00 a.m. on Thursday, May 23, re-submit the names numbered and addresses of the 

individuals listed on delegates 8 through 28 on Exhibit C to the complaint in this case to the 

national-convention credentials committee, thereby re-certifying that that those individuals are 

the official delegates of the LPM. 

C. Once Mr. Ziemba re-submits the original list as required above, the defendants 

are prohibited from submitting any other document to the national-convention credentials 

committee that purports to overturn, invalidate, or modify that submission until a hearing can be 

set and conducted on the issue of whether a preliminary injunction should issue. 

D. Violations of this order shall be punishable as contempt of Court. 

!TIS SO ORDERED. 

Dated: May 22, 2024 

Aaron]. Gauthier, Circuit Courtjudge 

-2-



( ' -

Exhibit 3 



LPMI JC Majority Opinion on the Miramonti Appeal 
May 16,2024 

Appeals and Submissions 

All appeals, submissions, evidence, etc. related to the Miramonti Appeal are available to the 
public on Google Drive here. 

On March 22, 2024, Justin Miramonti appealed to the Libertarian Party of Michigan (LPMI) 
Judicial Committee (JC) alleging that the ruling of the LPMI Chair, Andrew Chadderdon, during 
the March lOih meeting of the LPMI Executive Committee (ExCom) was invalid. Chadderdon 
had ruled at that meeting that at the March 9.h LPMI convention, the elections of District 8 and 
10 representatives were invalid, due to the votes of members in those caucuses whose delegate 
status was invalid. 

On March 24, 2024, Jonathan Jacobs appealed to the JC alleging that four members at the March 
9th convention, who were suspended, were improperly seated as delegates and should have been 
held to the standard of the 7 /8ths vote. 

Early May 91h, 2024, Andrew Chadderdon submitted to the JC here and here, alleging that the 
LPMI Credentials Committee for the March 91h convention did not fulfill their responsibilities as 
described in RoNR, which include finding-the Macomb delegation invalid due to their failure to 
abide by their own bylaws and give notice. The Macomb bylaws adopt RoNR which requires 
notice to include the location in a reasonable timescale. Further, he asserted that the four 
suspended members were improperly seated given that the 7/8ths rule applied to their being 
seated after the Credentials Report was adopted. 

There are two distinct matters which these events circle around; The suspension of 4 delegates 
and their adoption into the credentials repott, and the validity of the Macomb delegation. Each is 
affected by distinct bylaws and procedures and will thus be addressed sepat·ately. First, we shall 
consider the Macomb delegation. 

Authorities of the JC and CC 

The JC has broad authority under the LPMl Bylaws: 

V-2: "The Judicial Committee shall decide cases involving alleged violations of 
these bylaws or resolutions. " 

However, another Bylaw seems to give broad protection to the autonomy of the local affiliates: 

IV-4: "The autonomy of the affiliate Parties shall not be abridged by the 
Executive Committee, or any other committee of the Party, except as provided 
herein." 

There are numerous exceptions which will be described below but now is a good moment to 
review why this rule exists: Clearly, Libertarians believe in decentralization, and don't want to 
impede smaller, local, and more homogenized collectives from organizing effectively within 



their scope of activity. However the state party as a broader umbrella has various functions 
procedures, and interests within its own scope that impose upon the affiliates certain ' 
requirements (with emphasis added): 

IV-2: "The Executive Committee shall charter affiliate parties, each of which 
shall cover one or mqre counties of the state, hereinafter referred to as an 
"affiliate region", from those organizations requesting such status. A copv oft he 
petitioning organization's proposed operating rules shall be submitted with the 
petition. No organization shall be so chartered which does not ratify the 
Statement of Principles of the Party or whose operating rules do not complv with 
these bylaws. The Executive Committee can arbitrate disputes between affiliates." 

IV-3-2: "An affiliate may elect in its discretion to' adopt affiliate bylaws /hat 
organize the affiliate and the cozmty(ies) and district(s) comprising its affiliate 
region in a manner different from the provisions of MCL 168.599 and I 68.600. If 
the affiliate does so, then the officers and committees of the affiliate and the 
county(ies) and district(s) comprising its affiliate region shall be organized and 
selected in accordance with the affiliate's bvlaws. " 

IV-3-3: "For so long as the Party qualifies to elect precinct delegates at primmy 
elections to county party conventions under state law, the affiliate shall be 
required to accept precinct delegates so selected as delegates to its county and 
district conventions, but if the Party ever no longer qualifies to elect precinct 
delegates at prima1y elections, then the affiliate mav set its own rules for 
qualifying delegates to its county and district conventions. " 

RONR provides some insights on the interpretation of these rules (See RoNR 12"' Edition online 
here): 

56:68-4 "If the bylaws authorize certain things specifically, other things of the 
same class are thereby prohibited. There is a presumption that nothing has been 
placed in the bvlaws without some reason for ;r. There can be no valid reason for 
authorizing'certain things to be done that can clearly be done without the 
authorization oft he bylaws. unless the intent is to specify the things of the same 
class that may be done, all others being prohibited. " 

As the judicial authority of the LPMI, it is within the purview of the JG to interpret for what 
reason these rules exist. Compelling the affiliates to create and submit their bylaws as a 
precondition to their affiliation, requiring those rules to be in~line with the state party's Bylaws, 
ensuring they are organized in accordance to their bylaws, specifically enumerating that the 
affiliates may set their own rules, are rules the JC appears to have the power to enforce, 
unambiguously. Bylaw V-2 indicates that the JC may interdict on matters in which an affiliate 
neglects jts bylaws in its conduct with regard to the state party's business, one of the most rigid 
procedures of which is its conventions. 



The authority and duties of the LPMI Credentials Committee are lacking definition and detail in 
the LPMI Bylaws. The words Credentials Committee are only found in one Bylaw, 6-4.4: 

"Each affiliate must submit the names, addresses and email addresses of its 
selected delegates and alternates to the LPMI Credentials Committee no later 
than 7 days prior to a convention. Failure to submit such a listing by the deadline 
will cause no delegation to be registered from that ajjWate. By seven-eighths vote, 
the convention may approve additional delegates and alternates whose names and 
addresses are submitted to the Credentials Committee during the convention. " 

This Bylaw does not define any duty or authority of the CC, but LPMI Bylaws explicitly adopt 
Robert's Rules ofOrder 12th Edition (RoNR) in Bylaw 11-2: 

"Robert's Rules of Order Newly Revised shall be the parliament my alllhorityfor 
all matters of procedure not specifically covered by the bylaws or convention 
rules of the Party." 

RoNR defines the duties and authority of the CC in 59:14 through 59:26. (These citations are 
lengthy and not quoted here. Please refer to the online edition above, or the Chadderdon 
submission which quotes the essential elements). 

As RoNR 59:14 states, the CC is tasked with duties that it "must" perform, in stages, before and 
during a convention. After the CC receives forms with names of persons given by eaci1 affiliate, 
it is tasked with determining the eligibility of each person. Then it must create a list of those who 
are eligible to register. Then at convention, the CC facilitates registration of those delegates, 
beginning with "submission." The CC gives its first report including a registration roll, of those 
entitled to register who have done so up until that point. Then the CC is tasked with recording 
changes to the registration rolls including when delegates leave, are replaced by alternatives, or 
in the event of any "addWonal" delegates. 

While the past practices of the credentials committee may have been a rubber stamping and 
collection of the delegate lists that were given them, the messy situation created by the 
lawlessness of certain affiliates and actors necessitates that the CC follows the procedures 
defined in RONR. 

The Macomb Delegation 

There is a question ofwhetherthe CC has the duty or the authority to declare members ineligible 
to be delegates if they were improperly elected by affiliates in violation of affiliate bylaws. The 
testimonies of Ms. Dailey and Mr. Fulner (at the state convention admitting such) have not been 
contested in any way.· It is indisputable that the Macomb affiliate did not send any reasonable 
notice of their convention, violating the provisions in RONR which the Libertarians of Macomb 
County adopt. 

RoNR 59:21 brings up the matter of contested delegates: 

"Cases of contested seats in a delegation will seldom arise excepl in political 
conventions. In the rare event of a contest between two delegates or groups of 
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"Each affiliate must submit the names, addresses and email addresses of its 
selected delegates and alternates to the LPMI Credentials Committee no later 
than 7 days prior to a convention. Failure to submit such a listing by the deadline 
will cause no delegation to be registered from that affiliate. By seven-eighths vote. 
the convention may atprove additional delegates and alternates whose names atid 

addresses are submitted to the Credentials Commillee during the convention." 

An ambiguity exists in the final sen~ence, in the case of suspended members whose names were 
previously received by the CC, and the JC discussed whether the four suspended members 
should have been required to resubmit their names for registration as additional delegates. The 
intention of the creation of the 7 /8ths vote was considered, and it did not address the specific 
scenario of suspended members having their punishment reduced at a convention, but other 
Bylaws and RoNR sections apply specifically. 

A noticed item of business for this convention was the consideration of the trial report of the 4 
members. In the executive session, the body voted to reject the trial report that had suspended the 
members. RONR has further insight into this process: 

63:37- "Under this procedure, the assembly can decline to impose any penalty, 
notwithstanding the trial committee's recommendation; or if can reduce the. 
recommended penalty; but it cannot increase the penalty. The assembly cannot 
impose a penalty if the trial committee has found the accused not guilty." 

Rejecting the report is reducing the penalty, or commuting the sentence. This action does not 
exonerate the members in question, or ex post facto make their previous submissions to the 
credentials committee valid. 

According 'to RoNR the only lists kept by the CC at the point of the start of convention was that 
having eligible members on it, and that of registered delegates. The initial credentials report 
adopted at the start of the convention excluded the four. To amend the report later with the four 
included would literally mean adding additional delegates. Also, the process of registration 
begins with the step of submission, as stated in RoNR 59:14.5. Thus it was decided that the 
7/8ths vote must apply. Acting convention Chair Bill Gelineau appropriately ruled on the floor 
thanhe 7/Sths vote must apply, and the convention body did not have authority to violate that 
Bylaw with a vote. 

A further question was considered, of whether suspended members could be treated the same as 
delegates arriving late, and members who pay their dues on the day of convention, and so LPMI 
Bylaw 6-9 was discussed which says: 

"Members in good standing who were duly elected as delegates shall not be 
denied delegate status at the business sessions of a convention ... " 

Two of three JC members agreed that members with unpaid dues and those arriving late are 
those who shall not be denied delegate status, but that suspended members were not members in 
.good standing and the 7/8ths rule should apply to them. 



There is a distinction between actions ofthe JC which invalidate acts of members and acts of 
members which were not valid and therefore constitute a continuing violation. ' 

RoNR 23:6: "The only exceptions to the requirement that a point of order must be 
made promptly at the time' of the breach arise in connection with breaches that 
are of a continuing nature, whereby the action taken in violation of the rules is 
null and void. In such cases, a point of order can be made at any time during the 
continuance of the breach-that is, at any time that the action has continuing 
force and effect-regardless of how much time has elapsed. Instances of this kind 
occur when: 

• a) a main motion has been adopted that conflicts with the bylaws (or 
constitution) of the organization or assembly, 

• b) a main motion has been adopted that conjUcts H;ith a main motion 
previously adopted and still in force, unless the subsequently adopted 
motion was adopted by the vote required to rescind or amend the 
previously adopted motion, 

8 c) any action has been taken in violation of applicable procedural rules 
prescribed by federal, state, or local law, 

• d) any action has been taken in violation of a fundamental principle of 
parliamentary law (25:9), or 

-. e) any action has been taken in violation of a rule protecting absentees, a 
rule in the bylaws protecting the secrecy of the members' votes (as on a 
ballot vote), or a rule protecting a basic right ofan individual member'' 

Notice for an affiliate convention, as well as certain votes by delegates at convention, certainly 
do constitute continuing violations of a rule protecting absentees, LPMI Bylaws, a fundamental 
principle of parliamentary law, and Macomb's bylaws. As such, votes by the JC in ruling on 
these matters are a statement that such actions were.always null and void. 

The JC Decision 

On Wednesday, May 15 JC members deliberated, and voted. The JC does not grant Justin 
Miramonti's requested remedies regarding actions taken in the March 1Oth meeting. The board 
asserted that District 8 and 10 representatives were not elected validly under the Bylaws, and 
refused to recognize them as voting members ofthe board. That ruling was challenged in the 
Miramonti Appeal, and for reasoning stated above the JC finds those elections were conducted 
invalidly. So, Dave Canny and Michael Yanok were not duly elected, and this exonerates the 
actions taken by the board to not recognize their elections. 

The JC also voted that several matters pertaining to the LPMI's March 9th Delegate Selection 
Convention constituted violations of the LPMI bylaws: 

• 1) That the LPMI affiliate in Macomb County violated its own bylaws in regards to two 
matters. First, sending notice to its own members; That their notice willfully excluded the 



location of their meeting, violating the provisions of Robert's Rules of Order (RONR) 
which their body adapts into their bylaws. Second, that their secretary did not include in 
their list of delegates (elected at said unnoticed convention) the name and address of a 
member in good standing whose name was nominated and voted upon to their list to the 
LPMI Credentials Committee. 

• 2) That the LPMI Credentials Committee (CC) was made aware of these grave 
deficiencies and did not act upon them, in so doing violating the requirements upon the 
CC as defined in RONR 59: I 4 and 21. The LPMI adopts RONR per our bylaws in 
Article XI, Section 2, and is otherwise silent on the requirements and duties of the CC. 
Per .RONR's rules, where the bylaws are silent, RONR are in effect our Bylaws. 
Therefore, these requirements must be followed. 

• 3) That 4 delegates were added to the credentials repott by a simple majority instead of a 
7/8ths vote as required in LPMI Bylaws Article VI, Section 4; Subsection 4. These names 
were excluded from the report as adopted at the start of the convention, and then added 
later as described, in violation of said bylaw. 

• The delegates at the March 9th convention, despite having been made aware of the 
previous violations, approved a credentials report with the Macomb delegation included. 
That act presented a continuing violation, whicn is now remedied by granting all of the 
requests of Andrew Chadderdon and Jonathan Jacobs, which are as follows: 

o Jonathan Jacobs requested the remedies of declaring that the four suspended 
members were ineligible to vote at the March 9 conv,ention, removing those 
delegates to the national convention ranked #30-34 and placing them on the 
alternate list unranked, and removing all rankings for the alternate delegate list. 

Signed, 

o Andrew Chadderdon requested the remedies of granting the Jacobs remedies, and 
also the remedies Jacobs asked ofthe national LP Credentials Committee, to 
invalidate the entire Macomb delegation. 

Joshua Jongema 

Connor Nepomuceno 

LPMI Judicial Committee Members 


