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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON 
IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF CHELAN 

 
 
Timothy Borders, et al.   ) 
      ) No. 05-2-00027-3 
   Petitioners,  ) 
v.      ) ORDER DENYING PETITIONERS’ 
      ) MOTION TO COMPEL 
King County and Dean Logan, et al.   )  
      ) 
   Respondents,  ) 
v.      ) 
      ) 
Washington State Democratic Central ) 
Committee,     ) 
      ) 
   Intervenor ,  ) 
v.      ) 
      ) 
Libertarian Party of Washington State,  ) 
and Ruth Bennett Campaign,   ) 
      ) 
   Intervenors.  ) 
      ) 
 
 THIS MATTER having come on before the above-entitled court upon petitioners’ motion 

to compel King County to produce certain voting records pursuant to a subpoena duces tecum 

allegedly served April 29, 2005 and/or May 3, 2005 as regards: 

 1. All poll book pages from the 2004 General Election containing the names of those 

individuals listed on an Exhibit 1 whether or not a signature appears next to the respective 

individual’s name;  

 2. All absentee ballot envelopes from the 2004 General Election returned by those 

individuals listed on the Exhibit 1; 
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 3. All provisional ballot envelopes from the 2004 General Election submitted by those 

individuals listed on the Exhibit 1;  

and the court having reviewed said motion together with the Response of King County to said 

motion, intervenor’s response to said motion as well as petitioners’ reply in support of its motion 

to compel, and the court having reviewed CR 37(a), and being otherwise more fully advised in 

the premises, Now, Therefore,  

 IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Petitioners’ Motion to Compel be and hereby is denied 

for the reason that the evidence before the court suggests that petitioners did not serve the motion 

to compel on King County pursuant to CR 37(a).  Further, the response of King County indicates 

that Petitioners’ motion is moot inasmuch as King County represents that all materials covered by 

the above-referenced subpoena duces tecum shall be provided to petitioners not later than May 

20, 2005. 

 DONE this    day of May, 2005. 

 
 
 
           
     John E. Bridges 
     Superior Court Judge 


