
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO

WESTERN DIVISION

Lucas County Democratic Party, et al.,

Plaintiffs,

vs.

J. Kenneth Blackwell, 

Defendant.

:

:

:

:

:

Case No. 04-7646    

Hon. James G. Carr

ANSWER OF DEFENDANT
INTERVENORS THOMAS NOE,
GREGORY ARNOLD AND
GLENN WOLFE

* * * * * * * * * * * *

Defendant-Intervenors Thomas Noe, Gregory Arnold and Glenn Wolfe, by and

through their counsel, and for their Answer to the Complaint aver as follows:

1. Defendant-Intervenors deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 1 of

the Complaint.

2. Defendant-Intervenors admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 2 of

the Complaint.  

3. Defendant-Intervenors admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 3 of

the Complaint.

4. Defendant-Intervenors admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 4 of

the Complaint.

5. Defendant-Intervenors deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 5 of

the Complaint.

6. Defendant-Intervenors deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 6 of

the Complaint.
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7. Defendant-Intervenors deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 7 of

the Complaint.

8. Defendant-Intervenors deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 8 of

the Complaint.

9. Defendant-Intervenors state that they are without knowledge or

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the allegations contained in

Paragraph 9 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny same.

10. Defendant-Intervenors state that they are without knowledge or

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the allegations contained in

Paragraph 10 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny same.

11. Defendant-Intervenors admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 11 of

the Complaint.

12. Defendant-Intervenors admit that the National Voter Registration Act

(“NVRA”) is a federal law; however, to the extent that citations contained in Paragraph 12 of

the Complaint may have been quoted out of context, Defendant-Intervenors deny the remaining

allegations contained in Paragraph 12 of the Complaint.

13. Defendant-Intervenors state that the allegations contained in Paragraph

13 of the Complaint set forth conclusions of law to which they are not obligated to respond,

and, therefore, deny same.

14. Defendant-Intervenors state that the allegations contained in Paragraph

14 of the Complaint set forth conclusions of law to which they are not obligated to respond and,

therefore, deny same.

15. Defendant-Intervenors admit that the NVRA addresses, among other

things, registration applications; however, they deny each and every remaining allegation

contained in Paragraph 15 of the Complaint not otherwise herein expressly admitted.
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16. Defendant-Intervenors admit that the NVRA addresses, among other

things, registration applications; however, they deny each and every remaining allegation

contained in Paragraph 16 of the Complaint not otherwise herein expressly admitted.

17. Defendant-Intervenors deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 17 of

the Complaint.

18. Defendant-Intervenors admit that the NVRA addresses the completion of

voter registration forms; however, deny each and every remaining allegation contained in the

Complaint not otherwise herein expressly admitted.

19. Defendant-Intervenors admit that the Help America Vote Act (“HAVA”)

addresses, among other things, statewide voter registration requirements; however, Defendants

deny each and every remaining allegation contained in Paragraph 19 not otherwise expressly

admitted herein.

20. Defendant-Intervenors admit that HAVA addresses statewide voter

registration requirements; however, they deny each and every remaining allegation contained

in Paragraph 20 of the Complaint not otherwise herein expressly admitted.

21. Defendant -Intervenors admit that Ohio Revised Code §§ 3503.7 and

3503.6 address, among other things, Ohio’s voter registration requirements; however,

Defendants deny each and every remaining allegation contained in Paragraph 21 of the Complaint

not otherwise herein expressly admitted.

22. To the extent provisions of Ohio Revised Code §3503.14 may or may not

have been quoted out of context, Defendant-Intervenors deny the allegations contained in

Paragraph 22 of the Complaint.

23. Defendant-Intervenors deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 23 of

the Complaint.

24. Defendant-Intervenors deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 24 of

the Complaint.
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25. Defendant-Intervenors admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 25 of

the Complaint.

26. Defendant-Intervenors admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 26 of

the Complaint.

27. To the extent that certain portions of the form referred to in Paragraph

27 of the Complaint may or may not have been quoted out of context, Defendants deny the

allegations contained in Paragraph 27 of the Complaint.

28. To the extent that certain portions of the form referred to in Paragraph

28 of the Complaint may or may not have been quoted out of context, Defendants deny the

allegations contained in Paragraph 28 of the Complaint.

29. To the extent that certain portions of the form referred to in Paragraph

28 of the Complaint may or may not have been quoted out of context, Defendants deny the

allegations contained in Paragraph 29 of the Complaint.    

30. Defendant-Intervenors state that they are without knowledge or

information sufficient to form a belief as to the truthfulness of the allegations contained in

Paragraph 30 of the Complaint and, therefore, deny same.  

31. Defendant-Intervenors deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 31 of

the Complaint.

32. Defendant-Intervenors hereby incorporate the allegations contained in

Paragraphs 1 through 31 of their Answer so as to be accorded the same effect as if fully

restated herein.

33. Defendant-Intervenors deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 33 of

the Complaint.

34. Defendant-Intervenors deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 34 of

the Complaint.
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35. Defendant-Intervenors deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 35 of

the Complaint.

36. Defendant-Intervenors deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 36 of

the Complaint.

37. Defendant-Intervenors hereby incorporate the allegations contained in

Paragraphs 1 through 36 of their Answer so as to be accorded the same effect as if fully

restated herein.

38. Defendant-Intervenors admit the allegations contained in Paragraph 38 of

the Complaint.

39. Defendant-Intervenors deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 39 of

the Complaint.

40. Defendant-Intervenors deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 40 of

the Complaint.

41. Defendant-Intervenors deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 41 of

the Complaint.

42. Defendant-Intervenors deny the allegations contained in Paragraph 42 of

the Complaint.

43. Defendant-Intervenors deny that Plaintiffs are entitled to the relief as set

forth in their prayer for relief.

44. Defendant-Intervenors deny each and every remaining allegation contained

in the Complaint not otherwise herein expressly admitted.

FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

45. Defendant-Intervenors state that the Complaint fails to state a claim or

claims upon which relief can be granted.  
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SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

46. Defendant-Intervenors state that Plaintiffs have failed to allege sufficient

facts to establish the subject matter jurisdiction of this Court.

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

47. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by the doctrine of unclean hands.

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

48. Plaintiffs’ claims are barred by the doctrine of laches and estoppel.

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE

49. Plaintiffs lack standing to assert their claims in this action.

RESERVATION OF RIGHTS

50. Defendant-Intervenors hereby give notice that they intend to rely upon

and utilize such other affirmative defenses as may become available or apparent during the

course of investigation, discovery and/or trial, and reserve the right to amend this Answer to

assert any such defense or to conform to the evidence, and the right to file such Counterclaims,

Cross-Claims and/or Third-Party Complaints as may be appropriate.  

Respectfully submitted,

SPENGLER NATHANSON P.L.L.

By:/s/ Truman A. Greenwood                           

   Truman A. Greenwood (0014256)
   James P. Silk, Jr. (0062463) 
   Theodore M. Rowen (0014245) 
   608 Madison Avenue, Suite 1000
   Toledo, Ohio 43604-1169
   (419) 241-2201

   Attorneys for Defendant-Intervenors

CERTIFICATION

I hereby certify that on November 17, 2004, a copy of the foregoing was filed
electronically.  Notice of this filing will be sent to all parties by operation of the Court’s
electronic filing system.  Parties may access this filing through the Court’s system.

/s/ Truman A. Greenwood                                
Truman A. Greenwood

JMH: M:\TAG\S-TAG\14670\14670K4A.ANS.wpd
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