






Moreover, the quote speaks of time limits, a concept not even in issue in the instant case. Plaintiff's 

final argument about compelled speech reveals that he does not appreciate his role as the nominee 

of a party based on a nomination he accepted, as opposed to a candidate simply in his own right. 

The Court must balance plaintiff's interest in withdrawing from the race for President of the United 

States against the Natural Law Party's interest in having a candidate at the top of its ticket. Had 

plaintiff obtained the requisite number of signatures on nominating petitions to appear on the ballot 

as a candidate, his desire to withdraw as a candidate might be a result he could unilaterally pursue. 

But he is the nominee of a party, which put forward his name for the ballot after he accepted that 

party's nomination. In this context, the directive in MCL 168.686a(4) makes perfect sense. Thus, 

the Court must deny relief to plaintiff because"[ c ]andidates so nominated and certified [by a minor 

party] shall not be permitted to withdraw." MCL 168.686a(4). 

Therefore, IT IS ORDERED that plaintiffs motion for immediate consideration is granted, 

but plaintiff's August 30, 2024 motions for immediate mandamus relief, and temporary restraining 

order/injunction are denied, and plaintiff's verified complaint is dismissed with prejudice. 

IT IS SO ORDERED. 

This is a final order that resolves the last pending claim and closes the case. 

Date: September 3, 2024 
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Christopher P. Yates 
Judge, Court of Claims 


