
In the Supreme Court of the State of Idaho

PLANNED PARENTHOOD
GREAT NORTHWEST, HAWAII,
ALASKA, INDIANA, KENTUCKY,
on behalf of itself, its staff,
physicians and patients, and
Caitlin Gustafson, [Vl.D., on behalf
of herself and her patients,

Order Vacating and Resetting Ora! Argument

Supreme Court Docket No. 49615-2022
49817-2022
49899-2022

Petitioners,

V

STATE OF IDAHO,

Respondent,

and

SCOTT BEDKE, in his official
capacity as Speaker of the House
of Representatives of the State of
ldaho; CHUCK WINDER, in his
official capacity as President Pro
Tempore of the ldaho State
Senate; and the SIXTY-SIXTH
IDAHO LEGISLATURE,

I nte rve no rs- Respond e nts

PLANNED PARENTHOOD
GREAT NORTHWEST, HAWAI I,

ALASKA, INDIANA, KENTUCKY,
on behalf of itself, its staff,
physicians and patients,
and CAITLIN GUSTAFSON, [Vl.D.,

on behalf of herself and her
patients,

1.

Petitioners,



STATE OF IDAHO; BRAD LITTLE,
in his official capacity as Governor
of the State of ldaho; LAWRENCE
G. WASDEN, in his official capacity
as Attorney General of the State of
ldaho, JAN M. BENNETTS, in her
official capacity as Ada County
Prosecutrng Attorney; GRANT P.
LOEBS, in his official capacity as
Twin Falls County Prosecuting
Attorney; IDAHO STATE BOARD
OF MEDICINE; IDAHO STATE
BOARD OF NURSING; and
IDAHO STATE BOARD OF
PHARMACY,

Respondents,

and

SCOTT BEDKE, in his official
capacity as Speaker ofthe House
of Representatives of the State of
ldaho; CHUCK WINDER, in his
official capacity as President Pro
Tempore of the ldaho State
Senate; and the SIXTY-SIXTH
IDAHO LEGISLATURE,

THIS COURT ORDERS AS FOLLOWS

The oral argument previously set for the above-entitled cases on September 29,
2022, shall be rescheduled due to illness affecting a member of the Court. Oral
argument on the merits of these three consolidated cases is now set for

I ntervenors-Respondents.

WHEREAS, the Court having determined that oral argument in these matters

must be reset; therefore,
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Thursday, October
Courtroom.

6, 2022, at 9:00 a.m. MDT in the Supreme Court

Petitioners shall have sixty minutes to present their oral arguments and shall be
entitled to reserve some portion of that time at their discretion for rebuttal.
Respondents and lntervenor-Respondents shall collectively have sixty minutes to
present their oral arguments. Counsel for Respondents and lntervenor-
Respondents shall advise the Clerk of the Court prior to oral argument how they
intend to split the time between them. Respondents and lntervenor-Respondents
may choose to cede all or a portion of their designated time to the other party, if
any.

All previous orders and procedures pertaining to the September 29,2022, oral
argument now apply to the rescheduled October 6, 2022, oral argument. Those
include this Court's previous orders Re: Motion to Strike, Re: Courtroom
Decorum, Re: Containers in the Supreme Court Building and Governing Video,
Recording and Cameras. Previously granted requests to photograph this oral
argument do not need to be submitted again.

Reserved seating is still required. Tickets reserved for the September 29 oral
argument will be carried over to the new date.

By Order of the Supreme Court

. Richard Bevan, Chief Justice

ATTEST

Melant at e rk
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cc: Counsel of Record

Dated Septemb ",4ozz.


