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	SUMMARY:



	Where plaintiffs’ complaint sought to enjoin all provisions enacted or amended by S.B. 23, but where the complaint alleged that only one provision of S.B. 23 was substantively unconstitutional, the trial court did not commit reversible error by addressing the severability of those provisions of S.B. 23 not alleged to be unconstitutional when entering judgment on the pleadings, despite plaintiffs’ failure to substantively address the issue of severability in their initial Civ.R. 12(C) motion.
The trial court abused its discretion by enjoining enforcement of provisions whose constitutionality had not been challenged, on the grounds that those provisions were substantively unconstitutional; the trial court should have presumed those provisions’ constitutionality and asked only if they were severable from the challenged provision.

	JUDGMENT:
	AFFIRMED IN PART, REVERSED IN PART, and cause remanded

	

	JUDGES:
	OPINION by Crouse, J.; KINSLEY, P.J., and BOCK, J., CONCUR.


