IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO

STATE OF OHIO ex rel, THE TOLEDO,

BLADE CO.,
Relator, . CASENO. 07-1694
v. Origipa andamus
SENECA COUNTY BOARD OF : IF] L D
COMMISSIONERS, - )
OUT 29 2o
Respondents. £ £007
CLERK OF COURT
SUPREME COURT OF oo

REQUEST FOR ORAL ARGUMENT OF RESPONDENT
SENECA COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

Respondent Seneca County Board of Commissioners hereby requests, pursuant to Rule
IX, Sections 2(A) and (B) of the Rules of Practice of the Supreme Court of Ohio, that this Court
hear oral argument on all issues in this original action. This case involves important issues
related to R.C. Ch. 149 and the use of technology so that oral argument would be beneficial to
this Court’s determination. This case may affect the actions of all public offices, including this
Court, with regard to email correspondences in light of common records retention policies under
Ohio law.

In addition to creating seminal caselaw, this Court will have the opportunity to hear and
question the Toledo Blade’s attempt to challenge the Commissioners’ courthouse decisions with
their open mectings laws claims couched as public records claims. This Court will have the
opportunity to better hear the Commissioners’ efforts to comply with the Toledo Blade’s
voluminous and vague requests during their rush to the courthouse. Among other issues, this
Court will have the opportunity to hear explanations regarding who, other than a public officer,

must play a role in deciding whether daily emails are properly retained under R.C. Ch. 149. The



Toledo Blade’s requested forensic computer searches have potential widespread, detrimental
effects on public offices that require further review.

Through oral argument, this Court may also consider the Commissioners” recent public
resolution enacted on October 25, 2007, which has stayed their decision on the courthouse so
that no “irreparable” action will take place before March 17, 2008 (attached hereto as Exhibit A),
Potential state funding opportunities have come forth so that the Commissioners will continue to
explore all available options and have declined to proceed with demolition until at least after
March 17, 2008.

For this and all these reasons, this Court should set oral argument in this matter.

Respectfully submitted,
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Mark Landes (0027227)
marklandes@isaacbrant.com

Mark H. Troutman (0076390)
marktroutman(@isaacbrant.com

ISAAC, BRANT, LEDMAN & TEETOR LLP
250 East Broad Street, Suite 900
Columbus, Ohio 43215-3742

(614) 221-2121 (telephone)

(614) 365-9516 (facsimile)

Counsel for Respondents Seneca County
Commissioners




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing was served on Octobeﬂj, 2007 to the

following counsel via regular U.S. mail:

Fritz Byers (0002337)
thyers@accesstoledo.com

824 Spitzer Building

Toledo, Ohio 43064

(419) 241-8013 (telephone)

(419) 241-4215 (facsimile)

Counsel for Relator State ex rel. Ohio
The Toledo Blade Co.
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