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INTRClDL1CT.1ON
(FACTUAL ASSERTIONS C():YI.ME7N TO ALL CLAIMS FOR RELIEF)
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Pursuant to S.Ct.Prac.R. 12.02, Relator The Honorable Angela . R. Stokes (hereinafter

"Judge Stokes") hereby f les lier CotnpIaint and attaches hereto her Affidavit (hereinaf er

"Stokes Aff.") specifying the details of tlae claims made herein, Her Coz-nplaint is as follows:

1. Relator Jtiidge. Stokes was most recently elected to judge of the Cleveland

Municipal Court for a six year terdii beginning Jai-iuary 2, 2012. She brings this action to assert

her right to p:erforrn her official duties coziferred upon her pursuant to tile office to which she has

beeal elected.

2. At all times peXtinent herein, Respondent The ilonorable R.onald B. Adrine

(hereinafter "Ittdge Adrisie") is and was the current Administrative an.d-Presiding Judge of the

Cleveland Municipal Court.

3. Respondent The I-Ionorable.IVIabe1 M. Jasper (hereinafter "Ju:dge. Jasper"), upon

information and belief, was assigned by Judge Adrine to preside over Relator's criminal docket

on and after Ma.rch 18, 2014. Upon inforrnation and belief, Judge Jasper will continue to preside

(Yver Judge Stokes' crf_minal docket pursuant to Administrative Urder -No. 2014-003 az3c.i the

authority conferred upon her by Judge Adrine or aziy other Judge or Justice. jSee para. 4(A),

infra) Judge Adrine presided over Relatof's crzinina.l ciocket on -Viarch 20, 2014 and may

continue to so preside. irz the future.

4.. Gn or about March 14, 2014, Judge Adrine issued A.dininistrative Orders wliich

amount to the usurpation of (and/or intrusion into) the dttties and responsibilities conferred upon

Judge Stokes by virtue of her judie7.a1 office without due process and in direct contravention of

the authority of the Ohio Supreme Court. These Admiaiistrative Orders are as follows:

A. Administrative Qrder No. 2014-003 -(Stokes Aff:, Ex. A)
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IN RE: Temporary Transfer and Reassignnieiit of all Peztding Criminal

^Ylisder.neanor, Cri^^ninai Minor Misdemea.jlor azid Traffic Matters

Currently Assigned to the I-lofioi-aiile Angela R. Stokes;

Administrative Order No. 2014-004 - (Stokes Aff., Ex. B)

IN RE: Tenaporary Traiisfer and Status Review of all Probation Matters

oii the Persoii.al:Doeket of the Honorable Angela R. Stokes:

Administrative Order No. 2014-005 - (Stokes Aff., .Ex. C)

IN RE: Teinporaxy Tratz:sfer of R:esponsibility for Status Review of

Indiviiduals Sentenced to Izacarceration by the :Ilonorable Angela R.

Stokes;

Administrative Order No. 201:4-006 -(Stolces Af'f., Ex. D)

IN RE: Temporary Increase: in Civil Case Assigatments to the Personal

Docite.t of the I-IolYorable Angela R. Stokes;

Admiztistrative Order No. 2014-007 -(Stok.es Aff., Ex. E)

IN RE: Cuyahoga County Public Defender's Motion to Trarisfer Cases

from the Dock:et of .I-Ion. Angela R. Stokes and to Stop the l^urther

A.ssignme3it of Criminal Cases to 1-Ier Docket;

Adm.inistrative Order No: 2014-008 - (Stokes Aff., Ex. F)

IN RE: Physical Retrieval of AA.1.1 Pending Criznznal Misdemeanor,

Criminal Minor Misdemeanor and Traffic Matters CurrentIy Assigned to

the Persozial Docket of The Ilonorable Angela R. Stokes for Review,

'I'eznporary Transfer andlor Reassignment.



5. In addition to issuirzg these Administrative Ch^ders, Judge Adrine issljed an Inter-

Cffice Correspondence to Judge Stokes on March 14, 2014 (Stokes Aff, Ex. G) .indicatin^, inter

calza:

I have isstted the attached Administrative Orders temporarily transferring
responsibility for oversight, review and disposition of all crinxirtaI, quasi-criminal..
and traffic matters appearing on your persoiaaI docket..

cC;

^
N

^

0
a
V

N

^
p

ay ^,

^ U ^ •

^ C> u

^

^
U

^
^

The transfer was effectzve upon the jotuxzalization of the aforementioned
Administrative Orders and will continue ozzly until such. time as the certified
complaint pending against you. before the Board of Commissioners on Grievances
and Discipline is resolved in the S^1prexne Court of Ohio.

6, The Mareh 1.4, 2014 Inter-(Jffice Correspondence to Judge Stokes (Stokes Aff,

Ex. G) also indicated the following:

Please be infornred that your access to all of the noted files assigned to you. before
the issuance of these orders is now embargoed while the trarisfer is affected.
Recoonizing that you may require access to sonle criminal, quasi-cz^•iininal and/or
traffic matters in order to assist in the preparation of your response to the c;ertified
complaint, please be informed that access may be obtained through the office of
the Administrative Judge while the Administrative Orders ditransfer are in etfect.

7. On October 14, 2013, a certified Conlplain:t was brou,ght against Judge Stokes and

filed before the Board of Commissioners on Csrievances and Discipline of the Qhio Supreme

Court, .Tn re: Complaint again,si Angela RochelZe Stokes, Respondent, ancl.Disciplincrry Counsel,

Relator, Case No. 2013--057 (hereinafter "`I'he Certified Cocnplaint"). Thereafter, an Answer was

filed by Judge Stokes denying each and every allegation of misconduct set forth in The Certified

Complaint.

& Disciplinary Cotinsel, in connection with 'nte Certified Complaint, filed Relator's

Motion for Psychiatric Exanrination Pursuant to Gov. Bar R. V See> 7C ota Januarv 7,2014 with

Judge Adrine's Affidavit attached, among other attachznents. Next, .Relator Judge Stokes herein

4



(Respondent in The Certil°ied Ccsmplaint) opposeci sticlr :Motion on January 3)1, 2014. Finally, by

Order of the I'anei dated February 18, 2014, the prehea.ring Motion for I'syc:hiatric Lxazninataon

was deaued. (Stokes Af£, Ex. I)

9: 3'lie d.isciplizte case :is scheduled for hearing beginning on September 22, 2014.
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(Stokes Aff., Ex. I) in the interi:m, discovery between the parties in that matter is ongoing,

10. Under Gov. Bar R. V, Sec. 5A, Interim Remedial Su.spension, a procedure exists

in the event that Disciplinary Counsel or a;cert.ified grievance committee receives substantial,

credible evidence eienaonstrating that a judge who has eommitted viotations: of the Code of

3udiciai Conduct or Ohio Rules of Profegsional Conduct and who poses a substantial threat of

serious harm to the pubiir may he immediately suspended pending the f'lnal disposition of .a

disciplinary proceeding. This procedure has not been invoked by Relator in the discipline case.

Yet, the Administrative Orders of Jti.dge Adrine, at least, in pa.rt, achieve the same objective

without the due process afforded a respondertt under the Interim Remedial Suspension procedure

set forth in C'rov. Bar R. V, See< 5f1,

1l. Since the izs.stitution of The Certified Complaint, two criminal defezl.dants have

sought, ttzrougli counsel, to disqualify Judge Stokes fzotn hearing their niatters. In each rnatter,.

the Presiding Judge of the Court of Common Pleas of Cuyahoga County, Ohio denied such

motions pursuant to R.C. 2701.031. (Stokes Aff., Ex. K) Also, after the Notice of Intent to File

the Coinplaint was provided to Judge Stokes in July 2013, two other criminal defendants, oiie

thz-ot,tgh counsel and one pro se, sought to disqEralify Juclge Stokes from }iearing their matters. in

each of these matters, the Pzesiding Judge of the Cciyahoga County Court of Coznrnon Pleas

denied such Motioals pLirsuant to R.C. 2701.031.. (Stokes Aff., Exs. L and M)

5



12. No plain and adequate remedy in the ordinary course of law exists to address

Judge Adrine's issuazice and execution of the A.dministrative Orders i,vliicIi; in effect, ustirp the

authority conferred upon Judge Stokes by virtue of her office as an elected judge of the

C1eveIand Municipal Court.

13. The issuance and execution of the aforementioned Administrative Orders and the

C^

^
0
V

"J

v̂
C p

f

NM ^

> ^
o U ^y

V H 't3 x

O >

ro ^ o ,

1^ h
U rj G

O ti

CJ7^̂

ĉ
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In:ter-Offace: Correspondence whereby Jiidge Stokes' fiIes are "em.bargoed" by Judge Adrine

constitutes an exercise of judicial power una.uthorized by law because it, -in effect, usurps the

exclusive jurisdiction of the Ohio Supreme Cotu°t to regulate the practice of law conferred upon

it by Article IV, Section 2(B)(1)(g) of the ()l-do Constittttioft; usurps the ehclusive jurisdiction of

the C.J(-iio Supreme Court to prescribe rules goe?erning practice and proceditre in all courts of the

state cotiferred upoz2 it by Article IV, Section 5(B) of the C)hio Constitution; -usurps the duties

and responsibilities of the Clerk of Couz-ts of the Clevela31d Municipal Court pursuazit to R.C.

1901.31(E); and as such, no other adequate remedy of law exists but the extraordinary reniedies

sought in the following First, Second and Thi,rd Claims for Relief

FiRST CLAINiE FC7R REI,^^^
(QUO WARRANTO)

14. Each of th.e facts, statements and altegations made and cozltainM in the preceding

paragraphs are hereby incorporated by refer.ence in this First Claim for Relief.

15. Respondents, Judge Adrine and Judge Jasper, have and continue to usurp, zntrude

.into or unlawfully exercise the office and duties of Judge Stokes, an elected judge of the

ClevGland Municipal Court, presently in good standing with, the bar. (Stokes Aff., paras. 1, 10}

16. I'he Administrative Orders issued by Jud^e Adrine, supra, at para. 4, also permit

him to ustirp, intrude into and/or ttnlawfiilly exercise control over other aspects of the dttties and

responsibi3ities of Judge Stokes in connectioti with pending nia.tters previously and/"os• presently

6



assigned to her and matters which should be assigfled tQ her in the future, pursuant to the Rules

Governing the Courts of Ohio of the Ohio Supre.me Court in connection with both the individual

assigzuiient system for the assigili-laent of all cases to jtsdges within the Cleveland Municipal

Court and the assignriient systenl as it relates to particular session.s of court under Sup.R. 36:.

17. By virttie of the. Administrative Orders detailed in para. 4, supra, Judge Adrzne
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has circumvented Crim.R. 25(I3) and Sup.R, 36 as it relates to the assignment and re

-assignznent of cases and duties ta Judge Stokes. He is duty-bound to. observe Sup..lt.. 36

pursuant to Sup.R. 4.01 (C). In effect, Judge Adrine's ignoring of the aforementioned rules

aznounts to usurpation; intrusio,n and/or an utilawful exercise of judicial poure.r lawfully reposed

in Judge Stokes by his assiun.iaig the exc,tusive authority ofthe Ohio Supreme Court to.prescrdbe

rules governing practice and procedure under Article IV, Section 5(13) Qfthe Ohio Constitutiorf.

1$. By virtue of the Aclministrative Orders detailed in para. 4, supra, and the Inter-

OfEee CorresporAdence detatiled in paras. 5-6, Judge Adrine ltas taken upon himselfth.e power to

suspend Judge Stokes from the ,performance of her .Tadicial duties in connection witlt criminal

matters pieviously arid/or presently pendirig before her. In effect, Judge Adrine's Administrative

Orders and Int.er-Office Correspondence amount . to usurpation, intrtision and/or an tuila^ful

exercise of power with respect to atCorney aud judicial disciplirze exclusively reposed in the Ohio

Supreme Court throtagh: Article IV, Section 2(B)(1)(g) of the Ohio Constitutzori. Through Judge

Adrine's unlawfu:l assumption of attorney and judicial discipline -responsibility, he has u.stirped,

intrnztled upon and/or unlawfully exercised judicial power lawfully reposed in Judge Stokes to

discharge the duties of her office with respect to her criminal docket.

7



19. By virtue of the aforementioned conduct of the Respondents, such judicial power

has been unlawfully held and exercised :by them while Judge Stokes has been an:d wzll,be

prevented from exercising the judicial power granted to her through her elected office.

WHEREFORE, Relator Ifze Honorable Angela R. Stokes requests that this Honorable

U"
C^

a
0

Ĉ
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Court issue aNVrit of Quo TVttrranto frrecludinb Respondents The Honorable Ronald B. Adrine

and The Hanorabte Mabel M. Jasper from usurping, intruding into or unlativfully exercising any.

control over the cases previously andlor preserttly assigned to Relator or to be assigned in the

future to Relator pursuant to: Sup.R. 36. Further, Relator requests that all costs associated with

this action be taxed against Respondents: Finally, Relator requests all otlier remedies available

to her t7nder the principles of law and equity arising: from the facts and allegations raised in the

Complaint. .

SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF
(MANDA141ZT.S)

20. Each of the facts, statements and allegations rnade and contaiiied in flie preceding

paragraphs are hereby incorporated by refereiice in this Second Clairn for Relief.

21. In coslnection with the aforementioned Administrative Orders, para. 4, 1"u.dge.

Adrine must not e.n:foxce them, and iristead, as a result of his office, he has a elear legal duty and

must be etijoiiYed to comply with Sup.R. 36 as it relates to ongoing and future assigfiinents

througli the individual assignFnent systetn and tlie assigru7ient system associated with particular

sessions of court. Administrative Orders No. 2014-003, 2014-006 and 2014-008 are each in

contravention of Sup.R. 36 and therefore each usurps the authority of the Ohio Suprezne Court

t7nder Article IV, Section 5(B) of the Ohio Constitutiozi.

22. Judge Adrine sitould be prevented from reassigning probation matters bv

transferring them, performing a stattzs review of thent and temporarily reassigning them under

8



Administrative Order No. 2014-004. As a result of his office, J`udge Adrine has a clear legal

duty and must be enjoined to coz-nply with Sup.1t.. 36 and Crim,R. 25(B).

23. Judge Adrine should beprevented from temporarily traitsferring responsibility for
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the status review of individua;ls sentenced for zncarceration imcler Administrative Order No,

2014-005. As a result of his officr, Judge Adrirze has a clear legal duty and must be enjoined to

comply with Sup.R. 36 and Crirn.IZ:. 25(B).

24. J-udge Adrine should be preveiited from temporarily tr.ansferririg responsibility for

Cil.y of C7evelanr.l v. Frank P'etrzceci, Case Itiros. 2()13 TRD 065646 aiad 2012 TRC 050939; City

of Cleveland v. TVilliam Bcresdack, Case .No. 2013 CRB 038243; City of Cleveland v. Rowan

Hayes, Case No. 2013 CR13 0172 19; City of Cleveland v. Robert t'i': Downing, Case No. 2013

TRC 016.088 from Jtidge Stokes to Judge Jasper andlor any otlaer judge. Each of these cases has

previously resulted in n.iliiigs by the then Presiding Judge of the Cuyahoga County Court of

Common Pleas, specifically directing that. the Affidavits of Disqualification were not well-taken

and Judge Stokes was not disqualified from handling.. those matters. (Stokes Aff. Exs. M - N)

As a resciit of lris office, Judge Adririe has a clear legal duty and friust be enjoirzed to comply vvith

the Orders o.f Judges Nancy Fuerst and John Russo, Presidizig Judges of the Cuyahoga County

Court of Common Pleas, piarsua.nt to Ft.C. 270.1.031.

25. At the tiine the A.dznizlistrative Orders were issued by Judge Adrine, Judge Stokes

had pending before her a Motion to Recuse in Stiate of C1hi6 v. Rita T Bozrtros; Case Nos. 2014

CRB 004735, 2014 3'RC 011087. This Nlotion is the first step in coianection with the procedure

prescribed under R.C. 2701.031. Because of Administrative Order iNb. 2014--003, .l3outros,

supra, will be or already has beeii reassig.tied from Judge Stokes, prevent'zng her from ruling on

such Motion which will also inhibit the ability of the Presiding Jitdge of the Cu.yahoga County

9
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Court of Comzrzon Pleas to comply witli the procedure itnder R.C. 2701.031 in the event that

Judge Stokes would deny such Motion, and. fiirther, that should any of the parties tlaen avail

theinselves of the proce.dure uirder R.C. 2701.031 to appeal such ruling. The first pretrial in

respect to the Boutros matter had been set for March 25, 2014, at which time Judge Stokes would

liave afforded ttze assistant city prosecutor for the City of Clevelancl and the defendant's eounsel

ar3 oppozturtity tc7. argue such .Motion on the record, and at which time she would have ruled on

the sazne. Judge. Stokes' inablility to.rule on this pending motion because she was precluded

from laearing it ozi March 25:,.2014 should not be deemed a waiver of her right to provide

evidernce that she is neither biased or prejudice.d in conneetio3t with this lnatter and she reserves

.her right to create a record in this regard, As a result of his office, Judge Adrine has a clear legal

duty and must be enjoined to comply with Sup.R. 36, Criin.R. 25(B). andfor R.C. 2701.03 1.

26. As a direet and proximate result of Judge .A.drine's failure to adhere to and carry

out the mandate of Sup.R. 36 arid/or Crim.R. 25(B), .itTdge Stokes is and continifes to be

prevented from ,perform:ing her duties as. a duly elected Clevelazxd Municipal Court judge a1id Iias

a clear legal right to the relief sought, Judge Adrine's duty to prpperly apply and enforce Sup.R.

36 arises from the powers. and duties conferred upon him under Sup.R. 4.01(C:). Judge Adrine

has a clear legal duty to also coizipiy with Crim.R. 25(B).

W.HEREf'ORE, Relator 1'he Honorable Angela R. Stokes requests that this 1-7onorable

Court issue a Writ of Mandamus requiring Respondent The Honorable Ronald B. Adrine to

follow Sup.R. 36, Crim.R. 25(B) azad the 0rders of Judges Fuerst and Russo pursuant to R.C.

2701.031 and, in turn, not execute, not eiZforce and vacate Adininistrative Order Nos. 2014-003,

2014-004, 2014-005, 2014-006 and 2014-008 and to reinstate and reassigia all cases previously

assigned or reassigned pursuant to said Orders. in accordance with Sup.R.36, Crim.R. 25(B) and

10
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the Orders of Judges Fuerst and Russo pursuant to R.C. 2701.03I. Further, Relator requests that

alI eosts associated with this action be taxed against .Respondents. Finally,. Relator requests all

other remedies available to her under the priiieiples of law and equity ai-ising from the facts and

allegations raised in the Complaint.

'I'I€II.RD CLAIM EOR. RELIEF
(P.ROIIlBIT°IOIV)

27. Each of the .facts, stateriaenis arid aIlega+'ions made and coiitained in the preceding

paragraphs are hereby incorporated by reference in this `i'hird Claim for Relief.

28. Relator seeks, a Writ of Prohibition to prevent. Judge Adrine from further

en.f.orcing, and/or carrying out the Adniinistrative Orclers and Intez-Office Correspoudenc.e

directed. to the Clerk of Courts referencid in.paras. 4- 6, supra. since.they violate and/or ignore

Sup. R. 36, Critn. R.: 25(B) azid R.C..19aI.31(E), among otl:7er tavvs:

29,: Jiidge Adri;ne, as averred staprti, has no judicial autlxority to enforce and carry out

the aforerra.entioned. Administrative Orders and Inter-0ffice Cozxespondezice directive. As such,

Jizdge Adrine shottld be prohibited from the further exercise of judicial power which is

unauthorized by law, since the Administrative Orders and Inter-Off,ice Correspondence directive

violate an.rl/o.rignore Sup. R.. 36, Crim. R. 25(B) and R.C. 1901.3I(E^), aniong other law.s. See

paras. 4 - 6, supra.

30. In connection with this Writ of Prohibition, a denial of it will cause injury to

Relator Jud:ge Stokes for which no other adequate remedy in the ordinary course of law exists,

including, but not limited to, inipairing her ability to defend herself in the disciplinary

proceedings which Judge Adrine initiated because he has pdaccd hin-lself and his office in the role

of monitoring all case files requested by Judt;e Stokes, thereby intruding on her and her

11



attorney's work product and by virtue of his reassignment of her crirriinal matters and other

reassignments to take their place, he has, in effect, provided to the Public, Court and Bar the

appearance that she has been suspended from all or some of her duties as a judge of the

Cleveland Municipal Cocirt, although due process has not been -,Ifforded her in this regard.

WfIEREI<ORE; Relator The 1-Ionoxable Angela R. Stokes reqi:rests that this Honorable
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Court issue a Writ of Prohibition preverzting Respondent Ronald B. Adrine from enfor.cing any

of the Administrative Orders and Inter-Office Cozrespondence directives outliiied in paras. 4- 6,

szi,pra: This Writ shot{ld issue iftzmediately, without delay, in order to prevent furtherharm .or

injury to Judge Stokes in connection with her obligation to carry out her duties. as an elected

judge of the Cleveland iM'uilicipal Court. Further; Relator xeqnests tllat a11, costs associated with

this action be taxed against R.espondents. Finally, Relator requests all other remedies available

to her -tinc3er the principles of law and equity arising from the facts and allegations raised in the

Complaint.

submitted,

C: A3.k:ire (44024816)

Dean Nieding (4000. r2) ^

RICHA:RD C. ALKIRE CO., L.P.A.
250 Spectrutzi. Office Building
6050 Rockside Woods Botilevard
Independence, Ohio 44131-2335
(216) 674-0550 / Fax: (216) 674-0104

Attorneys for Relator
The Honorable Angela R. Stokes
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:[N. THE SUPItEME COC7It'R' OF OHIO

STATE ex rel., THE tiONORABLE
A.NGELA R. STOKE, S,

Relator,

V.

THE HONORABLE RONALD B. ADRINE,
et al.

JC^esp.an^^r^t,

STATE OF OH10

COIJIo?`I'Y OI' CUYAHOGA
SS;

• GASE NO.

: AFFIDAVZT OF TR-E HO+NORAI^^,F
r^NGELA R.; S"fiOKr-i S

Affla.nt, The lionorable Angeld R. Stokes, having personal knovaledge of the following,

and competent to testi.fy thereto, deposes and says that:

1. 1 ani curxezatIy an elected jtidge of the Clevelaiid 1Vlunicipai Court, having begun a.

term on January 2, 2012, expiring on January 1, 2018. I was admitted to the bar, of the State of

Ohio on October 29, i 984>

2. I'riax to zny current service as judge of the Cleveland Municipal Court, I was

elected to fill an unexpired term on the Cleveland Municipal Court as a jtidge beginning



Deceinber 11; 1395, at which tizne my oath of office was fi.led with the Clerk of the Cleveland

Municipal Court. Thereafter, I was elected to three successive six year terrzis beginning on

January 2, 2000, January 2,2006 and, as me.ntioned above, January 2, 2:012.

3. I was provided copies of Administrative Order Nos. 2C114 003, 2014-004, 2014-

005, 2014-006, 2014-007 and 2014-008 by hand delivery at 4:55 p.m. on Friday; March 14, 2014

(attached hereta as Fxs. A through F) by the Court Administrator Russell Brown, III., as well as

an Inter-Office Correspondence accornpanyiaxg thenz authored by The Honorable Ronald B.

Adrizte, Administrative and Presiding 7udge of the Cleveland Municipal Court. (Ex. G)

4. Preceding the issuance of these Orders, I was provided a hand-delivered copy of

the Cuyahoga Couaity Piiblz`c Defender's Motion to Transfer Cases frozn the Docket of I-lon.

Angela R. Stokes and to Stop the 1~'urther Assignine:nt of Criniinal Cases to her Docket filed in

the Cleveland Municipal Court oii March 10, 20I4 listing Judge Adrine as the judge to whozn the

Motion was d.ireeted.

5. Prior to bezn.g able to respond to such niotion within the tiineframe allowed, the

Motion of the Cuyahoga County. Public Defender was prematurely and i.n}properly disposed of

by Judge Adrine's Administrative Order No. 2014-007, having been denied as rn.ont on March

14,2014. (Ea. E)

6. On Monday, March 17, 2014, counsel, on iriv behalf, tiniely filed a Brief in

Opposition to iVlotion to Transfer Crxm.inal C:ases from the Docket of 1-.lon: Angela R. Stokes and

to Stop the 1lzzther Assi;zuiieht of Criminal Cases to her Docket. (Ex. H)

7. On March 18, 19 and 25, 2014, 1 was prcvented froxn discharging rny duties in

connection with rny crir^iinal docket. Upon inforrnation. and belief, retired Judge Mabel M.

Jasper was assigned the ntu2xerous cases set for disposition those days and presided over them.



8. On March 20, 2014, 1 was prevented from discharging my duties iaz cozluection

with my criminal docket. Upon inforzrzation and belief, Judge Ronald B. Adriiz.e as.siamed

responsibility to adjudicate the cases set for disposition that day atidpresided over tlien7. Insofar,

as Judge Adrine purports to reassi.gn. all of tYZy erizninal cases, it is my belief that he will assign

himself or otlier judges to preside over my cr.iiiainal docket i:ii the future.

9. l.'rior to the issuance of the abovcmentioned Administrative Orders, on October

14, 2013, a Certified Complaint was filed against me with the Board of Corn,inissio.ners on

Grievances atzd Discipline of the Ohio Supreme Court ("Certified Complaint"). Relator

Disciplinary Counsel had been investigating a grievance ori.ginally brought by Judge Ronald B.

Adrine on November 9, 2011 which was filed just days after I was re-elected to my terrn as

Cleveland Mun:icipal Court Judge veginzixng January 2,. 2012.

1^. I ain presez-itly in good stariding with the bar, a.7zd t have never been disciplined by

the Ohio Supreme Court for my conduct as a judge or attorney. I am capable of performing my

duties as a judge oftlz.e Cleveland Municipal Court.

11. While niany of the matters raised in Judge Adrine's grievance did not become

part of the fortzxal allegations of the Certified Complaint, ni.any did, including new matters first.

brought to my attention in a Notiee of Intent to File the Certified Complaint served upon me by

Disciplinary Counsel in. July 20I3, preceding the probable cause determination and subsequent

filing of tlxe CUrtified. Conxpla.int.

12. I timely filed zriy Answer to the allegati.ozzs of the Certified Complaint ori

December 6, 2013, denying that I laave committed any n-li,sconduct related to the znatters raiseci in

the Certified Coniplaitlt.

^



13. Oti January 7; 2014, Disciplinary Counsel inoved for a prehearing psychzatr.ic

exaniinatiorf wlien.he filed Relator's Motion for Psychiatric Examination I'ursuant to Gov. Bar

R. V(7)(C). The Motioi3 was supported, in part, with an Affidavit of .Tudge Adrine. Through

counsel, this:Motiorz tivas opposed on January 31, 2014. Tliereafter, the Panel, throtigh its Order

of Febrriary 18, 201.4, denied .the Motion. (£x.1)

14. The Certif'ied Complaint is scheduled for heariaig beginning on September 22;

2014. (Ex. J)

15. In the stated, ptuported justif cations for the transfer of cases in comiection with.

Adinit3istrative Order Nos: 201 4-003, 2014-004 and 2014-005, Judge Adrine mentiotzs "nearlv

100 additional written incident reports" and azi allegation that "the court continues to average one

to two rzew ethics complaints agaialst Judge Stokes per vreek." Judge Adrine has never stipplied

any of these purported incident repcirts or ethics complaints to rrie for response or otherwise.

16. S'Mce the Notice of Iittent to File the Certified Complaint against me was served

in July 2013, four deferidants in matters then pending before me tiad sought to require my

withdrawal frozn therr cases after I denied their Motions to Recttse ajad indicated that I liave been

and will continue to be fair and .impa,rtial. In erich of these matters, trpotl the filing of Affidavits

of Disq'ualification, tIie Presiding Judge of the Cu.yahoga County Court of Common Pleas denied

such requests for disqualification refusing to overturn :iriy previous rulings and fouaid that the

record was devoid of any bias and prejudice. (Exs. K. - M) In City qf Cleveland v. .Frank

1'etrucci, Case Nos. 2013 TRD 065646 and 2012 TRC 030939; City of Cleveland v, iVilliaira

13aeslaek, Case No. 2013 CRB 038243; and City of Cleveland v. Robert W. Dawnirzg, Case No.

2013 TR.C 016088, the Aff-idavits of Discltialificat.ion were filed by private cotinsel. In Cit>> of

C:levelurtd v. Rotivan I7ayes, Case No:. 2013 CRB 017219, Mr. Hayes appeared pro se. Each of

4



these cases has been terzxporar.ity reassigned pursuarrl to Jtadge :4drine's Eldmi.strative Order

No. 2014-003, thereby contravening the Orders of tl-te Presiding Judges of the Cuyahoga Coun.ty

Court of Conimon Pleas perinitting me to continue presidin.g over these cases. Consequently, I

have been prevented fro.rn presiding over tllese matters,

17. I ltave been prevented from discharging the duties and responsibiIitzes of my

office as azi elected judge of the 3Cle'veland Municipal Court with ^ruspect to criminal

zxzisde.m.eanor, criminal minor m.isdemeanor, traffic cases, probation matters, my respottsihility

for the status review of individuals sentenced to inearceration and mv. presiding over the Project

Hope docket (the court's rehabilitation program applicable to female prostitution offenclers)..

These cases have been traiisferred and will or have been reassigned in violation of :Idw, Sup.R.

336 and. Crim.R. 25(B}`.

18: FurtIier, in connection with Administrative Order No. 2014-006, I have been

removed from the random draw of crirni.zialmisdeaneanor, criminal minor znisdenieanor and

traffic cases in contravention. of Sup.R. 36 and I have inequitably been provided additional civil

cases also in contravention of Sup.R. 36.

19. As it relates to iny access to files assigned to zrie before the Administrative Orders

were issued,. pursuant to Judge Adrine's Nlarch 14, 201.4 Irater-Office Correspondence, such files

are iiow "embargoed while the transfer is affected." Judge Adrine goes on to state that I may,

however, require access to such files to assist nie in preparitlg my response to the Certified

Complaint and that I may obtain them oiiiy through the office oft.he Admiriistrative Judge. This

directive is troublesome and illegal for two separate reasons. First, as it relates to at least one

matter, State of Ohio v. Rita T. Boutros, Case Nos. 2014 CRB 004735, 2014 TRC 011087,

which was randornly assigfied to r.ne pursuant to the individual assignment system prior to NvIlen

5



this tralz sfer occurred, and which was filed by the same attorney involved in Petruc•ci and

B<.reslaek, para. 16, saiprcc, I azn unable to rule o:r} the .I3oiitYos Ivlotioiz to Recuse, with the first

Pretrial having been set for March 25, 2014. Judge Adrine's Admirzistrativc.C3rders preclude me

frorn responding to this Motion; _preclude me from naaking a record in. regard to it or otherwise

diseliarging my duties with. respect to this nzatter. I do not waive: my right. to demonstratc that I

arri neither biased or pre:judiced in regard to theparties in .Boutros matter; It has always been the

case, since I have been on the bench; tbat judges in the Cleveland Municipal Court szgn. a Journal

Entry to diiectly request crirninal files from the Clerk of Courts that are not assigned to that.

day's docket. As custodian. of the files, the Clerk of Courts retrf:eves the files which are then^

provided to the Cour-t's Central Scheduling Office with the Joumal Entry to be jounlali.a_ed. At

that poitit, the file is then delivered to the judge. Secortd, Judge. Adrine's ciirective conceming

matters necessary for my response to the discipline case places him between me and the files to

which I am entitled, presenting an ui3reasonable and inappropriate hurcile to my defense, Judge

Adrine is interjecting an additional barrier to .my access to necessary information. As such,

whil.e ostezisibly Judge Adrine is providing zrze restricted access to files n.ecessaz-y to my defense

in the disciplinary matter, he is providing rne no access to files necessary to discharge niy

responsibilities as a,judge in. the Cleveland Municipal Court with respect to ziiatters assigned to

me, such as t.he Poutros Motion to Recuse. Further, the restrictQel- access through Jiadge A.di-izxe's

office to obtain files necessary for niy defense in the discipline matter places the grievant (Judge

Adrine) into the disrip Zi.-?;y process iT1tt'tl,,idlnor' rT and ^' 'b s my uai.u iaiy acwriiey' s vYE.ili\ ^:71t,}CI!!l'.(. `rd.ll{.1

preparation for the hearing and pre-hearing proceedings.

6



20. F'urther, since Iv.tarch 24, 2014 l have been "corztinizally" assigiied to Partieu3ar

Session One iz1. an inequitable fashiorl as it relates to the other.judges oI'tne Cleveland. Municipal

Court in contravention. of Sttp.R.. 36, (llx. D)

21. My ability to discharge the cl.uties and respoiisibilities of zny office has be;en

intruded upon .and intei•fered with by virtue of Administrative Order NTo. 2014-008, insofar as the

Clerk :and the Central Scheduling Office have been "instructed to exercise all due diligence to

physically i`etrieve. all criminal misdemeanor, criminal minor misdem,eanor and traffic case files

currentty assigned to the personal docket of and in the custody of 'C'he Hoiiorable ,Angela R.

Stokes." (Ex. F)

22. My ability to discharge my duties anci responsibilities as an elected Cleveland

Municipal Court judge have been usurped, interfered with and intruded upon by virtue of the

aforementioned Administrative Orders and Inter-Office Corresponde;ice directives promulgated

by The Horiorable Ronald 13: Adrine, Adrninistrative and Presiding Judge, on ^vlarch: 14, 2014,

(Exs. A - G) In, addition, my ability to discharge n1y duties azid responsibilities as an elected

Cleveland ,Municipal Court judge are also being usurped, interfered with and intruded upon by

anyone following th.e aforem.entioned Administrative Orders and Inter-Office Coxrespondenee

directive, incliidang employees of the Cleveland Muriicipal Court, Jtidge Mabel M. Jasper, the

Clerk of Courts and/or employees of the CIerk of Courts and any other judges.

23^ It is clear that the issu.ance aitd exectrtiozi of the Administrative Orders (;Fxs: A--

I') operate as a defacto suspensioli of m.e from my jiidicial duties without having been afforded

dite process of law as guaranteed me under Crov. Bar R. V. T'he Certified Complaint is pending,

no interim suspension 1ias been soti.ght or obtained, and yet, I am being prevented from presiding

over the matters which are the subject of the Administrative Orders. Judge Adrine has already

7



sanctioned ane aiid allowing the Adznii-iistrative Orders to stand would contirzLxe to peranit hitzl to

san.etion rrie Wittiout the procedtires guaranteeti me under Ciov, Bar R. V having been concluded.

As scpch, Judge Adrine has improperly assuzned the Supreme Court of Ohio's exclusive po`iver

and: duty to regulate the practice of law conferred upon it by Article IV, Section 2{I3}(I)(g) ot'the

Ohio Cortstitutzozi.

24. i have no other available or adeqiiate remedy at law to allow:zn.e to avoid andlor

redress itijury and to resurne the duti; s and responsibilities conferz'ed tapon me by my office as

judge of the Cleveland. ibhuiicipal Court, as explained. above, but for the obtainiilg of Writs of

Quo,Wax•t4anto, Iifarldanius and Prohibilion by xjirtue of my Complaint to which this Affidavit is

attached.

Further, Affiant sayeth naught.

t he kl norable Angela R. Stokes
Judge.. fth:e. Cleveland Municipal f"ourt

Swor.n to and subscribed before rrie aald in myn resence this da3`i ,presence of March,

201.4.

otary Publzc

A.LKIR', .aITra
h1pTf;Mf PUB!^1C -*^ STRT[ OF OHIO

My enmrnission 1-la,s: No E,:Pir2t"son Dat-9
Section 147.03 n.' ,C,
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I IN 7Fa: Tempornt-y Transfer and Reassignment of all Pending Criminal
Misdenaeaaaor, Criminal Mizaor?ivlisclemeanor and Trafric Matters Currently
A.ssi;ned to the HoraorableAiagela R. Stok-es

Responsibility for alf.criminal misdemeanor; ^rirrrinal minorrrtisdemeanor and traffic matters currently

assigned to the personal docket of the l-Ionorai^De Angela R. Stokes is hereby transferred to the

Adtninistrative Judge of the Cleveland Municipal Court, for review andlor pending te2nporary

reassignr,rent. Any such transfers and temporary reassigizments will be in. effect only during the

pendency of the certified complaint filed against Judge Stokes with the SupremeCourt's 13oard of

Commissioners oiz Grievances and Discipline on October 14, 2013, unless the tratisferred case is
othmrwise resolved in the interirn: The transfers are nzade pursuant to authority granted tifider Sup, R.

4(B) and Sup. R. 4(13)(1), and in order to maintain and enhance pukrlic confidence in the Iegal system
(Paragraph 1, Preanable, Code of3udicial Conduct).

The transfers are justified for the following reasons:

^ A. certified complaint pending against Judge Stokes before the Ohio Supreme Court's Board of
Commissioners on Grievances and Discipline was gleaned from approxima.tely 337.alteged
violations ol`the Code of Judicial Conduct presented to the C]eveland Municipal Court.

•.All of those allegations concerned her rnishandling of criminal matters and mistreatment of
participants in criminal hearings, inciuding defendants, witnesses, police officers, proseeutors,
private defense counsel, public defenders, court personnet and other members oi'the general
public..

+ Sirzce the original coinpIaint was presented to the IJisciplinary Counsel, and continuingthrough
and.after the complaint's certification by the Board, nearly 100 additional written incident reports
have been received by ttiis office aileging similar problems. involving the Judge's hanciling of ber
personal :;rirninal docket.

• The court continues to average one to two new ethics coniplaints against Judge Stokes per week.

Pending resolution ofthe certified. complaint, no additionaicritninal misdemeanox, minortnisdemeanor or
traffic matters arre to be assigned to Judge Stokes.

I'rLS SO ORDERED.

I7ate:^,

r t M

ZU
Y

Ronald B. Adrine
Administratave & Presiding Judge

Exhi.b:i.t A

JOu^NAL416 i,^^^ 429
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STATE OF OHIO
CUYAHOGA COUNTY

ADNIINISTRATIV^^^^^ ^ "^ 10

NO. 2(314.004 .,; G< i. G^ IF;
^: ^
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IN RE: Temporary Transfer and Status Review of all Probatiari. Mattcrs on the

Persoxia.l Docket of the fIonorable Angela K. Stokes

Responsibility for the supervision of all. criminal defendants currently maintained on probation on the

personal docket of the Honorable Angela R. Stokes is hereby trtsnsferred to the Administrative Judge of

the Cleveland Municipal Court, for status review and/or possible temtiorary reassignment. Said tr•ansfer

and temporary reassignments will orily be in effect during the pendency of the certified complaint filed

against Judga Stokes wiib the SYipreme C:aurt's Board of CoEnmissioriers on Grievances and Discipline on

October 14, 2013, unless a case is otherwise resoived in fhe interim. The transfer is made p:,^rsuarxt to

authority grauted under Sup. R. 4(B) and. Sup. R. 4(B)(1), and ir^ order to maii7tain and enliance public
confidence in the: legal sys€ern (Paragraph 1, I'reamble, Code of Judicial Conduct).

The transfer is justified for th.e iollowiirg rea.sons:

« A certified complaint pending against Judge Stokes'uefore tlte Ohio Suprerne Court's Board of
Conaxnissioners on Grievances and Discipline was gleaned from approximately337 alleged
violations of the Code ef:iudicial Contluct presented to the Cleveland Municipal Court.

+ All of those allegations concerned her vrishandling of criminal matters and mistreatment of
participants in criminal hearings, inctiiding defer,dants, witnesses, police officers, prosecutors,
private defense counsel, publie defenders, court personnel and other members of the general,
public.

• Since the original coinplaint was presented to the Disciplinary Counsel, and continuing ihrotsgh
and after the complaint's certification by the Board, nearly 100 additional written incident reports
have been received by this office alleging siinilar problems involving the Judge's handling of her
personal criminal docket.

« The court continues to average one to two new ethics complainEs against Judge Stokes per week.

Pending resointion oftl7e certified complaint, no probation matters shall be assigtzr:d to JErdge Stokes for
supervision.

IT IS SO ORDERED.
I

I3ate: t7b o, ^^^a) {
Ronald B. Adrine

Administrative & Presiding Jiidgc

Exhibit B
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IN "I'HE CLEVELAND MUfiTICIPAL COURT
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STATE OF OHIO ^ ADMIMSTl2AT:NE 0pigip 1 ti P 4. 10
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U E
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IN I:Li: Ternporar-y Transfer of Respflnsibilit)T for Status Review of Individuals

Sentenced to Incarcct'atiot`e by the Honorable Angela k Stak-es

Kesponsibility for statusreview of all criminal ciefendants sentenced to a period of inca.rceration by the

Honorable Angela R. Stokes is herebytenzporarily transferred to the Administrative..Tudge of the

Cleveiand Municipal Coutt. Said transfer will be in e-ffect only during the pendency of the cortified

complaint filed against Judge Stokes w`ith the Supreme Court's Board of Commissioners on Grievances

and. Discipliile on October 14, 2013, unless. the case is otherwise resolved in the ititerim. The transfer is

made pursuant to authority granted under Sup. R. 4(B) aztd Sup. R. 4(B)(1); and in order to maintain and

enhance public confidence in the legal system (Paragraph 1, Freanible, Code ofJudicial Conduct).

The transfer is justified for the following reasons:

•A certified compfaint pending against Judge Stokes before the Oliio Supreme Court's Board of
Cornmiss;oners on Grievances and Disciplirie was gleaned froni approxisixately337 alteged =
violations of the Code of Judicial Conduct presented to the Cleveland Municipal Court.

+ All of those allegations concerned her mishandling of criminal naatters and mistreatment of
participants in criminai hearings, including defendants, witnesses, police officers, prosecutors,
private defetise counsel, public defenders; court personnel and.other members of the general
public:.

• Since the original complaint was presented to tlie Disciplinary Counsel, arid continuing through
and after the complaint's cer'tificatiora by the Board, nearly 100 additional written incident reports
have been received by this office'alleging sinailar problems involving the Judge's handling of het
personal criminal docket.

• The court continues to average one to two new ethics complaints against Judge Stokes per week.

Pending resolution of tkte certified complaint, no incarceration status reviews shall be conducted by
Judge Stokes.

IT IS SO ORDEIZED.

Date:
e

c
^ ,^^

,, M;^_; CL

Ronald B. Adrine
Administrative & l'residing..Tudge

Exhibit C
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fN THE CLEVELAND ML1 iNICIPAL COURT

F- E D

STATE OF OHICo } ADMINISTRAATIVE C}I^^^^ 114 P ^1: t 0

Ct1YAHOGA COUNTY } NO. 2014wO06 .. .: ^;=t;^ cc}^^.T

CaUR T

IN RE: TEiMPOi2ARY INCREASE liN +CIVfL CASE ASSIGN11+1ENTS TO THE
PERSONAL DOCKET OF THE i';IONORABLF ANGELA R. STOKES

Due to the temporary transfer of all crimuial matters assigned to the personal docket of
the I-Ian.orable Angela R. Stokes, Central Scbeduiing is hereby ordered to adjust the
rarzdoriz draw of case assignments as follows:

1. Pursuant to Administrative Order 2014-003, and, until fiirther administrative
order, Judge Stokes is ordered removed from the court's randoin draw of criznina]
.rnisdemeanor, minor mzsdemeanor and traffic cases.

2. Due to the temporary transfer of all crianinal> quasi-crimuial and traffic matters
from Judge Stokes' personal docket, central scheduling is ordered to adjust the

civil xandoin.. draw to increase the percerntage of civil cases assigned to Judge Stokes,
until further administrative order.

Iia addition, Judge Stokes is contimially assigned to Particular Sessiori One as follows:

two weeks on, followed by one week. off, beginning the week ofMarch:24, 2014, while

the certified complaint filed with the Board of Commissioners on Grievances and Discipline is
pending against her in the Ohio S.ttprezrie Court.

IT IS SO ORDERE, D.

Date: 3 19 L"ZIn

^ l ..

-VL--,- ^''^i
Ronald B. Adrine

Administrative & Presiding Ju^ge

Exhibzt. D
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IN THE CLEV"ELANL7 MUNICIPAL COURT

}
STAI°E OF OBIO ) ADMINIS"I`RATIVE 0RDEP=-
CIJYAHO{.sA CO'UN TY ) Np 2014-p61!-.-

INRE:

<^a^^• .;:: .C.

17
l1 ^ % `o

^7M-'..

•-

GttYaboga Counfy Public Defezi.dea-'s Motion to Transfer Cases-iroxTi-he
7?oc^.et of I3nn. Angela R. Stokes and to Stop the Further Assigsizxtent of
Crinxiasal Cases to Her Docket

This matter caine on for hearing on the court's Adzn.irzistrative Docket.

LTponfiill review and due consideration, the motion is I?EN.IED as NTOOT.

IT rS SO OR.DEREb.

Date;
.]2onaid B. Adrine

.f?,.dmiriistra.tive & Presiding Judge

Exhibit E
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LN THE CLEVELAND I^NTICIPA7, COURT

STATE OF OHIO ) ARMINISTRATIVE 09JEEFE 1
CUYAHQGA COUNTY

IN R-E;

^°-^-
^

..o

..

PlZysicai Retrieval of all JPezrd.ing Criminal AVlisciomeanor, tCCriza 5izal 1`vlinox.
-Misclemeanor and Traffic Matters Ciarrently Assigned to the Personal

.Docket of.the Honorable A:n,-e#a R. Stokes for Review, Tempora.ry Transfer
andfor Reassignment

Pursuant to the directi-ves found in Administrative Orders 2014-003, 2014-004 and 2014-005,

the Clerk and Central Scheduling Office aFe. instructed to exercise all due diligence to physically
-ret.eve al.I: crimznal misdenzearzor, criirziiaal minor misdemeanor and traffic case files curreiitly

assigned to the personal, docket of, and in the custody of, the Honorable Angela R. Stokes.

If all dtie diligence fails to ietrieve the files, the Clerk is directed to construct a duplicate fi'le for
the cottrt's tzse.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Date; ^ --- ^' `'
Rorzald B. Adrine

Administrative & Presiding ,Tudge

Exhibit F
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CLE VELANI3MUNICTPA.I, COURT
Judicial Division

Ititer-{3ffice Correspondence

TO:

FROM:

HHon. Angela R, Stokes

Hon. Ronald B. Adrine
Adzninistrative & Presiding Judge \.1 . \'M.3 ^

DATE: March 14; 2014

RE: Temporary Transfer of Responsibility for All Crim.ina! Misdemeanor, Minor
Misdemeanor and Traffic Matters Appearing on the Personal Docket of the
Honorable Angela R. Stokes

Judge:

Please be informed that, pursuant to authority graaited to the Adm.inistrative Judge by R.4(B) and

.R.4(1'3)(I ) of the Rules of Superintendence for the Cot.u-ts of Ohio, I have issued th:e attached
Aclmiriistrative Orders teinporarily trmsferring responsibility for oversight; review arid

disposition of all.crirnina(, quasi-crizninal and traffic matters appearing on your personal docket.

This includes ina.tte:rs previously resolved an,d placed on probation and those under sentence of

incarceration. Thejustilication for this action is set forth in the attaelled Adxninzstrative Orders.

The transfer was effeetive upon the lournalization of the aforementioned Administrative Orders

and will_continue only un#:il such time as the ce.rtified c,oznplaint pending against you before the
Board of Conuuission.ers on Cirievances aizd Discipline is resolved in the Supreme Coirz-t of
C)hio.

While the Administrative orders are in effect, Central Schedulizig is under instruction not to

assign any new criminal misdemeanor, cz°iminal minor misdemeanor or trafyic cases to your
personal docket.

in addition, whiie the Administrative Orders are in place, all eases nssigned to your personal

docket will be civil. Central Scheduling is under irzstrczction.to increase the percentage of civil
cases assigned to you in order to stabilize your caseload during this period attd you are hereby

irotiffed of an increase in your assignment to Particular Session One until tile certified complaint

pending against you before the Board of Cornrriissio.rzers on. Grievar:kces attd 17isciphne is
resolved:in the Supreme Co2ul of Ohio.

Please be informed that your access to all of the noted files assi;ned to you before the issuance

of these orders is now entbargoed wiiiPe the transfer is affected. Recognizizrg that you.rnay
require access to soti-ze crintinal, ciuasi-criminal and/or traffic matters in order to assist in the

preparation of your z•esponse to the certified complaint, please be i.rdormed that aceess may be

Exhibit G



obtained through the office of the Administrative Judge while the Administrative Orders of
transfer are in effect.

Thank you in advance for your cooperation.

R3A: cazir

Attachznents

cc` Associate Judges
Earle B. Turner, Clerk of Court
Department Man.agers
Victor Perez, Chief Prosecutor, City of Clevelmid
Robert Tobik, Cuyahoga County Public Defeiader
David Carroll, Interim Coininissioner, Dept. of Corrections, City of Cievelatid
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lN THE CLEVEi.,AND MUNICIPAL COURT

CUYAHOGA:G:OUNTY, OHIO

IN RE:

Dcfendarits in Crimirial Cases
Assi^neci to the Docket of'.
TheHonorable An.gela:R. Sto}ces

) CAS;E NO.;^

) ,lUDCE RC')NALD ADRINE
)
}
}

/

)

i;,; Intr.oductio.r;

In a. n unrrocedented`rnove,.:fihe Pubiic Defender has chosen to circoiravenf R.C.

2701.:031 resarr+;wg flie disgualification of municipal judges: fn support of his U)otioii tii:

Transfer Criminal Cases fi•om the Dackef of Hon. Angela R.. Stokes and to Stop the

Further Assignment of Criminal Cases to her poc.kef ("iVlo.tion t'o Transfer"), the Public

Defender cites paragraphs in a C:omplaint #iled again:st Th.e :Hono.rabie Angela R, Stokes

beforethe Board of Commissioner.s on Grievafices and Discipline of th*p Ohio Supreme

Coart; in part arising from a grievance filed by Judge Rohald Adrine.

While citing selec-ted pa"fag..r.aphs of the Gornplaint, the Pub(ic Defender fails to

note that the Complaint has been answered and al? allegations of misconduct have-

been denied.

Fiirther, while citing the fact that a Prohable:Cause Panel allowed for the Formal:

Cor-npiaint to be filed, such fihding in no way is afinding of rni,5conducf. While Judge

Exhibit H



Stokes is sure that the Public Defentier reiies upon the legal maxim that an accused is

innocent un#ii proven guilty, apparently such maxim does not apply to Judge Stokes in

the mind of the: Public Def6rider..

In any event, because Judge Adrine is obviously t3rased and prejudiced in

crv.
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connection with Judgo Stokes:, having fifed a grievance which, iri part; gave^ rise to the

C.omplairit as we1t as the execiation af an Affidavit atkached to a recent Nlotion to subject

Juetgo Stokes to a psycfi.iatric examination, w.hichWas daziied, he sbould iiot have ruied

an this Motion to Trartsfer.:

Corasonant `nrith :Jud.ge: Adrine°s refusal to allow for due process, he has

;prematurefy ruled on theCuyahoga CoLinty Publi^ Defonder's (vlotion to Transfer Cases

from the Dacket. af Hon. Angefa R. Stokes artd. to Stop the Further Assignmertt of

Crtminal Gases to her Docket thraugfi an Administrative Orrier No. 2014^007 filed on?

March 14, 20t4 ottached as Ex. D. This iitlr^tion was fi(ed on :iVlarch 7, 2014, and

pursuant to CivR; 5(C) J;udge Sttikes: shoitfd have been afforded, an 00portiinity to

respond to if at least within seven days of its having been filed. Notwithstanding: this

prernature ria#ing; findirig such Motion moot, Judge Stokes is fifing her response; lierein,

within sevbrr days of the Motion.having bee:n fated.

Additionafly,; becavse this Motion to TM . nsfer is nothing more than a subterfuge to

avoid complying with the mandates of R.C. 2701.031, it should be denied. V4/hen a

sirnilar request was made to Juclge A.c"trine in CJetober 2013, he correctly poittted out that

he did not,have juriscfictibi7 to rule on the request, b.ut rather, it had to be brought before

the Court of Common Pleas. (See correspondence of Ji3dge Adrine of October 28,

20*€3, attached hereto as Ex. A.) Each and every Motion to Disqualify Judgo Stokes,

2



which has beenbrought befor.e the Court of Common Pleas as required by R.C.

2701,031 has been denied.

For all of the reasons stated above*aiid those which folioiu; Judye Stokes

respectfully requests tha.t this Honorable Court deny the: Motioti to Transfer.

dl. Law, and Arqument
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Judge: Adrirae lirottght the ► nttia;I: grievance whic^i, in part, has given rise to the

Complaint to which the Public Defender makes reference. in the Motion "to Transfer:

Subsequent to his b'ringing this grievanee and supplying voluminous inf6rmatian to

Diseipllnary Counsel, :ludge Adrine has executed ari Affdavit`at t I he re:quest:of Specia.f:

Cotsnselfor Relator, Mdiiael R. Murman, in connectiorl vuith Relator's Motion for

t'sy.chiatrir, Exa:ninatierz !?ursuan+ To Gov. Bar R. ^^,l(7}(C). At the very least; JudCe:

Adrine has ffiterjected bimse)f as a rnaterial witness concerning the Stokes disciplinar?y:

proceedirig.

As such, Judge Adrine should have voluntarily disqualified himself from ruling on

the instarit Motion, as His impartiality is irf.question in corinection with his personal

invafvemenfi in this matter irlvolving Judge itokes. See Judicial Cond. R. 2.11.

R.C. 2701.031 pravides a procedure for the disqualification of a judge of a

'tviunicipal Cour€who "allegedly is interested +ri a proceeding pending before the: jLrdge,

a3iegecily is relatedto or has a bias or prejudice for or against a party to a proceeding

peridang before ti7e judge or fio a party's counsel, or allegedly otherwise is disqualified to

3
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preside in a proceeding. pending before the jucige" by the filing o,€an affidavit of

disqualification with the Clerk of the fUlun4cipa! Court. The Clerk, under the statute, is

duty bound to notify the Presidin.g Judge o€ the Court of Corrirmorj Pleas of fhe fact that

such Affidavit has been filed. Thereafter, the Presiding Judge ofthe Gourt of Coriimon

Pieas rules on the disqualification and issues an entry in. the matter:

In the instant situation; ti"re Pub'lic Defender is..seeking an end aro.urad this statute:

by removirtg +^ie oialiga#ion of particuiar Assistant P'ut^tic Deferi ders f€om setting forth

specifc alRegations which would warrant the d ►squalification of Judge Stokes: in a

partirular matter and submission to the Cobtt of Common Pleas for.deterrninatiori It €s;

well-established that t#ie PresidingJudge of the Court of Common !'ieas has #he sole`

aufhorityto pass upon the disquallfication of;a Municipa),Court judge, Flarefyv, Hardy,

2008-ahio-1325 (8z" Dist<, 'Cuyahoga Courtfy); Columbus Checkcashers; Inc: V

Gutterrnaster., Inc:, 2013-Ohio-5543 (1a'" Dist:, Franklin G:ounty)'; .State v. Jones,. ^C;^3-

ahi. o-E994 (1'Eth Dist., Portage County); State v Nichols, 2008-Ohia^3324 (4^^' Dist.,

Sciota County)..

Indeed, iri at least four cases since ihe aforementioneel discipEinary Camplainf

has been ficd,a6inst'. Judge Stokes, Presidin,g Judges af>#he. Cuyahoga County Court

of.Common Pieas have denied such. requests to disqualify Judge Stokes. See Orders

issued 9n connection with City of Cte:veland v: Frank Petrucci and City-of Clev.eland v.

William Baeslack, two cases: in which attorney Hilow sought disquaiificatiori of:Judge

Stokes; since he was 1nentfoneei in the Complaint, Crty of Cleveland v. 1-Nayes and City

of Cleveland v: Downing (collectively attached hereto as Ex. B)

4



To transfer all criminal cases from Judge Stokes' dcieket and to stop any further

assignment of sueh criminal cases to her docket on the basis set forth .in tiie PL1blic

Defender's Motion is to permit circumventing the requirements imposed under R:C.

2701 .031. As sucii, it is wholly impr:oper to have: granted sueh M.otion.

C.
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ttllhile the Public Defender would have this Cocirk ei(ercise its power:under Loca1

Rule `1.02 relatirig to, docket and case controi, sLieh Just ►ficatrori;couid. not b:ei^iore

di.singenpous; To be clear, the Publie: De:fertder:is: seeking a preempti.ve ruling by tFi'is:

Court that Judge Stokes is biased.and prejudiced against every single:siefendani

brought befare her in which a memberof the Public Defender's Office is representirrg-a,

client. This claim is outrageousand seeks jo pface the Cart befar.e the horse:insof6r as

the aiiegations of the disciplinary Complaint:are onfy that and have not been proven by

clear apd convincing evidence and have not; proceeded to any sanction against JLacige

Stokes.

In this regard, at least oiie of the allegations Oted by the Pub)ic befender in

connection with Scott fVlaEbasa (see Motion to Transfer; P. 4) has beeri plac:ed before..

the Panel assrgned: to hea,r Judge Stokes' case: #rr this connection; the incident

involving Scott Malbasa was used as a ground to cause Judge Stokes to subject herself

---- to a-psychiatric exam'tdation even bGfore the Heariflg :on the Meri#s in the,disciplina°ry .

matter. After the Motion for a Psychiatric Exaniination was oppos.ed by Judge Stokes,
l:
1. the Panel denied the Motion, (Se.e Ex: C attached hereto)

.5
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As such, ffie elaim of tho. f'ubPic:Defender is not supported by any evidence

properly before this Court.

1i1. Conclusicsn:

AccQrdangly-, for the foregoing reasons, this iionorable Court should have

voluntarily riisquaiified itself fiorn hearing the ir}stant Nfofiion fioTransfer, arief since it

has preniaturely :denied it as: moot, sf%o.uld now vacate its order and denythe IV1otori to

Transfer sirice this Court Eacks jurisd'iction to rule on.such Mafiian as it is nothing more

than an.afiempted erid ar®und R.C..2701.031 which reposes tizat authority soiefy to tti.e

k'resielirsg Judge of the Courtof Cornrrion Pleas of Cuyahoga County, Ohio,

ily submitted,

i 1c>ia!'c} C. AIkfro (#0024.81E)^
.t3aEl INEC;din^ ^#()(1Q-1D

RICHARD C. ALKIRis CO., L.P.A.
Spectrurrt Office Building

6060 Fdockside Woods Boulevard
independenco; Ohio 44131-2335
(216) 674-0550
Fax: (216) 674-010 4
E << %;a^aPicErniawver c ;rr^
dean M lkirei^v4yer rprri

..-.._...... ., __- -^ ...._ . . .. . . .------ ..--- .. ..... . ..... .... ..... ... ......... . ---- ----- .._.. ------- ... . ,....... : , .._... ...-. .. -- - - ---- .. ...... _ •
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E#ONi,LD 13. AnRiN£

!i[3MkN tSTFiAT:I V £AN^-
^RESID{NCz;3uQGE

4ctober 2$,::20.13

C9-jVzjP^^jtjb (lj'rlttzf
tta 17i;r CENTER

T200 4jC41f%f?;C) ,1 f £=E:7

CLE+l^L>>.i :D, Cs•HP.. 13

(27 &) _E64_497:?
7=AX (27&) 6rrs•5733

,}^.obert T. a3 ? k,: ^sq.
Cuyahoga Cocxn'ty Publi6 I)efender
31 C? Lal:eside Avenue, Suite 2:00;
C:teveland, Ohio 44113

Dear Ivlr, TAik:

I aYn'in recef^t of your request tha.t.I, :1) reassign all cases involvingyour offige curren#1y
pendingbefo2•e the Honora.ble Arg 3ia IZ. Stokes, ei 2) tkaa:t T reframffoinh.aving any
zzew cAses invoIvxng yaur offic:e assigned to her dockQt;

Gi1 eb ;f:e rtatuce af your i equest, I am<concerneci that the issues that you rai"se mWrriore
jirtinor'ybe sub,ject t:o* adjudication befoi•e 2Iie Court:ofCoirirraon Pleasor the Supreme
GQur.tof Ohio.. I.1rloreover, your request cioes not plaec an}^ti^ii^g o^^clally k^^eft^ze t1^e<court
that I-eaii consider or act uPon.

Uj>on due consideratzon;,theref'ore, ^. must dectine both.requests;:

Very truly yours,

r

.. , j. . . .. .,.. . . . ..

Rouald B. Adrine
Adtniriistrative -inrl Preszding,:Jizelge

RBA:emr

cc; Judge AngetaR. Stokes 1!'?

Ex. A
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STATE OF 01110 )
fv[i

Ss:'

CU^.'AHOGA ^OVNTI'"

HENRX IHLO-^V,

Movant

(FAy)' P.0t341016

IN `^'M+L C01-IRTOF COIMM€^NPLEA;`

^^eandj^1Wptcipa$.C6tze¢
Case I'+Itas. 2013 TRD 065.6.46; ^ A 5^5$41

^QE^ ^^Ii^ ^<LJ P:

ludge: . ^013N J RF^SS<i>

SD.:1:4?t?"77?93

,y

CLTJ'VE LA.c'^?D MUNICI.PA1L ^OURT
,7TID4"aF ANGE LA;^STC3KRSp

Respo.l^de^at.

jPDr3MRNT EN T ^t^Y'

LF R

40^3t3^^h^^3s [YY 7 i"CIV^(}
^

I1S^v^nf Henry Ifilovs Iy.Eotion fpx T1^squal^^cttfiiosz:Cleveland Mui^ae3pal Cciurt croses:

for 2013 TIZll' 0656_.'46 (City of C7velfind v. FFatLic Petrucui) aridA 555841(CTy ofCIal7eiand

v. Willi:am MesIacic) are Dwaied. "'The statutory i°ig}tt to :seelc disaualii;f.catim of a jzadge is

exiracirdinaxy remedy_ A jucIge zs p,resurn.ed to fo3.lnw the law a,tid ztot to N^: biased, ^md

t13e appearanceof bias or prejud.iee mtpt be comj^elling. to.overcome these presumpfious." re

Disquali^calzan nfGsorge; 100 Ohio S0cT 1241,2003-0hiA-54$9, 298 N,E.2d 23, ^ 5;

F=h.ee, an affidavit of disqi:ra.lificacaan rnLust aTlego with spcezficihf (he pturortod gi-ottntls: ft?t

disqual-fMation, inr'Judirag speci.f^c fa.ets ttiai dernorstratejud?G3aI bzas S`ee R.C. 2701,03

In this affidsvit, Movant states he is a aunet3 party to a complaiztt fi1ed agaiiig 7i:tciga

A)ayela Stokes witb.the Board ofConpiisszoners on GxTevan ces and Discipline of tlle Supreme

Couxt of Ohio. 'I'hfs alone does not uicJicatc any clear or competTiilg evid^ence of bias or

ta.rejudice against Movarzt by Jtidge StAes. 1~'urtEaer, on January 9, 20114, Jildge SEoke..s

q Ex. B



031 i 2f201 4 15:16 Ft^?t) P:0^51015

indicatedher cor,,)iuitment:tc cozatinue to be feix ' .ud impartzal.zn journal entrrics for both cases.

Defendant Petrucci Jaas: aIready pleel L`rio co-utest" a:nd only hc3s a routine supervision

invfliverneiit Nvith Judge Stokes' coQrtroani. Defeiadmt Baseslack's cas:^; is sti^l b:efure J:iid.^e

Swkos, buf the N(otion foz DasquaUicatipn fA7,l,s to pu# .fortla any ".ittercce of bias .or prej^:idice

that has bcendisplayed by the Caurf agairzstmovant;

Zherefcire, 1!%toyant •Henry .M.low's :mntiiin fUx Disq;amli:fication of Jazc3ge Aszgc}4 Stokes

is I):1ed. .

RDIWElD:

b^
ji9 El Si^ 't1 ^'y ^

^^^^EYE:^ fCR FdLlN^
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CLE
AUO 14

STA-TIE OF OHIO PIL ?
3Ei$) [l IN TTIE COUT2T (3F CMIM ON

C-L1YA1j0GA. G+OUNTY Cleveland Munieipal Court
3 j : 5 1 Cuse Na. 23 E.aR331?219

City of C'lez°elnnd vs. .Rownn Bayes

RCIW.AN HAY.E+S. 3udge. NANC:^AF'UE32 sT
1}- .

Yv1ovant 83a13 0772I8.

[C7.W^LAND 1VyVNIVOAL C,flUR"I'
T?.IDGE ANG9ELA. .R. S'T'iJXES

Respondent'

ADE^IV,(^NT'^+N ky

' C6fnJ7^13)iIt

NANCY A b'i:IERST
5`^3 ] 3 .3?7218

Vpon aonsiderktinzt of the .Affidavit of Pi°ejudice:an^d/or Disquaification and Motion

T?o ^Iave:Adrezzzzrstrative 3udgc 17esignate.,,^nat}ierJuclgefor ^3ench Tria1,::^?ed oii J^^ie 26;

20r3, against Clevelend.lv^uniczpal. Cnurt Judge ArsgeIa R: Stokes, in Case 1'Jo. 13C7^13>172d9;

PtyafClevelirnd v;r, RmvirraBayes, the Court rtiles as fvllovrs:

Rowan Hayes asserts that in 2008 and iD tlie l 99fl's, lie was reMoveci froM the

i courtroom of Jqdge Stokes, In.reviewing all fI ► .rigs subszazxted in support of and zzz opposiiion

to the A:fiiduvitof Prejudioe, the Crrurt finds that tlie record fails' to demonstrate bias and

prejiadice agairsst IZowan Aiyes.

Af.ft'tlavit of Prejudice is; Judge

Az g;,* R. Stokes is denied:

IT IS: SO ORDEREi U:

^UCi 1 .3

ctr^a a rt
Cuyatioga Covnry Conim©ii Pleas Court; Cer: Div

T
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L m tsficateof Seice.:

A eqpy of tlie faregesing )uclgmcnt E-ntry- h-as been naailed August 13; 2013: to Rowan

I411yes, 2026 West 52°' Sfreet; CleveIand,;QH 44 1`:02 by ordiriary mail hacid delivereci tind

faxed:ta t}ie Clevelaiid Municipal.C ourt at 215.654 4238; and filed with the>Cle,rk, C3eveiarid

iuJittJicipal Court, 12t£(3 O:ritaria St:; Gleveland, Orl 441'1?3.

NANI Y ^^ ^ h t }^< }z , l ^' ^
p 06^r1 i3,14ti mi^ii,uc^l,e.Tudge
G^yshogr `t ouis: ^( amman Aleas cattat, Gen Div

Tl`c,TRTEi5F01Ei0
'JR(` i^R}^^ iJEli7Wk%

S^; r7 ^,`j{SsI P^l rti, Tikrki-

k t^^ho, 7 C^unty. ^' t ^P:hisJ COr!}r^ :
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UA40F ^^^^^ ^ ^ .^.
C!}YAH,Cit^i^`t ,^`>^^^1 <

F^,; (Jr Ct?t1f;TS^

l^y ' /l. Ceputy
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STATE i:?F 01-1I0 I^^ ^T'<1SI>^^z'l-z^. Ct3UrzT c^^t Cf)M.l^f^1^+^ ,.

r.'UVAHO(YA COUNTY ) Cleveiancl imunicipa1 Court
rltiCSe d^"1p, S.J 2^JRf.il T y^g^ry T^ ('^ J^ pp ^

City of Clevelrind vs, Itolrer6 W; Dowizing

<.

.ttOSJJLIZT`^V
DOWNINE.U 7udge NANCY r1;FPJt;RST

{'>
} Movant S.^3 t3 07121:9

at
Y.1..

CLtCVEL̂ ANZ1 MUNXCTpr1,.L COT:3RT
.{^ JUD GE APq(-;11.i.tA R .'_SJlvl^L$

A:. Respclndez;t

:T_UDgMENx. L....N'fi'}2Y

f^ •,

Naucy Puers€;.rucl^^:

Upon-corisideratYoi) .qft;he Affrdax^it:af Disci^?aiifcation I'tirsuant to R.C, 2`70 3 .03.1;

against Cleveland Murzicipal Caurt J'trdgeAngela:R. StoIscs, in Ctrse No. 13 7'.Ic'C: 16088, City
v I.

afCleirelarrd vs. 1Zebr.^rt w: Dotiurrircg,:t}re Cc^urt nrIes is lvllouvs:

tit Rabez:! W. Dbv^i^iiixg asscits tlzaE Jzielt;e Stokes has defnonsa;ratcti an eiuriity
,..

towarei:him<anci }ais de.fensecounscl by lier re^E ct^on of ap1ea agreernent and by the setting of

an trnreas©nable tiial ciaw:. In the alternative; axtovarit asserts that everi if statements aaa (tie

recn.r€iiib izot ciezriaristrate bias cirprejudiee, tiicre is an appearance nfp.eejudice uF1•aich

,varranzs discjuatifeation:

Iz> reviewing all filings and hearing iranscriptssubinittcd iia su^.^port of and in

oppo.sition tcr tbe Afficiavit of Disqualifcatian, tite-C'c;urt.;:inc:is tJiat ihe record fxiis t<3

^ demonstrate bias andprejitdice against Robert t}J. Downing or his counsel.
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A.frdavit of J'reji:dice is not tiue11-taketz anci the request for disclualificatierr of Judge

Ange#a 52,,;S.tokes is den..d..,,

k:T IS WOTZDLI2ED

; 3

, ,.

liAIt_.ic A.`3..V.L,R>;'^^^

., .. _..' '.-

I?resFd A^^ %r^,rIn^inistrative 'i,c, e
C:uyahoga C'ounty Comn;an P}eas Court; C3en Diy

^.cc:rtificate of Se^ vii e

A copy oft:l.ie #oregciing Judgment l ritry has bEen fnailecl August,l3, 20I3 to Stanley

.:5tein, Esq:and Ashiey L. Jons; :E s.q;,:.ttorneys ^or Robert 'v^7.17owning, 75^'iiblzc Sqi,are

^tuta>;7Z4, GIvelancl; Gil 4411^ Ly ortii^zat-y rnail, l^ant3 deiivezed anci'faxect to tIze.Ci land`

Mt,tnicrpal Cpuiiat216.664.423$, and filed ivith the Clerfc, Cletreland Iv1.uAieipal: Cotu-i^ 1.1a0

Ontarto St., Cleveland, O1 44113.

'E^^L
tS^.7^7 ^ 'l Lt^^^

sltSfjC:vt[ r:^1:i"^ r t i;i`tL7,

-- - ------- ------

IVA.NC k ^A; T{ Mt S-i
^,tafs"';t:vt 3udge

Cuyahoga Caunty Cntcrtnnn PJeasCofzrt; Crcn Div

REGEIYEt) FOR FELtttG

f^UC1^2t113

4 Cf?Utc v, y

1"NESTAIEOFOiiiO 3 T};CF2^ft4CD

4tt0rp)..s„?. FU

I RE$Y{^ T7 3',Ayt TFt^;iF7vF,at1}FC3R" rGi; T
YAK ^ ^_^jC1r̀>L̀l^f
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BEFCIRE T11.E BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
ON

c1ZirwAI1'GES AND DISCIPLINE
OE

TI-Mt SUPREME COURT OF C3.HIO

t'n re:

CoxnplaBnt agaiirst

Judge .A:ngeta.Rochelle.;Stokes

l:teslao^ail^nt...

.t?fssfplp'zinry Coun$el

Relator

FILED
FEB 18 2014

BOARf}t3F GOR1lkf iS$tONEAS
CN G^(l7VA^GcS & ©fSClf'L1N^

Case lYo: 2013-95-7

Y'ANEL t'1 RI3F' It

'r.his m.attercom.es before the Panel for:deterrriination ofthc; Relator's Motion for.

2?syeliiatric Ev.altiation filed on Januaay 7, 2©14. The 1'a.tiel has zevie^!.ed the:niotioia:axrd the

materials submittedin stxpport thereof, tI'te. Resp4iaden#'s Briefiii opposztionto the Motion azitl.

tize Relator's Reply. Tri Mdition,tlxe :'anel:.meanl^ers coiiducte^: a phone eonference. among

the.msei'^es to di.scuss these. materials and tkre applicable law.

Rule V, Section 7(C) 4f^the RuIes for the Governznent of the Bas• grants a heari.rig 1?anel

ttie discretlan to ord"er a psvel►iatt•ic evaltiaEion:iin its owrn'motion,or. the motion of either pair€:y

-:
under certain speeifi'ed conditions, one of vvhzcf^,'as that tlae niental illness of the respondent has

been placed at issue. ivlental iJlness is assinec} tiiat zxzeariing set;fortli iii'R;G, .^-)122.U=1(A), whicII

section provides

^f5i)`<M^2i, i 1^12]^s5^^ 7k^g%aps s aIT^JSta7illcl^: C^ISt7Zt^? J? f^lo1I€;11^3 31^o^L^g :

pF fGL^)11o1' t?ri:^ntrltlfl^3^ or r?11'.Ct.ry;€litlt g>(3s: ly ?T11j^3t^ jUC'.;i3tC'i1#>.:

behaYIQr. G%llaaUl€"y ^L7%$f GG ft7';t Tf 3if_^^x C3 ;zl ^ 1G {.( ^^41;:C^` ^e111<L1^S Of

life.
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I'he Pat3e1 recognizes that there is a certait3 social stignia asseciated with bav^ng to,

undergo a psychiatric e:vahiation especialIy`tivhexe,. ss in th.is case, the respondent is: u we[I-knovm

iridividual7n the conimunity. For this reason the Paxiel be.lieves that an exaniisaationshould;only

be ordered.under: compel3i:ng circumstances:

Tlie Relator has presented vid.eo and affidavit evidence.: of the .Responderat's everytiay

Eoitrtro0m actiVZtiE5, 'Il;is evideY9ce fai3S'to demOnstrate:Condllct l]1dica$ive of:a YneF].tal iih]ess as

defined in'R:C. S.t22 UI(r^)..

It is the Panel's>riiling that the Respondent s4iai1 not be required to uiadergo a psychiatrzu

evaluatiori at this time. Therefore, the itelator's Motion for Psychiatric Evaluati'on is denied.

However, if addit:ional, sttlistantive evideizce of a>mental illaaess comes to ffi<; attention. of ths

Panel at a Iater, tir.ne; tlie.I'anel reserves t}ie r:ght:to. ¢xder a psyckuatrzq eNar.lizaation pursuant to

Gov: Bar R.V, Scetion. 7(C) upori either the.Paiiel';s,awn motion or a.rnotion: of cithex:party;

It should be further:noted that this n,ttir3g is olily ffinited to the Panel's determination of

the pendiiig:motion and should not be corzstiveti as a relIectiojz of the Pahel's attitude toward the

z^aerits oi °.tlie Relator's Con^p,Iairi.t.

It is so ORDERED.

<^ ^ y

-^- - ^^ ---^ --_;::
C.

per authorization
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IN THE CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COUEZ I

...

STA1'E O.F OWQ ) AD1't^fNUSTRA rP `]:, ttt't^:1:43^
CUYAIIOCA COCJNTS' :jG, '. 4^0 ,?_ .^

M,

IN;.IZE'. Cuyahoga CounEy ^`ublie:JDefemiiea =s>Monan to Transfea :Gases^ron^Iie
D`ackct af Augela R. Sto1^^:s qz^c^ to Stapthe ^'tsa-tl1er Assi^yiraent:a^
Cri?xtL-al CAs€s to:HexDocket

T:tiis ztaaMxeaine ori: far hearir,g oA tlie, c.o1,1rt's Ad riizsistrative Docket.

i)pon fulI zeyicw and due consideration; the motion is DENIE^.7 as 2uIC)OT:

IT I9'SO ORDEFLi?D.

Dnte. ^^^1:.^^ ^^r^(^j ^ _) ti^; ' •L^`^f ^ ^ . Ef f
a. ^ ^^ a.^''^- J 3̂t/^^

R I7c 1d T Adi2ilf.'

A.dzniii.is.rative:& Presiding Judge

JauRtaAL416 PaGE 437^,



CERTlF1CATE OF SERV#CE

A copy of the foregoing Brief in Opposition to Cvio.ti©n to Transfer CriminaL(;ases:

from the 'Docket of Hon. Angela R. Stokes :and to Stop the Further AssicJnrnent of

CritninaE Cases to her Docket has been mailed, postage prepaid, this t,^ dayof.

March, 2014 to:

Robert L. Tobik Cuyahoga: County Public Defender
810 Lakeside Avenue, Suite 400
C6eveland CJhio 44113

Vrctoc i'erez City of C(eveianc! Prosecutor
10xh Floor, Justice'"Center
1200 Ontaria Street

^ Cleveland, OH -44113

Hon. Ronald Adriti.e
1200 Ontario Street

eveland; OH 44113€EJ CE

R it' .....,%M-_....

icharu G AI'<iE t0021816)
Dean Nieciing {0603532)

Counsel for Tiie Honorable
Angela R. Stokes

7
!^`;



l3EFtJRE THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
ON

GRIEVANCES AND DISCIPI.,INE
OF

THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO

In re:

Carntplaint againsfi

Judge Angela Rochelle Stokes

Responden i

D°zscipiinaxy Co.unsel.

Relator

FILED
FEB 18 2014

BOARD OF COMfvIiSSiQNEE?S
ON G#tfcVANCES & DISCiPL(Nc

Casc No, 200+0 s7

PANE]L ORDER.

This matter comes before the Panel for deterrninatiozt of the Relatoz's Ivlotion for

Psyeli'zatric Evaluation fited on January 7, 2014, The JPanel has reviewed tlze motion and the

materials submitted in support tlaereof, the Responden.t's Brief in opposition to the Motion and

the Relator's Reply. In addition, the Panel metnbers canducted a phone conference among

themselves to dascuss t.hesemateriais and the applicable law.

Rule V, Section 7(C) of the Ru:es ior the GovernFnetat of the Bar grants a hearing Panel

thhe discretion to or.der a psycluatric evaluation on its own raiotion or the motion of either party

under.certain specified conditions, one o£'which is that the mental illness of the respondent has

been placed at isstte. Mental illness is assig7ied that meaning set forth in R.C. 5122,01(A), which

section provides

(A) "Mental .Il;tness°" means a substaritial disorder of thought, mood,
perception, oriezitation, or memory that grossly iin}iairs judginent,
behavior, capacity to recognize reality, or meet the 3rdirtary demands of
life.

Exhibit i



The Paizel recognizes that there is a certain social stignia associated with having to

uixdergo a psychiatric e:.valiiation especially where, as in this case, the respondent is a well-knoum

individual in the community. For this reason the Panel believes that ari. examination should only

be ordered under coinpelling circunistaraoes.

The Relator has presented video and affidavit evidence of the Respondent's everyday

courtroom activities. This evidence fails to demonstrate conduct indicative of'a mental illness as

def'iraed in R.C. 5122.01{A}.

It is the Panel's ruling that the Respondent shall not be required to uztdergo a psychiatric

evaluation at this time. Therefore, the Relator's Motion for Psychiatric Evaluation is denied.

However, if additional, substantive evidei3ce of a meatal illness comes to the attention of the

Panel at a later tixne, the Panel reserves the right t.o order a psychiatric examination pursuant to

Gov. Ba.z' R. V, Section 7(C) titpoi-i either the Pa:r?el's own motion or a motion of either party<

It should be fuxther noted that this rdlirtg is oi-ily limited to the Panel's deterrniriation of

the pending motion and should rzot be construed as a reflectioi3 of the Nmel's attitude toward the

merits oCthe Relator's t~oznplaint.

It is so ORDERED.

Stt:. te^ C. ^^oc1;e^^^ff^,^,.Pifarel Chair.

;.•..--.
per authorizatzon



}3E1I<0RE 'I'HE BOA-RI) OF CCl'^^3i^-TISS>iONE RS ,
^N^ ^

r^
-l^ ^^ON >^x^^^^ ^^-A Nc >f^S AND >^xS> :^PI ^.

OF^"
"^ FEB 1 320fi4`I'^f^^1 SI^F'R 1^,^F C,€^^1.^.^'t3I,: OM6

0IV EiRi>;Yhh^°iESr, DISCI!-'?;I^Jr

('f^IJ? ^cTcttt CIg{^il'3t

I1o:x. r1c^:gcJ t zt.Ile So,es;;v025£510.)
t f`veI u>d V^^aj^i^tl1^I {?t^^ui C ttst. ivc3< 201 j{^5^
I 200 ()ittaxi') Streel, P0 Box 94894
C>tevclam.i, 01-I 44113

NO < II 7"01^ FOR1'V1{:L
RF,!;Pf7:`rD.i^'.1^?^T

Disciplinary Cc?iiflsel
215.0 C_'ivic C4ntor Dri.vc; Suite 325
CcilYmnbus, 01143215

:t2EI.A. ;J""OR

f-Ion: Ange;a RaciieIle 5tokcs, Clel=;,lanU Nlumicipal C06rt,i200 t31xt::in>} Sii-ret, i'OI3ax 54894, :'levelaild,
C) r-I w 113

ichard Allcice, ?S0 Spect3tm1 O1Mcc 13>;iildi:xg,'6t?€;0>R:acksiti^ Woo& Boulevard, Iiidnp`c.;^c:lence,
OII I4J3l 00
T)3S^ 2^ii1X1' Fy' l Qi:I1S 1 Csl,^il{:tC G511 l-1Yi1C Cen^[eI" iJr1vL SU71£ J?; C)(tfin[Ius iJH FJ t.`)

T^1ic^iael 1:, hrlt^zn^n," . A 7C11 i)c,tt'c:t As e.r?ue Suite 55; I 0 { ,'{?I-t 4^ J 0"

A<o^tn iI Ilearsr ^;^3?I Lr.;I eIci urs t ac Corx1I3Iaint fIei ^n ffiis lnatte> jefclre ^i tf,a=c-rner'[:er (zan 1-cf tJ.:s

f3nard c,onsistitxt; of St&Shen C.%T1^ 3eJae`ir.r, C}iair; t^nica A'; I'ierce` ^ uclc.cx, ^in^ Ifcfti.''Robert P. t`{i^r1gI,^nd,

The f7rm:il I;L?riiig. stztili< be 'rielcl at 1^^^>ycr diiial cei.tei^, ^-iea.rix7g- ,i. 106, 65 Sc,uti: 1'roxit stmd,

nli t^nlis, OI I 43^' 15, co1Tur.c i ci1<g c3n tlze ?}n t r=?ulziz 25`;' d iy.cf Sipt xzz-er; 2014 at 9;()0o'cI 1c a.m zric{

s Ii.:II canti lcle fioi^`f"cfay 2{ d'ay, or ar suciz otiwr timr ^^r piuc^. t<^ wl i<] it in^^y ^e i^ijck^^ncd ?:^ tJav p^zlf I, ^1.fii

cr,

f.)atcc Felir^iary 5; ^ 14.

T yW,, si:a
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STATE OF ORTO ^ YTq THE COURI' Oir' COMMON :1?'LEAS
) llV:>

CXJ YAH^.,GfS. COUNTY ^ ?' ^ ^.C•^ve^an.t1 Munke3p.M Court
Case Nvs. 2013 TIE2D 065646 & A 56-5$41

ZdlU tiAR -4 P 2; 3t3

HENRX JITi.,OWs

M`ova^,L

v.

UR 1 S
CLlYAH0G,I 6il1mr v

Juelge; 7OHTT 3 PtiI)SSO

$D 14 077293

Jt1D^13![^.^']l'

Cl^EV+ 7L,AND i'VTUNl<CIPAL COURT
J U"J)GE A NCEL- STOKES,

Respondent. CLERK
MAR- -"5 2014

JC)[aQ(p1EN'(r ENTRY 1211cMVEl3

&CH£DULIri7G

Nlovaizt Henx-y Hilow's Motion fox 7.?isqtzalification Cleveiand MunicipaI. Cnuzt cases

for 2013 TRD 055646 (City of Clc.velaxa.d v. F:rank, -Petruoci) and A 565842 (City of Clevela.,.tzti

v. William Ba.eslaa.k) are Do;ta:i:ed. "The statutory iight to seek disclualiflcafion of a,judg4 is an

extrAordinaxy reinedy_ A jud:ge is presurraed to follow the 1aw wxd not to b.e biased, and

the ap.poaranr:e of bias or prejudice must be cornpelling to overcozrie these preszu?rp¢.inns." In re

.12tsquczrificatzori oj George, 100 Ohio 3104 I.241, 20t?3-0hio-54g9, 799 N;E,2d 23, T 5,

Fizrther, in. affidavit of disqualification must a:ilege wzth spe6ficity the purparteci grouncls for

ctisqualihca.tion, iriciziding s,peezi'ic facts that demonsfi•ate jud.7cia1 hias. See R.C. 2701.03(B)(.1).

Zrz t1?is affidavit, Movant st_^tes 13e is a rraixied party to a complaint fued against Judge

Angela Stokes wit.iz the ,i3oard of Commisszorsers on Grievances and Discipline of t-ie 5upren-,e

Court of OYzio. This alone does not indicate any clear or comPelltng evidence of bias or

prejudice against Movarlt by Judge Stokes. Furttier, on Jai.uary 9; 2014, :fizd:ge Stokes

Exhibit K



iriciicated Iier commitment to continue to be fair and impartial .injUurn^tl entries for botla cases.

Defendant PetrzGci has already pled "no contest" and only has a routine supexvisio.n

involvement with ,Iildge Stokes' oourrtroom, T?efen:dant I3asesiaek?s case is still before Judge

Stoke,s, but the iMotion for Disqualification faUs to put forth any evidence of bifls or pRejudice

that has bden displayed by tbe Court Against Movant.

Therefore,Mo'varzt Henzy M1ow's .lv,tofion for D:tequalificatioaft of Judge A,Fa.gcla Stokes

XT S 40 MT3EREJD.

I^.,
D' te 1 i~ g1 sSO

dmizr:istrative Judge
G4iyah:o,a Got^wy CoznMon Pleas GoDrt, Gen. biv.

MAR 0 4 2O14

Ci.YMQ^ CQ^NTY
li RTS ..

y



CLE

AUG 14
JUDC3MffN7 EM7:i

FOR JOl1ftNf
CENTFlAL:;Ch

STATE OF OHIO IN TI-7E Ct?URT OF COMMON PhEAS

C;UYAH()GA COUNTY Cleveland lt!.tunicipal Court
ZQB {.i 2: 5 1 Case 2`'Io. 13 CRB 17219

City of Clevexarn€1 vs. Rvwrn Ha.yes

ROWANHAYES Iudge: N:ANCY11Ft3ERS"F

Movant SD 13 0772t8

Y;

CLE, VEL.A:Nl7 MUNICIPAL COURT
JUDGE .F4NGELA R. STOKES

Respondent

t

^
}
}

^
)
)

diJx79M1wiT EN7['RY

Complaint
NANNCYA FUERST
SD 13 077215

NaxtcV A, p'uersf Judge..

Upon oonsidera.tion of the Affida,vit of1'rejudice and/or ;Disc;uaii&atian a.axd Motiora

To Iiave Adrn.inis'rra.tive. judge Designate Another Judge for Benob Trial, filed on June 26,

20I.3; against Cleveland Msxzaicipal Ccsurt Judge Angela R. Stokes, in
Case No. 13 CRB 17219,

City of Cleveland vs. Rowan Hayes, the Gourt zules as fof2ows;

Rowan Hayes asseris that in.2008 and in the 1990's,.he was rernoved frorn the

courtroom of Judge Stokes. In reviewing all filirigs subinztted in support of and in apposityon

to the Affidavi.t of Pre,;udice, tbe Cn u A finds that the record fails to de;rzorastrate bias aud

prejudice against Rowan Hayes.
TnEST,'EOFOFilR

Jr

, Tt4ECEkRY,Ol^TtEE^QUfli
SS QF G

A^davit of Prqjudice as nt^ANQToRshttlWtsrz rt,
E^^ b`t1'^ii,4* { niion of 3udge

.Trtt',^N R$ & ^tt^if' Q£t021N{54
Angela R. Stokes is denied.

AtaY1013F1S,EtF^ttYC}^LG^
Lv:7NESsb9YY}^^}£^15A^Q^}:^ERLpFSAIiYGQ}^t^7}}{q
nxvt^c t^ir. 4,41 ast ;5rt I ^

I'T IS St? f7RDE RED QUY-Aw

1^ Date

013

flECE7VEPi
ZA7iON

AUCi 13 2013

Ctlm it';j1NT[
A}it^75

$J'- ^^b ^t3epu(3t

Exhi.bi t L

Deputy

_
I^ANCY A

91^ SIM 'LiVePresiclinglr^,d Judge
Cuyahoga County Corrtrnor p]eas Court; Gen Div

- ------ - ----------- ----



Certificate oI'Sea-vice

A copy of the foreoira^ JudgnaentEntiy has been mailed August 13, 2023 to Rowan

Hayes, 2026 West 52"d Street, Cleveland, OH 44102 by ordinary mail, hand delivered and

faxed to the Cleveland,IVlunicipa.l Court at 216.664.4238, and filed wittr the Clerk, Cleveland

Mutaicipzil Coczrt; 3200 Ontario St., Cleveland, Qi-j 441 13.

NANCY .^ t1^RST
I't•es iz€ i rat; iiiiiin"i sixative Judge
Cuyalioga County Common Pleas Court, Gen Div

7lfC ST,17E dF OtItC^' i, 741E Cd4 RK0 filC CCUtt}
55._ 01• Ct7t M+Jt# Pi ^AS :t1T};"[ta

fitvtl o;a CatintY A ia {7RrSAfE] CaL3ltTY

ttC}{EiSYC£liT1FY1'}tAfFftrf43J1LR?^t}zUC
r^;ii}.f,^L',^

FG,XItf i^U Gty(^Fs4rh^ t'/n^^'+T'fF t tatUtttt i.. ^

IiG6v R?I ftLE It 1A. GFI f^
i TN£SS s I t,t^^^G^ ^^ 7`Ft l)f SPU). y^727 T}i1S

RY 6F . f/ '^ 1G^
<

._r
p

CUYA4it7t F;^{ 1"'s GLt;F?,:
OF COURTS

pspu,y



j; tS 1 A 1'E, OF 01110 } IN TI-.iE t.Oi^RT OT{' C.OiVTNZON PLEAS
a f ) SSS.
; jCUXAI-ZCaG<4: COUNTY } Cieve! alld i'x'itanicipal Cottz't
f s i^ `?Case No. 1 . 3 TRC 16088

City of Clevetazzcl vs-. Robei-t W. 1?ownltzg

ROBER:T W. DONA1N.I Mtx

Movarat

v_

C.X,_EWEX,ANI) MUNICIPAL COUR'z'
JUDGE ,A.NCrELA R. STUKES

Respcsndent

)

}

Judge: NANC'Y.ft. rUERS T

SD l:3 077219

^ ^^rJ U i^iG 1^E 1'^T iat"S^' zc t^.^

Naixey A. I+izcrs; Jud^e°

-
Upon,coztsidexatioa.t of the Affidavit of Disqualification Pi3rsuaTit to 1'i.C.2701.(?3IY

against Cleveland lvlunicipal Court ,7udge Angela R. Stolces, in Ce+se Na. 13 TRC 16088, City

of Clevelr.ind vs. RobeYt 3v: Z1oa.?ning, tiie Court rules as follows:

iviovant Robert W. Dowizing asserts that Judge Stokes has clernonstrated a:ai enmity

toward hiin and liis dQfeaise cor.ixlseI by her rejectiotl of a plea agreement and by the setting of

an unreasonable trial date. in the alternative, movant asserts that even; if staternents on, the

record do not demonstrate bias or prejudice, tliere is an appearance of prejudice wllicfz

tivarraiits disqualification.

In reviewing all filings and hearing tra.nscripts subrriitted in saapport of ancl in

opFosition to the Affidavit of Disqualification, the Cotlrt fizi.ds tiiat. the record fails to

deiTiosastrate bias ancI prejtzdicc against Robert W. Downing or tiis coztnsei.

Exli;ibit M



Affidavit of PreiLtdice is not well-uli:ea ar(d the request for disquaIifi(:atioTz of Jur.}l;e

Arlgela R. Stokes is der(ied.

Z'1' .TS SO 0RDElZED n

( r 3 -------F
s?ate NANC:.Y FUE,RST

Presicli.ng/Adxninistrative Judge
Cuyahega County i.;:o>.nmotr Pleas Cou(t, Gert Div

Certificate of Service

A copy ol'the foregoiag Judgment Lntry lras been mailed August 13, 2013 to StA:llley

E. Stein., Esqand Asl3ley L. Jojzes, Esq, .Attorrxeys for Robert W. Downing, 75 Public Square;.

Suite 714, Cleveland, OH 44113 by ordinary mail, hand detivered and faxed to the Clevc:.land'

Municipal Cotzt-t, at 216.664.4235, aiici filed with the Clerk, ClevePand Municipai Cc>LZ:t, 1200

Oritario St., Cleveland, 014 441,13.

CLEFI^.
AUG 111013

JUDOMENT ENTI1v 1'iCi:l.`.aUEo
FOR Jf.)UFtNnLtGn;'tON

CENTftflL S.CHEUULlNG

^
^.. r

N.f11^TC^.' ^ la'U'ER^ST
I'res^idi^ig ^drninistrative Judge
Cuyahog a Cour:ty Cqma3on Ple3s Caurt, (ierr Div

fZEGE{YED FOR FiLING

Ui3GI;Z'l3

v y Cc{JN TY
RI$

rHE STATE OF Otfio I,1'HE G"^cRK 0) ^^e^uty
$s. or co^4hioP^ 4^t ,

Ct yaho4a ;ouaty AtQD FOR SAID GoUNTY,

!-SERE$Y CCRflrt 'fNA7 THE %{p(3'JE r1ND FiiR
^'^GG,Y,•A-`Fi£-ti^i2iGNr'^L^

AI01`4 Oi4 FILF T' FSl' -}t t It r l̂ ^1

!' TNr.3S .̀ .J'`^/^ o a3vu -^1^ '%tlu L'`^ LIK i TtitS 1^^^

OF.Y OF V^ ^. 70 _,C_ L---

CUYAHOGVCi5U14, Y. sL a kK OF C;OtJRTS

8y ^1^^ r` Dcpty
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