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I. INTRODUCTION

The instant original ar-tion, a Complaint in Quo Warranto, sVandamus and Prohibition
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with Affidavit of `I'he Honorable Aiageia R. Stokes, attached, has been filed by Relator, The

Honorable Angela R. Stokes, a judge of the Cleveland Municipal Court (hereinafter "Judge

Stokes"), in response to Administrative Orders and an inter^^^^e Correspondence issued by the

.A,cirninistrati^e and Presiding Judge of the Cleveland Municipal. Court, The Honorable Ronald B.

Adrine (kiereinafter "Judge Adrine). 5^ee App. B-H. These Administrative Orders and Inter-

Office Correspondence, in effect, prevent Judge Stokes from exercising any ftirther judicial

responsibility in connection wi^th. criminal misdemeanor, inincsr misdemeanor, traffic matters,

pending probation matters, matters involving individuals previously sentenced to incarceration,

and also, involved directives to alter her caseload by increasing civil case assignments and

continually assigning her to Particular Session One of the Cleveland Municipal Court, as well as

the physical retrieval of files from her chwnbers ixivoiving pending criminal misdemeanor,

criminal minor misdemeanor and traffic matters currently assigned to her. They also serve to

restrict her access to case files for which the Clerk of Courts of the Cleveland Municipal Court is

the custodian.

Because such orders have as their explicit basis the pending Certified Complaint filed

against Judae Stokes and alleged written incid^iit Reports, none of which have been presented

con.teinporaneousiy with their receipt or otberwise to Judge Stokes, Jud^e Adrine's actions

amount to a usurpation of the Supreme Court of Ohio's constitutional, exclusive authority to

regulate the bar under Article IV, Section 2(B)(1)^^) of the Ohio Constitution (App. I) and a

usurpation of the role of Judge Stokes and the Board of Cominissioners on Cyrievan^^s and

Discipline of the Obio Supreme Court (hereinafter "The Board") in connection with the pending
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disciplinary matter, which was ^^itituted} in 1aart4 by Judge Adrgne who filed the initial grievance,
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giving rise to the pending Certified Comlalaint In addition, because such Orders ignore the

^^qWsements of Sup.R. 36 (App. J) and Crim.R. 25(B) (App• K), which Judge Adrine must

follow in cormection with his assignment and reassignment of cases to and from Judge Stokes,

such Orders also serve to usurp the Ohio Supreme Court's constitutional authority to promulgate

rules of practice and procedure before a.l ccatirts of Ohio pursuant to Article IV, Section 5(B) of

the Ohio Coaistitutlcan. (App. L) Finally, because such orders restrict Judge Stokes' access to

case files assiped. to her, they usurp the autliority of the Cleveland Munic1pal Court's Clerk of

Courts under R.C. 1901.3 1 (E). (App. M)

For the reasons which follow, each of the Writs sought in Relator Judge Stokes'

Complaint are appropriate in order to restore Judge Stokes' ability to adjudicate cases previously

assigned to her and cases which should be assigned to her into the future.

11. STATEMENT OF THE FAC'CS

On March 14, 2014, Judge Adrine, Administrative and Presiding Judge of the Cleveland

Municipal Court, issued Administrative Order Nos. 2014-0037 2€114m004, 2014--005, 2014-006g

2014a007 and 2014a008. (Affidavit of The Honorable Angela R. Stokes, para. 3)1 (App. A)

These Orders all ^on^em pending and future cases assigned or to be assigned to Judge Stokes in

her capacity as a duly elected judge of the Cleveland Municipal Court. (Stokes Aff., para. 3,

Exs. A-F)

Judge Sto'^^s has been. a Cleveland Municipal Court judge since December 1995, at

which time she was elected to serve an unexpired ^enn. Thereafter, she has beeii coiitlnuously

elected to three successive six year ^errns beginning on ,1a^iuary 2, 2000 and most recently

I Ilereanafter reference to this Affidavit and its attachments shall be cited as ``Stokes Aff.5 para. or "Stokes AE;
)

EX. .
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January 2, 2012. Since Judge Stokes' admission to the bar in 1984, and dunng her tenure as a

judge, no previous disciplinary matters had been brought against her. (Stokes Aff., paras 1w2z

10)

On October 14, 2013, a Certified Complaint was filed before T'he Board brouglit by

c:
m

^

;,3 -

Relator, Disciplinary Counsel. (Herelnaft-er, "Certified Complaint") Thereafter, on December 6,

2013, an AnsNver was filed on behalf of Respondent Judge Stokes in the discipline case. The

Answer denies each and every all^gat1^^ of rnisc^.^nd^^^ asserted against her. (Stokes Aff,a Paras

9,12)

Consonant with Count Seven of the Certified Crsmplaaiit (where Relator requests the

Board to order a psychiatric examination of Judge Stokes), Disciplinary Counsel moved for a

prehearing psychiatric examination on January 7, 2014. Among the evidence attached to the

Motion was the Affidavit of Judge Adrine. Thereafter, Judge Stokes opposed such Motion. The

Panel denied the Motion by Order i^sued:Febxuary 18, 2014. (Stokes Affi, Ex. l) As part of its

rationale denying the Motion, the Panel andi^^^ed that various matters broug1it to its attentioii.4

and which are part of the allegations in the Complaint, did not demonstrate facts or

circumstances compelling the conclusion that Judge Stokes was mentally ill as that term is

defined under the applicable rule. (Sto1^^^ AfT., Ex.1)

It is also, noteworthy that no procedure has been undertaken to seek an interim suspension

due to menW illness or any other reason. "r'his procedure is available to a relator Vner^

substantial credible evidence demonstrates that a judge poses a substantial threat of serious harm

to the ^ubli.c. See Gov. Bar R. V, Section 5A, Interim Remedial Suspension. (App. N)

Between the time of senylr^g the Notice of Intent to File the Certified Complaint and the

present, defendants 1-i^^e filed four Motions -to Disqualify which have been ruled upon by the

4
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the,n Presiding Judges of the Cuyahoga County Court of Common Pleas pursuant to 1he authority

granted them under R.C. 2701.031 (App. 0), three through counsel and one pro se. "I"h^^^ cases

incl-Lide Cinf of Cleveland v. Frank IDetrucci, Case No. Case Nos. 2013 TRI) 065646 aiid 2012

TRC 050939; Cai^y of Cleveland v. William Baeslack, Case No. 2013 CRB 038243; Cai^.r of

Cleveland v. Rowan Hayes, Case No. 2013 CRB 017219; and ^.Yzly of Cleveland v. Robert W.

Downing, Case No. 2013'1`RC 016088. In eacb. of these matters, when ruling upon Affidavits of

Disqualification, the l'residlng Judges denied the saine9 thereby permitting Judge Stokes to

continue pr^sidi-ng over them and liel.d that the record wa,-, devoid of bias or prejudice. (Stokes

Aff.,Exs. KmNf)

Subsequent to these rulings of the Presiding Judges of the Common Pleas Court and the

Panel denying the prehearing Motion for Psychiatric Examination, the Cuyahoga Co-^^^^ Public

Defender filed a Motion on March 7, 2014 seeking to have Judge Stokes removed from all

criminal matters in which. the Public Defender was involved. In Administrative Order No. 2014 -

007,R^^^^^dent Judge Adrine ruled that such Motion w&s denied as moot (in light of the other

Administrative Orders issued on Marcla, 14, 2014, 2014n003 thrrsugh. 2014-006, 2014a008).

(Stokes Aff., Exs. A-F)

Since such Motion was n.l^^ upon in less than seven days, Judge Stokes filed her

response timely pursuant to Civ.R. 6(B) (App. P) on March 17, 2014. (Stokes AfT., 1;x.. ^^

When a similar request was made in October 2013, Judge Adrine correctly pointed out that he

did not have jurisdiction to rtile on that request, but rather, it had to be brought before the

Ci.^yah^ga County Court of Common 1'leas or to the attention of the Ohio Supreme Court.

(Stokes Aff,, Ex.1-1, p. 2, Exo A thereto)

5



Thus, without afl-brding Judge Stokes a reason.abie opportunity to respond to the pending

Motion of the Cuyahoga County Public Defender, Judge Adnne, in his capacity as

Administrative and Presiding Judge of the Cleveland Municipal Court, gssti.ed. the

^^^^^^ntis^^ed Administrative Orders.

In effect, these Orders accomplish a de .^ €̀^^to suspension of Jud^e Stokes ^ox^. any

ĉr,C*
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judiciM activities associated ^^^li, her criminal docket, thereby precluding her from presiding

over the Project Hope docket,2 and further, unfairly and inappropriately, increase her civil and

Session One assignments in violation of the dictates of Sup,Re 36.

It should be noted that the grievance, giving rise to Disciplinary Counsel's investigata^ii

of Judge Stokes, was bx€^^ight by Judge Adrine within. days of her re-el^^tion to the 2012 term

which she currently is serving. (Stokes Aff., ^ara. 8) Further, Judge Adrine supplied an

Affidavit in connection with Disciplinary Counsel's ^^^^^ipt to cause a prehearing psychiatric

examination of Judge Sto^.ese In apparent retaliation in what can only be described as a personal

vendetta by Judge Adrine, he has chosen to impose an interim discipli-nmy and/or mental illness

su^^ensgon. upon Judge Stokes in corm^ction with all her criminal, quasaacrim€nal and traffic

matters While her aforementioned Disciplinary Complaint remains pending.

In this regard, tb.e. first scheduled hearing dates for the disciplinary case have been set for

Septeinber 22, 2014 through Septegnber 26,2014. (Stokes Aff:o Ex. J) In the meantime, the

parties are permitted to engage in discovery pursuant to the Ohio Rules of Civil Procedure. On

December 24, 2013, Judge Stokes i^^^^^ ^^^eff^gatori^s and Requests for Production of

Documents, Records and Things to Relator Disciplinary Counsel to which no response has been

' Project Hope is a ^^^eW docket regardiii,^ rehabilitation for female prostitution offenders. Judge Stokes'
involvement in that docket is ^subject of the dE^^ipli-n^ case.

6



forth.comlrzg. Upon receiving responses to such discovery, Judge Stokes intends to depose

certain witiiesses to prepare for her defense ln the discipline case.

In the meantiarie, the purpose of Judge Stokes' Complaint herein is to restore her to her

L^}

a^q n,i

^

^

capacity to act as a judge in the Cleveland ;^unici.pal Court until such time as The Board has

perf^^ed its responsibilities under ^'Bov. Bar R. V and this Court has, in itum9 performed its

responsibilities under Ohio Constitution, Article IV, Sectlon. 2(B)(1)^^^, the regulation of the

practice of law in the State of Ohio. Respondent Judge Adrine's Administrative Orders and

I:nteraOffice Correspondence usurp and intrude into the exercise of Judge Stokes' pliblic office

and is an exercise of judicial power in violation of itaicl^ IV, Section 2(P((l)(g)s as well as

Section 5(B) reposing in the Ohio Supreirae Court exclusive authority to prescribe rules

govemlng t^ractl^e and procedure in all courts of the state. Judge Adrine has a clear legal duty to

carry out the mandates of Sup.R. 36 in making case assignments. Fi-nally, insofar as Judge

Adrine's Orders restrict Judge Stokes' access to case files originally assigned to her, ibey usurp

the authority a-ad, duty of the Clerk of Courts of the Cleveland. Mimdcipal Court pursuant to R.C.

1901.3 1(E),

In short, the ^^^mative Writs sought by Relator Judge Stokes will serve to restore Judge

Stokes to the Ul duties of her office by preventing Respondents from presiding over her cases

(€^uo warranto); prohibit Respondent Judge Adrine from exercising judicial power in violation of

the Supreme Court's exclusive authority to regulate the practice of law and prescribe the rules of

courts (prohibition)s prevent Re-spond.ent Judge Adrine from exercisi.ng the duties and

obligations of The Board and the Ohio Supreme Court l-n connection with t-he disclpllne of the

members of the bar, including judges (prohibition); prevetit Respondent Judge Adrine from

usurpiaig s-uch powers and duties, as well as ignoring the Orders of the Presiding Judges of the

7
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C;u.yah^ga County Court of Common Pleas, returning at least four cases to Judge Stokes for

disposition (prohibition), prevent Respondent Judge A^^e from interfering in the duty of the

Clerk of Courts of the Cleveland Municipal Court under R.C. 1901.3 1 Olj in connection with the

duty of fulfilling Judge Stokes' request for case files to defend herself in the discipline case and

in regard to previously assigned cases (prohibition), and coinpelling Respondent to discharge his

elm, legal duty and comply with Sup.R. 36 and Crim.R. 25(13) in making case assignments and

^^assigmneaitss and follow the rulings o.f. Judges Fuerst and Russo who denied Affidavrits of

Disqualification in regard to ^^Lir cases (mandamus).

IIIR ARGUMENT

A. Praposltion of Law No. 1; A Writ of Quo Warranto Lies When an
Administrative and Presiding Judge of a Court U^^^wfully Prevents a Judge
of the Same Court from Performing Duties and Responsibilities with Respect
to Pending Cases and. When He and Other Judges Perform Her Duties and
R^^^onsibiliti^^.

R.C. 2733.01(A) ^^^^^ Q) prescribes a method by which a civil action in quo ^warrant€^

may be pursued. Such an action may be brought ln'the name of the state "against a person who

usurps, intrudes into, or unlawfully holds or exercises a public o^'^ ìce ,..,Aithin this state." For a

private person to pursue such matter, si.aeh cltizenmust be personally claiming title to the public

office. ^^^ ^3tate ex ,^eL Annable v. Stohsp 24 Ohio Sto2d 32, 262 N.E.2d 863 (1970),

:C.n the instant action, Judge Stokes is a duly elected judge of 'ihe Cleveland Municipal

C;r^^^^ having been recently remelected to a six year term beg1^iii^^ January 2, 2012. She claims

title to her ptibli^ office as a judge in the C;levelandMunicipal Court.

Because Judge Adrine, through the Administrative Orders issued on March 14, 2014, has

tTansi'^^^ed all of Judge Stokes' criminal, quasiacri^in-dl and traffic matters and responsibility for

pending probation matters and the status review of incarcerated individuals, her judicial function

8



has been usurped and intruded upon by Judge Adrine. When Respoaident Judge Mabel M. Jasper

assumed the crlmirW docket of Judge Stokes on March 18, 19 and 25, 2014 and Judge Adrine

did the same on March 20, 2014, they each ^ilawfully exercised Judge Stokes' judicial power on

Ma.rcb.1 8, 19, 20 and 25, 2014 respectively. (Stokes Aff., paras 7-8)

Quo warranto applies here to prevent Respondents Judge Adrine and Judge Jasper from

^

^

^

û
w
G4
^

^̂

exercising any control over the docket of Judge Stokes hereinafter, and also applies to any other

judge assigned to handle her docket pursuant to the intention expressed by Judge Adrine in his

Administrative Orders.

B. Proposition of Law No. 2: A Writ of i't^^^^^mus Lies When an
Administrative and Presiding Judge of the Court Fails to Follow Supa^ 36
and Crim.R. 25(B) in Connection with the Assignment or Reassignment of
Cases to a Judge in a MultlaJudge Ia^un.icapal Court.

A. Writ of .1^^^^arnus lies when Relator demonstrates (1) that he has a clear legal rigli^ to

the rellel"pra^ed for, (2) that Respondents are under a clear legal duty to lserfo^n the acts, and (3)

that Relator has no plain and adequate remedy in the ordinary course of law. See State, et reL

National City Bank v. Bd of.^ducation,, 52 Ohio St. 8 1, 369 N.E,2d 1200 (1977).

Here, there can be no doubt that Judge Stokes should be pernitted to act as a judge in the

Cleveland Municipal Court during the pendency of her disciplinary case. As alleged in the

comp:l.aantg the gnterhra suspension procedure afforded under Gov. Bar R. V Section 5A b.as not

been invoked by Relator in this matter. The rule provides in pertinent part:

(A)(1) Motion; Response. Upon receipt of substantial, credible evidence demonstrating
that a . , , iudge,, .h^,^ committed a violation of the Code of Judicial Conduct , o a and poses a
substaiatlal. threat of serious hann to the public, the Disciplinary Counsel of appropriate

Certified Grievance Conunittee, which shall be referred to as the. relator, shall do both of

the following:
(a) Prior to filing a motion for an interim remedial suspenslon, make a reasonable
attempt to provide the , . ,j udge ..o wlio shall be referred to as the respondent, with n, ot1^^,
w hlch may include notice by telephone, that a motion requesting an order for an interim
remedial suspension will be filed with the Supreme Court.

9
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51,b) File a motion with the Supreme Court requesting that the Court order an interim

remedial suspension. The I3isclplinary Counsel or appropriate Certified Gri^^ari^e
Committee shall include, in its motion, proposed fmdings of fact, proposed conclusions
of law, aiid other inl'omiatgon in. support of the requested order. E-vgdence relevant to the
requested order shall be attached to or filed with the motion. The motion may include a
request for irnmiediatey interim ren-iedial suspeiision pursuant to Rule XIV Section 4(C) of
the Rules of Practice of the Supreme Court of 0hlo, The motion shall include a
certificate detailing the attempts made by the relator to provide advance notice to the
respondent of the relator's intent to file the motion. The motion shall also include a
certificate of service on the respondent at the most recent address pjovlded by the

respondent to the attrsr^ey registration office and at the last address of the responcient

known to the relator, if different.
(2) After the ^"̂ .lldg of a motion for an interim remedial suspension, the respondent may
file a merraorandwn opposing the motion in accordance with Rule XIV, Section 4 of the

Rlules of Practice of the Supreme Court of Ohio. The respondent shall attach to or file

with the memorandum any rebuttal evidence.

Obviously, this interim procedure has not been ^ought by :Dascapliraar^ ^^^unsel in the

dlsclpli^^ matter. Further, ^,her€Re1a:^^^ sought a prehearitig psychiatric examination, relief it

prayed for an Count Seven of his Complaint, the Board's Panel denied such. Motion. (Stokes

AIIe, Ex. 1) Indeed, the Panel Order indicated that insufficient ev%dence has been ^ubniitted to

determine that Judge Stokes is menta.ly ill as that term is defined in the Ohio Revised Code and

used in ^ove Bax R. V(7)(A:). (App. 11) As suchs an interim suspension based on m^iital illness

is not supported by the evidence either.

As such, the procedure to s^^^end a judge during the pendency of a discipline matter for

misconduct has not lseen.1nvoked in the i-nstant matter and the procedure to suspend a judge for

mental illness has been invoked but denied.

Instead, Judge Adrine has taken it upon himself to suspend Judge Stokes from the

execution of her duties as a judge in the Cleveland Municipal Court in respect to the matters

addressed in his various Administrative Orders. It is beyond ar^ent that his purpose for the

Orders derives fir^m his finding that:

10



* A certified complaint pending against J^idge Stokes befbre the 01,do S-Lap^em^
Court's Board of Commissioners oa^. Grievances and Disdpli^e -^,NYas gleaned from
approximately 337 alleged violations of the Code of Judicial Conduct presented to

the Cleveland Municipal Court.
• All of those allegations ^ons^^^^ed her mishandling of criminal matters and

m1^^^eatm ent of participants in criminal hearings, including defendants, witnesses,
police officers, prosecutors, private defense counsel, public defenders, court
personnel and other members of the general publlce
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See Stokes Aff: Exso A, B and C.

Adniinist'rative Order Noso 2014-006 and 2014-008 (Stokes Aff,, Exse D and F) are

derivative of the aforementioned three orders, insofar as they purport to impermissibly increase

Judge Stokes' civil case assignments and Particular Session One assignments, as well as penrait

the confiscation of all files within her chani^^^s applicable to criminal matters whlclg, are the

subject ofAdministTat1ve Order Nos. 2014-003, 2014^004 and 2014a005e

Insofar a.-, the Ohio Constitution reposes in the Ohio Supreme Court the exclusive

authority to re, ,.alate the practice of law, Judge Adrine's Administrative Orders attempt to

supplant that authority by, in effect, impermissibly imposing an interim suspension during the

pendency of Judge Stokes' discipline matter. Cf: State, e?c re1. Buck v. Maloney, 102 Ohio St.3d

^^^^ 2004-0hlo-25W 809 N.Ee2d 20. Certainly, Judge Adrine has a clear, legal duty to allow

the Ohio Supreme Court to exercise its authority to regulate the practice of law.

In addition, regarding the ^emoval of Judge Stokes from the lottery in respect to future

criml.ral. cases and the 1^^^^ease of her civil case load, such actions on the part of Judge Adrine

supplant the Ohio Supreme Court's exclusive responsibility to prescribe rules ^ovemin,^ practice

and procedure in all courts of the stdt^ ^oiiferred upon it by Article IV, Section 5(B) of the Ohio

Constitution. As such, it is Judge Adr1ne4s duty to refraln. from usurping the duty of the Ohio

Supreme Court in this regard. J-ud,^e Adrine's exercise ofpow^^s as Administrative and Presiding

11



Judge of the Cleveland -Municipal Court is in direct contravention of the power gras.itezl him

Lmdes^ Sup.R. 4.01. (App. S)

Tn this connection, Sup.R. 4.01 provides i^ ^^^iient part:

An administrative judge of a court or a division of a court shall do all of the fo1l^wing.
(A) be responsible for and exercise control over the administration, docket, and calendar
of the court or division;

^

.£

ad^

..^ .^

c^

G

(C) ^^^suant to Sup,R.. 36, assign cases to individual judges of the court or division or to
panels of judges of the court in the court of appeals;
(D) in munacipal aiid county courts, assign cases to particular sessions pursuant to

Supr.R. 36.

Furt^er, Sup.R. 36 provides as it relates to the assignment of cases to judges the

followin,^, in pertinent pa-rt:

(13)(1) Individual assignment system. As used in these rules, "individual assignment
system" means the system in which, upon the filing in or transfer to the couft or a
division of the ^ourto a case immediately is assigned by lot to a judge of a division, who
becomes primarily responsible for the determination of every issue and. proceeding in the
case until its termination.

(2) . s .Each mult1 judge mu.ricipal or county court sha.l adopt the individual mig.^ent
system for the assignment of all cases to the judges of that court, except as otherwise
provided in division (C) of this a-We. .. ,
(C) Assignment systemx In each multl -j adge municipal or county court, cases may be
assigned to an individual judge or to a particular session of court pursuant to the-
fol.lowang system:
(l) Particular session. A particular session of court is one in which cases are assigned
by subject category rather than by the individual assigmnent system. .. e
(2) Assignment. Cases not subject to assignment in a particular session shall be
assigned using the indlvidual a.ssi^^ent system. Civil cases shall be assigned under
division (C)(2) of this na.le when an answer is filed or when a motion, other than one for
default judgment, is filed. Criminal cases shall be asslgn.ed under division (C)(2) of this
rule when a plea of not guilty is entered.
(3) Duration of ^^^^^nux^^^ to a particular session. "L"he adni.lnlstaatlve judge shall
equally apportion particular session assignments among all judges. A judge shall not be
assigned to a particular session of court for more than two consecutive weeks.

12



In this regard, Sup.R. 36 requires that the individual assignment system and the

assignment system set forth in. connection -vvath Particular Sessions apply to all judges in a multg-

jud^e municipal ^ourt.

Rule 36(C)(2) states that civil cases be assigned by lot to the judges of the municipal

L^'1

IT

^
^
^

•^

._

Ci

^ourt upon the filing of the Answer and that criminal cases be assigned by lot upon a not guilty

plea.

As it relates to Par^^^War Sessions, pursimt to Sup.R. 36(C)(3), such Particular Sessions

should be equally apport.ioned among all judges.

Administrative Order Noo 2014-006 (Stokes Aff., FiA. D) directly coniTavera^^ these

subsections of Sup.R. 36o thereby contravening the authonty of the Ohio Supreme Court to

prescribe rules of procedure applicable to all the courts of the state under Article IV, Section

5(B) of the Ohio Constitution.

In other words, removing Judge Stokes from the individual assignment system for

enmina.l matter and increasing her load in respect to civil matters directly violates the individual

assignment system prescribed under Sup,R.e 36(B)(1). Likewise, unfairly and inequitably

distributing her assignment to Particular Session ^^^^ contravenes Sup.R. 36(C)(3).

As itrelates to Crim.R. 25(B), that rule provides that after verdict or a finding of guilt, a

condition that would apply to those aspects of J-udge Adrine's Orders related to probation matters

(Stokes Aff., Ex. B) and the transfer of responsibility for status review of individuals sentenced

to incarceration. (Stokes Aff., Fx. C)1f a judge is unable to perforn the duties of the cour^ then

another judge may be designated by the administrative judge to pe^°r.onn such dutieso Here,

Judge Stokes is certainly capable of performing her duties as a judge of the Cleveland Municipal

Court. (Stokes Aff:o para. 10)
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It also ^hould be noted that insofa.r as Judge Adrine has purported to transfer all criminal

t5

^

^

p

^.^
u W

^

Aĝ

;̂.a

^̂
ĉ^a

cases from Judge Stokes' docket, she is now precluded from pr^^idi-ng over the ^^^^ialized.

Project Hope docket, a docket ^^tablished in connection with rehabilitation efforts directed at

female prostitution offenders. This session of court is one of the subjects of the discipline

Complaint, and issues assocaated with it have not yet been adjudicated in. the context of the

discipline case.

Also, insofar as Judge Adrine has transferred four cases which the Presiding JuaJ^es of

the Cuyahoga County Court of Common Pleas have ruled should remain on Judge Stokes'

docket, having denied Affidavits of Disqualification, Judge ikd.rine is under a clear legal duty to

follow those rulings as -vvell and not transfer those cases from Judge Stakes' docket.

As it relates to these cases, Judge 'Faaerst denied Affidavits of Disqualification in

connection with Rowan Hayes, sul)ra} and. Robert W. ^^^vning, supra, fmd.gng that the re-cord in

those matters was dewold of any bias and prejudice. (Stokes Aff:s para. 16, Exs. 1, and. M) Both

of these Affidavits of Disqualification were filed after the Notice of Intent to File the Certified.

Complaint against Judge Stokes had. been served in July 2013 but before the Certified Complaint

was filed in October 201. 3.

After the Certified ^oniplaint was filed in October 2013, two additional Affidavits of

Disqualification were filed after Judge Stokes deDied. Motions to Recuse. In those cases, Frank

Peirucei, supra and William Baeslack, supra, then Presiding Judge John Russo ofth^ Cuyahoga

County Coramion Pleas Court again found that there was no basis to remove Judge Stokes, as the

r^cord was likewise devogd of any bi&s and prejudice in those matters"  Judge Russo pointed out

that the Motion of attomey Hilow in the Certified Complaint, in and of itself, was not a sufficient

basis for disqualification. (Stokes Aff., para. 16, Ex. K)

14



Despite the rulings of these Presiding Judges of the Cuyahoga County Cout of Common

Pleas, pursuant to R.C;, 2701.03 1 x Judge Adrine has failed to follow his clear 1^gal duty to abide

by those rulings, and instead, he has transferred those cases away from Judge Stokes pursuant to

Administrative Order No. 2014w003,

in addition, Judge Adrine's transfer of Rita T Boutros. Case Nos. 2014 CR-B 004735,

M
Yn

a

a

^

a ^ m

..'5

CD
,,.

^̂

^̂
^

2014 TRC 0110874 a case pending where the Court's ^eniTal. Scheduling Department had set a

pretrial before Judge Stokes for March 25, 2014a with a Motion to Recuse pending, violates

Sup.R. 36 and Crim.R. 25(B).

In respect to the Boutros matter, Judge Stokes will be precluded from conducting the

pretrlal and to hold a hearing regarding the M^^on to Recuse which would include the City

Prosecutor and defense counsel, assuring that the record is clear as to Judge Stokes' fair and

impartial conduct in respect to that matter. (Stokes Aff:g para. 19)

As set forth in the Complaint, Judge Adrine's exercise of po-vver as the Administrative

and Presiding Judge of the Cleveland Municipal Court is an direct contravention of the power

granted him. under Sup.R. 4,01 which ^^qtiires that cases be assigned pursuant to Sup.R. 36.

1<urther, without this Honorable Court's grant of a Writ of ..Mandamus, Judge Stokes is

witbout an adequate remedy ln. the ordinary course of law to execute her duties as an elected

judge of the Cleveland Municipal Court in respect to the ^iatt^^s ad.slressed in the a.ts^^ement1oned

Administrative Orders.

Finally, no other adequate remedy at law exists for Judge Stokes to challenge the abuse of

powers exercised byTudge Adrine under Rule 4.01 in connection w%th the Administrative Orders

he issued on March 14, 2014.
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C. Proposition of Law No. 3: A Writ of Pi°ohzbation Lies When an
Administrative and Presiding Judge of a Court Prevents a Judge of the Same
Court From Exercising Judicial Authority Over Cases Previously andf^r
Currently Assigned to Her and also When Such Judge Restricts Her Access
to Court Files in the Custody of the Clerk of Ca^urtsr

In this regard, in order to demonstrate an entitlement to a Writ cafProhibatian,

^
^̂
^
^̂
^̂

j

Judge Stokes must establish that:

(1) The [respondent] is about to exercise judicial or quas1 -jud1cia1. power,
(2) The exercise of such power is unauthorized bv law, and
(3) Denial of the writ will cause injury to [relatox] for -wlaich ^io other adequate

remedy in the ordinary course of law exists.

See,Stateexrel. ff^hatev. J'unkin, 800hi.oSt.3d 335, 336, 1997-Ohgo-340, 686 N.1-0r.2s1267, 268,

In the case sx^^judice, Judge Adrine, in the Administrative Orders, whic1i are the subject

of Relator's original action, denio€astrates his intention to exercise his judicial power in his

capacity as Administrative and Presiding Judge as it relates to the ^^^gmnent of civil cases;

Particular Session One. assignments; the status review of prolsation. matters on the personal

docket of Judge Stokes; the status review of in(lividuals sentenced to incarceration by Judge

Stokes, and the retrieval of crimixW misdemeanor, cri.miiial minor misdemeanor and traffic case

files assigned to her personal docket and in her custody. Insofar as his Administrative Orders

also ca.1 for the temporary transfer and reassignment of all pending crzmanal, misdemeanor,

criminal minor misdemeanor and traffic cases currently assigned to Jtad^^ Stokes, his activities

are ongoing and have not been completed.

In the same fashion as explained in Section. :111 (:13), supra, the temporary transfer and

reassignment of these cases and the assignment of Judge Stokes to the Particular Sessions aiicl

increase of civil case load referenced in Administrative Order No. 2014-006 (Stokes Aff:o Exo

D), explicitly violates Judge Adrine's duty tmder Sup.R. 36 and Crim.R. 25(B). As such, his

conduct in this regard should be prrshibited,
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It also follows that because Judge Adrine has stated as his basis for Adniiiiistratgve Order

Nos. 2014-003, 2014m004 and 2414m005 that the transfers are justified because of the mere

pendency of the Certified Complaint, his conduct should be prohibited since it lnfiir^^^s upon the

exclusive responsibility of the Ohio Supreme Court in respect to regulating the bar.

In ^.^^ate eac reL Buck- v. Maloney, 201. Ohio St.3€i 250, 2004-'Ohiom25944 809 N.Eo2d 20,

^
m

^

a

C5:

^̂
^
^
r̂,^f

denying an attomey the opporhmity to practice before that court premised upon the Supreme

Court's exclusive responsibility and jurisdiction over the practice of law derived from Article 1Va

Section 2(B) of the Ohio Constitution was an appropriate circumstance in which to issue a Writ

of Prohibition. Just as in Maloney, supra, Judge Adrine' s Administrative Orders have the effect

of preventing Judge Stokes from acting as a judge of the Cleveland Municipal Court in ^^^^ee-t to

the matters addressed in those orders.

As it relates to Administrative Order No. 2014-^008 (Stokes Aff., Ex, F) and the directives

set forth in Judge Adrine's 1nteraOffi^^ Correspondence (Stokes Aff.^ Ex. ^) regarding access to

couit files, such directive and Order shou.ld be prohibited by the Court since it directly

contravenes the autliority granted the Clerk of Courts of the Cleveland Municipal Court in. regard

to the providing of files in its custody to judges under R.C. 1901.3 1 (E).

Under the Ohio Revised Code section, judges are permitted to request and obtain from

the Clerk of Courts case files it is dutynbound to maintain. Yet, Judge Adrine has interposed

himself between Judge Stokes and all of the case files she had previously been assigned which

have now purportedly been temporarily reassigned, as well as any casef les she requires in her

defense of the pending Certified Complaint. ^^e, Stokes Aff., Ex. F-G

Prior to this Order and lnter-®ffic ^ Correspondence, Judge Stokes, as all other ^ud ^^^ of

the Cleveland NI-anicipa1 Court were required to do, in order to obtain a file for a case, a j^idge

17



would issue a Joumal Entry and provide it to the Clerk of Courts. TJpon receiving the Ja^-umal

Entry, the Clerk of Courts woadd retrieve the file and bring it, along with the Jaumal Entry, to

the Central Scheduling Office so that such reqtiest, retrieval of the file and provision of it to the

judge, could be docketed. T^.^ereafterF the judge would receive the case file.

Now, because of the gurported. Administrative Order and. larter-Office Correspondence of

7b
C^?
37

tî
^̂
^̂

M a

JJz

^

Judge Adrine, Judge Stokes will be provided no access to files temporarily rea^^igned and access

to those files she needs for her defense in the discipline matter only if she requests them tlirough

the office of the Administrative and Prcsiding Judge. As such, these new hurdles violate the

duties reposed in the Clerk of Courts and interfere with Judge Stokes' atid her counsel's ability to

d.efend. her in her discipline case. Cariously, as Judge Adrine is the original grievant in the

discipline case, he has now placed himself in a position to monitor Judge Stokes' efforts to

prepare herself for hearixag and prehearing activities in her discipline case. (Stokes Aff, para.

19)

Accordingly, the Writ of Prohibition lies to stop Judge Adrine from enforcing t1^e

Administrative Orders and. lnter-Office Correspondence so that Judge Stokes may be restored to

her duties and responsibilities as an eLected judge of the C1eve1and. Municipal Court and be able

to interact with the Clerk of Courts of the Cleveland. Municipal Court without his interference.

IV. CONCLUSION

Accordingly, for the foregoing reasons, Relator respectfully requests that this 1-1onorable

Court issue a Writ of Quo Warranto to Respondents, Judge Adrine and. Judge Jasper, a Writ of

^^ndamus to ,J udge Adrine and a Writ of Prohibition to Judge Adr^^^^ in all the respects

requested.
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submitted,

............. ____________________......
ire (#0024816)

----------------^ean N€^^^^^ ^^000)35-32^

^CHARI) C. ALKIRE COe} L,P,A.
250 Spectrum Office Building
6060 Rockside Woods ^^^^^^^^
Independence, Ohio 441 31m2335
216w674T0550

^^^^eys for Relator
The Honorable Angela R. Stokes

19



ARP:ENWX

A.

B.

C.

^^.

E,

F.

Cx.

^.

.T.

:^,..

I^.

M.

N.

0.

^.>

Q,

R.

S.

_jjda^%it 0,- 7*'v Hesrc+rab<e <'^^^c-e1a R. Stokes

Administrative 0rd; r No. 2014¢003 of Tlae lrbmorablc Ronald B. Adrine

Adrri.nistra4iYae Order No, 2014-004 ol"Thc Honorable RCn^ld B. Pidriale

Administrative Order No. ^014-00^; oflhe H€^^toba:^le Ronald R Adrine

1'^drni,^istAative Order No. 20 x4u006 of`The l=:(onE;rablu Ro.nald 13. Ad--ri^^

Administrative (Xdff No. 2014z007 nf"ll^e Honorable Ro:la:d B. Adns^e

Admimstrat:^^e Order No, :?.014-009 oi''lle Ho-nora1^le RoriaId R ^-'^d;ne

bl}e^-C)i^'°^ce C^orxe^^^^^^^^^e;.^.ce o:f":(le l==(onEyrable Ro^.^ald 13. AdrillN

-Axtic,h: PY^y ^--ctic+n^.-^(1), Ohio Constitution

Stip.:R.. 36

Cmm. ',R. 25(3 .)

Az^ic€^ T-V, Sect^op. ^(B'), Ohio C:.`ons:itu4ifsr.

R.C. 1901 e31 (E)

C_;ov. ''v' 0tec^iori 5A

R_.C;- 21701.031

CY1vR. 6(15,

B.C._27310 1 (A)

w!V. Bar R. V(7)(A)

4.C'z



App. A



IN TIIE SUPREME COURT OF O^IO

STATE ex re18 T^^ ^^ONORA^^E
ANGELA R. STOKES,

Retator,;

V.

T^E HON£^RA^^^ ^^OiNALD B. ADRINE,
et 9E1a

R^^^^^^ent,

STATE OF O1-.^10

COUNTY OF CUYAEI£^GA
SS:

CASE NOb

AFFIDAVIT OF THE
STOKESx _. . .......

Affiant, The Honorable Angela R. Stokes, having persoflYal knowledge of the following,

and competent to testify theze-t.o, deposes and says that:

1. I am currently an elected jvdge of the Cleveland Municipal Cot€t5 having begun. a

term on ^an-uary 2, 2012, expiring on January 1, 2018^ 1 -was admitted to the bar of the State of

y
^Jhio 4s.c.^^k-.E:^^..^.^.^(,'£^ } ........... . .+,.,, .^. .. ^ ..

2. Prior to my ourxeiit service as judge of the Cleveland Municipal Court, I was

elected to fill an unexpired temi on the Clevelaf-a^ Municipal Court as a judge beginning



December 11, 1. 995, at wl^eh time my oath of office was filed with the Clerk of the Cl^^^land:

Mtaricflpal Court. Thereafter, I was elected to three successive six year tenns begi^inlng on

January 2, 2€100, January 2, 20€16 and, as mentiosied above, January 2, 2012.

3. 1 was larowded c-opies of Administrative Order NTos, 2014y003, 2014-004, 2014-

005; 2014-006, 2014-007 and 2014y€108 by hand delivery at' 4^55 p.me on Friday, March 14, 2014

(attached hereto as ^x& A through F) by th.^ Court Admlnl^^ator Russell Brown, Ug as well as

an Ir3termOf^^^^ Correspondence accompanying them audhored by The Honorable Ron^ld B.

Adrine,.Adrrzlnastr^^^e and Presiding Judge of the Cleveland Mmlclpal ^ourto (Ex. G)

4. Preceding the issuance of these OxdersQ I was provided a hand-de ll^ered copy of

the Cuyahoga County Public Defender's Motion to Transfer Cases from the Docket of Hon.

Angela R. ^^^^^^s and to Stop the Further Assignment of Criminal Cases to her Docket filed in

the Cleveland ^unieflpal Court on March 10, 2014 listing Judge Adrine as the judge to whom the

Motion was directed.

5. Prior to being able to respaa^id to such motion within the timeframe aoweds the

lvl€staon of the Cuyahoga County Public Defender was prematurely and improperly disposed of

by Judge Adyineis Ada^iin^^trative Order Nrs. 21314-007, having been denied as moot on March

l4s 2014. (Ex. l";)

6. On Monday, ^^ch 17, 2014^ counsel, on my behalf, timely filed a Brief a^

Opposition to Motion to Transfer Criminal Cases from the Docket of Flom Angela R. Stokes and

to Stola the Further Assignment of Criminal Cases to her Docket. (Ex. H)

3 .. ^ ^ , .., - b :. d
On

,
3

^
A

;
dr^ t

pz^£ . s .31" ^ v,^4:4 d.p^ u
z

connection with my cxamir^nal docket. Upon information and be11ef3 retired .Tiid.ge Mabel M.

Jasper was assigned the nwraexc^^^ cases set for disposition those days and presided over therrao
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8, On March 20, 2014, 1 was prevented from discharging my dtities in cos^^ction

with my criminal dock.et. Upon infbrz-aation and belie#} Judge Ronald B. Adrine ^^s-umed

responsibility to adjudicate the cases setfor disposition that day and presfl&d over them, lnsc^^^,

as Judge Adrine purports to r^^^^gn all of my criminal cases, it is my belief that he will assign

1^^.self or other judges. to preside over my ca^rainal docket in the future.

9. Prior to the issuance of the a'^^ementioned Administrative Orders, on Octolser

14, 2013, a Cortilaed Complaint was filed against ^e with, the Board of Commissloners Oil

Gr€ev^^^^s and Discipline of the Ohio Supreme Court ("Certified Complagnt'), Relator

Disciplinary Counsel had been -investigating a grievance oraglna.lly brought by Judge Ronald B,

Adrine on November 9, 2011 wlii^h was filed just days after I was remelected to my tez'm as,

Clevelasid Municlpal CoW Judge beginning January 2, 2012;

1€3. 1 am presently in good standing with the bat, and 1 have never been disciplined by

the Ohio Supreme Court for my conduct as ^jud^^ or attom.elr. I a.x^ ^^p6le ol'perfoxmingmy

duties as ajtfldge of the Cleveland Municipal Court.

11, While many of the matte-rs raised in Judge Adrine's grli^^vance did not become

^art of the forrnal allegations of the Certified Complaint,. anany dadF ancludg^^ new mat^^^s first

brought to my attention in a1^^^ice of Intent to File the Certified ^^mplaint served upon me by

Disciplinary Counsel in July 2013, precedl^^^ the probable ^au^ d^^erminatioii as:d subsequent

fihng ol`^^ Certified Complaint.

12. 1 timely filed my Answer to the allegations of the Certified Complaint on

. y..,., . _ . :.

h, `^ro , ^'r^ t

the Certlfitd Complaant,
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11 On January 7, 2014, Disciplinary Counsel mo--.yed for a prehea,r€sig lssychl^^^

examination when he filed Relator's Motion for Psychia#kkc Examination Pursuant to Gov. Bar

R. V(7)(C), The ^otioa^ was supported, in part, with an Affidavit of Judge Adrinee Through

counsel,1:h1.s Motion was opposed on Jan-tiary 31, 20 14. Thereafter, the Parie1, th^ougli its Order

o.rFebsuary 18, 2014„ 4enaed t he Motion. (E x.1)

140 The>Ceftlfied CornpWnt is sehocluled for hearing beginning on Sep1e.€hber 22,

2014. (Ex. J);

15. 1^ the stated, purported juslgf catloiis for the ^rawfer of cases in connection with

Administrative Order No^^^ 2014-003, 2014-004 and 2014-005, .^ud^e Adrine mentions "r^ealrly

l0044dationa.l written incident reports" an^ anall^gatlon: that "the cc^^^ ^ontinues toaver^^^ one

to two newethics complaints against Judge Stokes pet week." Judge Adrine has never supplied

aiiy ofthesepurported incident reports or ethics coniplaints tome for response or otheawise,

16. Since the Notice of Intent to File the Certified Complaint against me was served

in July 2013, foxar defendants in r^^atters then pending before me had sought to require my

withdrawal from their cases after J denied ^^ir Motions to Recuse and indicated that I have been

and will continue to be fair a-a€1 impa.rtial;. In each of these matters, upon the filing of Affidavits

of Disqualification, the Pres1€il^^ Judge of the Cuyahog-A County Court of Common P1eas denied

such reqxaests for disqualification refusing to overtum my previous rullngsand f^tmd that the

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

Petrucci, Case N€ss: 2013 `1`RI) 065646 and 2012 TRC 050939, Caty of Cleveland v. Wil1^apri

: , ., ,,'
"s

,
A^$tC^c>!d7S,

.
^. E^^,4^z t: ^ .`^11.`S (

_
. t^. ^^.)ts.,<3" ^,.rr,^̀ n^^ v. i'a.C.+t^d ^t s^, E^^fk t x v, r

2013 TRC 016088, the Affidavits of131squa1.aficatl^,an were filed by private counsel. In C;1ly of

Cleveland P. Rowan Il€ayesy Case No: 2013 CRB 017219, Mr. f1ayes appeared pro se. Each of
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these cases 1ia.2 been temporarily ^easslgned pursuant to Judge Arlraiae's Administrative Order

No. 2014-003, thereby contravening the Orders of the Presiding Judges ^^th^ Cuyahoga ^^^^^y

Court of Common Pleas pennitting^^ to continue presiding over these cases. Consequently, I

h^^^ been prevented from presading over these ma.tters.

17. 1 have been prevented froan discharging ^^ duties and responsibilities of my

office as an electod jud,^d of the Cleveland Municipal Coiift with ^espect to criiranal

misdemeanor, criminal minor misdemeanor, tr-a^^ cases, probation matters, my responsibility

^".ax the status review of individuals sentenced to lncarcerati^^ and my presiding over the Project

lope docket (the court's r^habzliUtior^ ^^ogram applicable to ^em^e prostitution offenders).,,.

These ca^,^:s hav^ been transferred and will or have been reassigned i .n ^iola.tio-n of law, Sup.Ro

3C :^id C:;-n':R., 25(B):.

18.. Further, in connection with Adml^stratl^^ Order No. 2014-006, 1 have been

removed from the r^idom draw of criminal misdemeanor, criminal minor m1sd^^ean¢^r and

traffic cases in contravention o#"Sup;R. 36 and Ihave i^^^^itablybeea^ provided additional civil

cases also in ^^^traventlon of ^upaR. 36.

19, As it relates to my access to files assigned to me before th:^ Achninistrata^e, Orders

were inuedP ^^suantto Judge Ad€ine'sMarch 14, 2€11.4 In^^^^^^^^ Correspondence, such files

are now 5^mb^goed while the transfer is ^^^^ed." Judge A^rin^ goes on to state that I niayx

however, require access to such files to assist me in preparing my response to the C^^-filied

Conzplas.^t and that I may obtain them only through the office of the Administrative Judge. This

matter, State qf Ohio v, Rita a`: Boutros, Case Nos. 2014 CRB 00473 5, 2014 TRC 0 111387z

wliach was randomly assigned to me pursuant to the individual a.ssigniraea^^ system prior to w1^er,
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this traiisfe:^ occurred, and which was filed by the same att^^ey involved in Pet,rzicci and

Baesl€ack, para. 16, supra, I am unable to rule on the .^^^^ros Motion to Recuse, with the first

F^^etria1ha^in^ been set for March 25, 2014e Jud:^eAdcine's Administrative Orders preclude me

from responding to this Mobor, preclude me from making arecsrd in regard to it or ot^ervrise

discharging my duties with respect to this matter, I do not waive my right to demonstrate that I

am neither biased or prejudiced in regard to the parties in Bautr°€a,^ matter. It has always been the

caseg since I have been on thebea^^^ thatjudges in the Cleveland Mamicipat Court sign a Toumal

Entry to directly request criniira^ ^^^s from the Clerk of ^^^uris that are not assigned to that

day's dodket. As custodian of the files, the Clerk of Courts retrieves the files which am then

provided to the Court's Centi-.1 Scheduli^^ Office with the Joumal Entry to be joumaIized. At

that point, the -fi1^ is ^en d^^i-veaed to the judge. Second,. Judge Adnine7s directive coracemga^g

m^^^rs n^^^^saryformy response to the disc%pa^ case places him between mQ md the files to

which I am entitled, presenting an unreasonable and inappropriate hatrdle to my defense. Judge

Adrine is anteauectg:ng an additional barrier to my ^ccess, to necessary ara.fomation. As such,

while ostensibly Judge Adritie is providing me restricted access to ^^^^ necessary to my defense

in the discapliaaary matter, he is providing me no acces^ to f1es necessary. to discharge my

responsibilities as ajudge in the Cleveland Municipal Cos^i with respect to m:atters assigned to

me, sucha^ the Boutros Motion to Recuse. p'a,ulher3 the restricted ^^^^^^ through Judge Adrine's

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

Adrine) into the disciplinary process intruding ofli my and my attomey9s woxk. product and.

. ^ ^ .
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20. Further, since March 24, 2014 1 have been "continually" assigned to Particular

Session One in an 1^^^^table fashion as it relates to the other judges of the Cleveland Municipal

Court in contravention of Sup,R. 36. (Ex. D)

21. Myabilaty to discharge the du^^^s and responsibilities of my office has beeaz

intruded upon and interfered with by virtue of Administrative Order No. 2014a008, insofar as the

Clerk and th^ Central s^^edulla^^ Office have been "^^structed to exercise all due diligence to

physically retrieve all criminal misdemeanor, crlmanat minor misdemeanor and tr^^^c case files

cinTeritly assigned to ^^e personal docket of and in the custody of The Honorable Angela R.

Stokesog' (Ex. F)

21 iMy ability to discharge niy dwz s and responsibilities as an elected Cleveland

Municipal Court judge have been ^^^ed, interfered with and intmded zipon by virtue of the

aforementioned Administrative Orders and Inter-Offi^e Correspondence directives promulgated

by The I-^^norable Ronald B. Adrine, Administrative and Presiding Judge, on March l4, 20140

(Fxs. A --- G) In addition, my ability to discharge my duties and responsibilities as an elected

Cleveland Municipal Court judge are also being usurped, interfered with and intruded upo.^ by

anyoiie fallowing:^e af'^^emention^^ Administrative Orders and Irster-Office Corresponcle^^^e

directive, including ^inployces of th.e. Cleveland Municipal ^ourtz Judge Mabel M. Jasper, the

Clerk of Courts andfor employees of the Clerk of Courts and any otherjud,^e&

21 It is clear that the issuance an.d; execution of the Administrative Orders A

F) operate as a do ^`̂ zcto suspension of me from my judicial duties without having been afforded

p'^ zefs`^ o;t i ^§' as. B t,i r R. vt. ITlT. { ;# 1'.^.fldm3 d c At?,E1at 8 P< kai.al

no interim suspension has been sought or obtained, and yet, I am being prevented from presiding

over the inatters whieb are the stibjecf of the Adirilnlslratlve Orders. Judge Adrine has already

7



sanctioned a^^ and allowing the Administrative Orders to stand. -wou°sd continue to permit him to

sanction xn^ without the procedures guaranteed me under GQva Bar R. V having been concluded.

As such, Judge Adrine has improperly assumed the Suprenze Cout of Ohio's exclusive power

and duty to regulate the practice of law conferred upon it by Article IV, Section 2(B)(1)(g) of the

Ohio Constitution.

24. 1 have no other available or adequate remedy at law to al1ow me to avssid andfor

redress injury and to restunethe duti^^ and responsibilities conferred upon me by my office as

judge of the Cleveland Municipal ^ourt, as explained aliove,^^t for the obtaining of Writs of

Quo Warranto, Maardtxmus and Prohibition by vlrtaxe of my Complaint to wbiel:a this Affidavit is

attached.

Further, Affiant sayet&a naughto

, . ;. ^... ---- - . .w^ .. ..
€^:i ^S^^i{Y^k}'i.•^^ ^, <f^^:,f^. 5^^.€F^'E.'^

; 41ti 1°^ ^^ Cleveland Munkipal 9-`'ourt

SwoxTa to and ^^^^cribed tsafore me atid in my presence tliis,. of March,

20l4

... .... r` ^ .y

J$ IE
3 /

^. ., ^ .. ..
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IN THE CLEVELAND ^^^^^PAI. CO
^^D

^^
STATE OF ^.^O ^.) D:^.tNIS°^^ ^^^^^^R

^

CLT^AHOGA COITNTY ) N0€ 4x063- 'T
}Si_t .•} 4.i2

IN RF, d T^^porary l.'rans:fer and Reass^gnment of ali Pending Crimanal::
Misd^^eanarrp ^rim^^l Minor Misd^^eaftoa° and ^raTic 11^^^^^^ C-a.^^entiy
A^^igned to the ^^^orabid r'^ngela R. Stokes

Responsibility for all ca°bminal misdemeanor, crYminal minor ^isd^mcanOrand traff ic ffia^^^^^ ^^^entty
agned to the per^^nal docket of the Honamblo Angela & Stokes is hereby transferred to the

Administra^ive Judge of ^e, Ct^^^land ^^iclip^ CouM fot review znd/oF g^ending tempoxtty

reassigment, Any such tmnsfers and temporary eeassi^en#s will be in off-ez;t only dAEring the

pendency of the ^erdfied complaint fdod against Judge Stokes with the:Sup^^.e Courtas Board of

Camnissioners on Grievances and Discipline on€^^^ober 14, 2013, unless the trdnsfermd case is

otherwise resolved in the interime The tmmf^ are made pua^^^^ to authority granted under ^^ip. R,

4(B) and sup. R. 4(B)(1)R and inorder to ^^ntain and enhance publa"^ confidence in the legal systesr^
(Paragraph 1, Preamble, Code of Judicial Can.duct).

The transfers are justified far the following reasons:
* A ^ortified compla.irst,Pending Pgaanst Judge Stokes before the Otaiz^ Supreme ^ourt's Bcsaxd of

Commissioners on Grievances and.Dascipline was gleaned from aRgzoasi^ately 337 alleged
via^ludons afthe Code of Judicial Conduct pr^^^ed to the Cleveland Municipal Couzt.

* All of those allegations concemed her mishandia^g Of Cainlinal MatterS and 13^^^Ireats^^^t Of
participants in criminal &:feax°zng, including do-fendants, witnesses, police offiears} proseodtors;
private defense counsel, public defenders, court personnel and other members of the ,^en^^
public;

* Since the uaigz^^^ complaint was presented to the Discaplf^^ Coansel9 md continuang tb:eQugb
and after the complaint's certification by the Board; nearIy 100 additional -wri^ incideiat aepo^
have been oceived by this office alleging similar problems bnvolvflx^^ the Judge9s:handling of her
personal criminal docket.

ts The court cantbeuos to average one to two new ethecs, compWnts against Judge Stokes per w^ek.

Pending ms^^ution of the certified complaint, no Add'fltionaI criminM misderneanor, minor misdemeanor or
traTic matters are to be assigned to Judge Stokes.

.,.. ^- ^, ..
..., . _. ;^

Date;.: ^: ' . . : - ... .. ...-.._-. __.._._.-_ .__.__.... -------------- --

RonaldR^nald B. Adrine
Administrative & Presiding Jud.ge

Exhibit A
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IN THE CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT
FILED

STATE OF O:C^°^1O. ) ADMIN^STRA-ML168iK^,.^ P 4" 10
^^^^GACO^'Y } NOo 2014^QK ,v;. ^oul-.7 r : ^ ( st

)'fyS,s.TSis ^3^" 0.ra^iSEi^

1^ 4

IN RER Tempoi°ary Trar^sfer and ^^^^^^ Review of al^ ^roba#ion Matters on ^^

^^^^ni.1 Docket ra^^^^ ^^ne^^^^^ Angela R. Stokes

Responsibili#Y for the ^upervbsian of all criminal deferadants ourmntly maeratained on probataon on th
,
e

personal docket of the ZldnorablcAngela R. Stokes is hereby transferred to. the Administmtive Judge of
the Cleve1€and MunicapW Court, for status mview and/or pos-sabl^ temporary reassggma:razt Said transfer
and temporary reassigx:^ents will only be in effect during the pend^cy of the ^enified c€anaptalnt filed

agaaizast Judge Stokes with the Supreme Caa:.Ws, &SE arrd ofComrai.itsaraneas on Grie+rances and Disclplane esn

Ootaber 14, 2013„ unless a case is othaarsaise resolved in the interim. The transfer is made pursuant to:
aaa^hoeity ga-antaad mder S.upo R. 4(B) andSup. R:, ^(BX 1), and in order to maib^a and erehancepublic.
confidence in the legal ^^tem (Paragmph 1, Preamble, Code of Judicial Casroduct).

'€'bo transfer isja;s-'ta^°.eed for the fQllowing xemcans:

^ A certHflod complaint pending against Judge Stokes before the Ohio Supmme Court's Board of
Co¢zzarxdsskonaarson Grievances and basciolirao was d^caned from apprcsxiaraatvly 337 alleged
vaolati?xras, of lkta~ Code of .ludle;lal Conduct presented t,o the Cleveland Municip^ ^^urt.

* Alloftlaose allegations cmcemed her mishandling ofcriminal matters and rnf^^^atmonE. of
panacapants ira crltridnal hearings, includa`ng defendants, wi#nesses> pss3ice affloors, prosecutors,
pa^^ate defenw counsel, public defenders, court ^ersornel and other ra^embers, of the general
public.

* Since the original complaint was presented to the Dzsciplgsa^ Counsel, and cQnfinuing:tbroug-a
and after the coarapl€alnt's certification by the Board, raearly 100 sadditional written incldentrepom
&aavebeeas received by this office alleging similar problerns iaxvolving the Judge's handling of her
personal crsEWAal drckel,.

* "^'kao court continues to ^^emge one to two new ethics complaints agaiia:st Judge Stokes per ^^eek.

Pending resolution of the certified complaint, no probation matters shaPt be assigned to Judge Stokes -for
sulamisasan.

IT IS SO O^ERE-D.

.^_. ... ...:x,.^[ .. . .: . . .. ........ S.. . ^: ,C ---.:_ ^, ...: ^ ..^. -.^. ^ ._.:.r

'Roaa^ld B. Adrine
Administrative & Pmgi.dang Judge

Exhibit B
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IN T^^ CLEVELANTD MIJNIC:^PAL COURT

FILED
^

STATE OF OHIO ^ :^^^STRATrVE C#,R^^ ^ ^ P ^^^ ^ ^
CUYAHOGA ^^LTNTY NO. 2014-005

^,',.F•'^l. CC11.IRT
^RNER

^^ ^ COURT

INRE< 'T'emp^^ary Transfer of T^^^^on^ibili#y for Status Review of 1-ndivid.ua^^

^entenced to Incarceration by the Honorab1e Angela R. ^^^^^s

Ptespos^^ibifitgr for statas revgew of all crem€nal defeii+^^^^ ^entenced to aperaod of e^eameratadn by t[i^

Honora.b1c Angela R^ Stokes is hereby temporarily Umsfenrd. to tbc Adminflstrative Judgd srfthu

CleveaandMunicapal CQurt. Said transfer will be in off^^t only during the pendengy of t.l^^ ^ertified

complaint filed against Judge Stokes with the Supreme Coures Board of Cor¢niissioners on ^^eva^^^s

aezd: Discaplzne ogt October 14, 2013, un.lem the case is otherwise msolved in tho, atiterian. Th* tmnsfer is
made pursuant to awhori^ grantoi under Sap. R. 4(B) and Sup. R. 4(BX1)s and in order to ^ainta:an and

enhance public ^oxifid.^-ice in the legal system (Paragraph 1, Presinble„ Code of Judicial Conda^^^.

Tkee transfer is jaaAfied for the following r^asons-

* A witifed complaant pending against Judge Stokes before the Ohio Supreme Coun's Board of
Commissioners on Grievances arad Discipline was gleaned from oLPp'rokimate'iy 337 alleged
violad®ins of dhe Code of Judicial Conduct presented to the Cl^^lmd Municipal C€^urL

* All of tho-se allegations con^orned her mishandling ofdrsxninat matters and ini^eamerit of
pmlicipants in criminal hemings, incidding defendants, witnesses, police ©f^cen, prsssecutors8
private defense counsel, public defenders, court personnel and other members ditlze general
public.

* Since the original complaint was presented to the Dlscaplgnaa;^ Counsel, and contina€id.^ ^^ugh
and after the conxplain^^^ certification by the Board, nearly 1.00 additional written incident reports
have been received by this of^^e alleging slinalar prablems irav^lvarzg the Judge's handling of her
pononal crimxsM dookete

* The court continues to avea^^^ one to two a^ow athics complaints agaxustJddge Stokes per weeL

Pending resolution of the ced¢fiedcgmplaint, no inc=eraCeon statas reviews shall be conducted bv
Judge Stokes.

IT IS SO ORDERED. ^
£-

"'
. ....,,.:,..., ...,:.,.

A^^strattive & Presflding Judae

Exhibit C
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IN THE CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL ^O-UR^
^ILED

STATE OF OMO ) .fi^^STR,A,<TI'°^ ^MIFM 04 ^
CLJYA-IOGA COUNTY ) NO. 2014a006 , ,

} .^^
;^i.^^t4 br COURT

^ ,^

IN REQ> TEMPORARY INCREASE IN CIVIL CASE ASSIGNNIENTS TO THE
PERSONAL DOCKET OF TIRE HONORABLF, ANGELA R. STOKES

,Due to the temporary trans&a° of ell criminal matters assigned to the perso'nal docket of
theHozaorable Angela R. Stokes, ^^^^ ^chedWing is hereby ordered to adjust the
random draw of case asslgwnents as follows:

l, Pursuw to Administrative Order 2014-003, and until further administrative
order, Judge Stokes is ox-dered removed from the caud's random draw of criminal
rmsdcmeanorg n-iinoz misdemeanor and ftfflc cases.

2. Due to the temporary dransfero^^..` all ^ruin1na.l, qaaasi-cziminal and tr^e, nlwers
frorx Judge Stokes' persa^nal docket, central scheduling is ordered to adjust the
cavil.randcsm d^^w to increase the percentage of clv11 cases assigned to Judge St®kesr
until fhrther administrative ord.er.

In addition, Judge Stokes is continuOy assigned to Particular Session One as followse

two weeks on, followed by one w^k off7 beginning the week of Match 24f  2014, whi1e

the certified complaint filed wit^ ^^^ Board €a^ ^omxnissloners on Gz Z^vances and Discipline is
pending against her, in the Ohio Supreme Court.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

-a.-£- ^ ,-.- -------__.- . ..:..^.^. -- ... .. ._. .. .

Adrnina^^^^^ & Presiding Jud^^

Exhibit D
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IN TI-IE CLEVELAND ^^^^ICIPAIJ COURT

STATE Of OH-10 } AIMNISTRATI'^^ ^^^I;P
C^^^GA COUNTY NO. 2014w00°fi

HL^ RF R

i'. { ^'_ _ +•..+.....

m

^-Q^.t^ ^... ...
^ ..

C€^^^^^^^ Co^^ty Publac Def^ndees Motaon to Transfer ^^^e*^milhe
Docket of Hon. Angela & Sta^kes and to Stop the Further .e^^^^^^ent of
Criminal Cases to Her Docket

This matter came on for hea-dng on the coart's Ad^^iiistrativ^ Docket.

Upon ,^11 review and da.ae consideration, the moeiosi is DENIED as M®OT^

IT IS SC^ ORDERED^

Date:. :
RortW^. ^a .^'^r,^.^i.^^

Administrative & Presiding Judge

Exhibit E
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IN T^ CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COt JRT

STATE OF {JEHO
CUYAHOGA COUNTY ;^^^ 20- ^^--^'^N4

^ ^x

^
.) •. ^ R._ ^^ .

Phys3cal Retz°ieval Of Ril Pendis^g CxLminal I^^^^^^^^nor^ ^riAnaI 1111^or
Misdemeanor and Traf^^ ^^^ers Cuarently t^^igned to ^o Persona1
Da^cket afth^ ^^^orable Angela R. Stokes for R^^ewF Ternpa^rary Tr^^^^er
andb'or Reassagnment

Pursia^^ to the directives found in Adrni^istrative Orders 2014-003, 2014n004 and20149005x
the C1erk and ^entmi Seliedul$^^ Office m instructed to exercise zall due dili^^nce to p^^^icaiy
retdeve all crama:^^l misdemeanor, criminal minor misderneanor and traffic case -files cutrently
assigned tothep^'srs51nal docket of, CLf9.fd. in t31^"e.rcustody oAy the Fbo^,'rabde Angela R. i9tokGss,

Tf"aU due diHgence fails to z^^ev^ ^^^ files, the Clerk is directed to ^onstructa duplicate fi'1e for
the court's use.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Date: ^ f E t r^ i^s ^ -

3 ^

"^d, i f 6 .. yi ^ k3 " >
n

. . ............. .......w. ..
^.^23^d ^. 6^,4^9YEe

AdBnia^^trative & Presiding Judge

Exhibit F
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CLEVELAND M'NICIPAL COURT
Judi^ial Division

I^^er-^^^^^ Correspondence

'i°®a

FROM:

^^on. A-pgeIa R. Stokes

Hon. Ronald B. Adrine
Admin.lstrative & Presidlng Jaadgo ^.f.....

DATE: March 14,2014

,.:.q

RE: Temporary Transfer ^f Respandblhty for AU CrimanalMisd^^^anor$ Mina^^
Misdemeanor and Traffic Matten Appearing on the ^^^^^^^ Docket of the
Honorable Angola & Stra^^^

Jipdge4

Please be infonned tlat, piusuant toauthorl.^ grWed to the Adraxa^stmdve Judge. by R.4(B) md
RA(B)(1) of the RWes of Superintendence ^^r the Couxts of Ohio, I have ^^sued the attached
Adniinestra.tive Orders tempora-dly transferring responsibility for oversight, ^^w and
disposition of all criminal, quasl-cri:mi.nal and trafficma^^^^ ^^peaing on your personal docket.
This includes matters previously resolved and placed on probation and #hdso under senionce of
inearceratldn. The justification for this action is set forth in the attached Administrative Orders^

I'he transfer was effective upon the jaumal1^^^^n o^^e afor^^entior€ed,Admanlstratfve orders
and will continue only until such time as the certified complaint pending against you before the
Board of ^ommlssioraers on Grievances and Discip1€nels resolved in the Supreme Court of
Oblo.

W'h%le the Administrative Orders are in effect, Central ^cheddlng is under lnstsuc1;ion not to
assign any new criminal mzsdemeanorb ciiinina,l rairaor misdemeanor or traffic cases to your
^^swW docket

In addition, while the Administrative Orders are in place, all cases assigned to your personal
docket will be civil. Central 86edaxlid,^ is under instruction to increase the percentage of civil

cases assigned to yo-La in order to stabilize your caseload d^^^ ^^ ^efiod and you are hereby

notified of an increase ire your assignment to P€aftiddl€xr Session One until the certified complaint

pending against you before the Board of Commissioners on Grievances and Discipline is
; ..,.. ,....:.;

r 0

Please be informed that your access to all Q^the rioted files assigned to you before the i^suanco
of these orders la now embargoed while the transfer is affected. Recognizing that yonfl inay

requ^re access to some criminal, quasl-•crlmanal and/or traffic matters in order to assist in the

preparation of your response to the certified coaxa-plaint, please be informed that ^^^^^ may be

Exhibit G



obtained fto^gh the office of the Administrative Judge While the Adma^^^^alave Orders of
transfer are in effei^-t.

"T^^ you in advance for your cooperation.

^DA.cmr

Attachments

c0^ Associ^ Judges
Far:^ B. Turmr, Clerk of Court
Dupartment Mamgegs
Victa^r,Perez, Chief Prosecutor, City of Cleveland
Robert' Tobi.c, ^uyahoga Coaxnty Public Defender
David Caffolls Interim Connnass€^nera Dept, of- Correedons, City of ^^^^^lan€1



41
W^'HE CLEVELAND M^ ,̂IMlk IPAL COURT

CUYAHOGA COUNTYb Oi H^0

•^ .^

^

^.'

IN RE:

^^^^eD^^apts in GY;mEnai Ca^^es
A ^^^ned i':4 ^€-3a Docket of
The Honor^^^e AngeIa R. Stokes

CASE NO,

JUDGE R'ONAin.i*§ AD1=41N},

SPIIEF lf^ OPP^^^%^^r^ TO TO
TRA^SFER f R'R^MA^ CA^^S F^OM'
`^^^ ^CKEt'-` O HO A ANGELA Ro :..
afg^ga

^^^ ^^^^^M E N T ^^ ^^^^^^^^^A LC A ^E ;:4 T()

t; tntroduction

Ir; a¢"€ unprecadented move, the Public Def^n0eY ha;^ chz^^en to R.C.

2701.031 regardingth,e di^^qualiflcation of murcicipal judges. In support of hi^ Motlon to

Transfer Crlmlnal Cases from the Docket of Ho€-€, Angela R. Steakes and to Stop the

Further Assignrr€ent of CremirEal Cases to her Docket («Motlor€ to Trar€sfer"), the Pi^bllc

Defender cites paragraphs In a Complalntfil^d agaInst The Honorable Angela R. Stokes

before the Board: of Commissioners on, Grl^^^^ca%s and' DIscIpline of the Ohio Supteme

Court, in part arlsiir€g from a grievance flledby Judge Ronald Adrine.

While citing selected paragraphs bf the Corr€pta€nt, the Pub19c Defender fails to

note that the Complaint has beer^ answered and all aIl^gations of misconduct have

Fur#tier, wIiIIe citing the fact that a Probable Cause Panel allowed for ttie Formal

Carnplalnt to be filed, such finding in iio way is a finding of misconduct. V11'€ile Judge

Exhibit H



Stokes is sure that the Put}lic Defender rel€^s upon the legal maxim that an accused is

ia-xnocent until proven guilty, apparently such ma-xlm does not apply to Judge Stokes in

the mind of the Public Defender.

In any event, h^^ausi^.- Judg^. Adrine is obvious1y biased and prejudiced in

G y

4

^
^

2 k,.

connection with Judge Stokes, having filed ^ grievance which, in part, gave rise to the

Complaint, as wel1 ^sthe :executlonof onAffadavit a"tached to a recent Motion to subject

Judge Stokes to a psychlatr€c exarhinat€on, which wasde:l:_'d, he should not have, ruled

on this Motlon to Transt'er.

Co^:sQnant with Judge Adrine`s refusal to allow for due process, he has

prematurely ruled 6n t,h;N ^uyaha^^^ County Publid Defender'i Motion to Trinsfer Cases

from the Docket of Hon ; AngelaR. Stokes and to Stopt^^^ FurtherAssIgnrraent of

Crinn^nnI C ases to @iar Docket thraugh an Administrative Order No. 2014W007 fi€ed on

March 14, 2014, ai¢ac;I°wd asEx. D. Thts Motion was filed on March 7, 2€314, and

pursuant to Civ.R. J udge Stokes should have beeh afforded an opportunity to

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

prernatdre ruling, finding such Motion moot, Judge Stokes is fllng her response, herein,

within seven days ofthe Motion having been filed;

Additionally, because this Mot3on to Transfer is nothing more than a subterfuge to

avoid complyir^g with the mandates of R.C. 2701.#^31f it should be denied. When a

si¢-ni(ar request was made to Jud^e Adrine in October 2013„ he correctly pointed out that

he did not k^ ive jatrisdict€on to rule on the request, but rather, i°. had to be brought before

the Court of Common Pleas, (^jee correspondence of Judge Adrine of October 28,

2013, attached hereto as Ex, A,) Each and every Motion 40 Disqualify Judge Stokes,

2



which has been brought before the Court of Common Pleas as required by RL.

2701.031 Iias been denied.

For all of the reasons stated above and those which folIows Judge Stokes

sn

^

[v. 3
a u

eo

^̂
^̂
^̂

r^^^ec;tfui€y requests that this Honorable Court deny the Motion to Trans#er:

tl4 Law arad Arg^ament<

A. Judqa- Adri^^

^Ldga Adriiie brought tIie Initlal grievance which, in part, has given rise to the

complalnt^o whacl+a 1he PubllcC^efender makes reference in the Mrstior^ to Transfer;

S£abseq^en't to his belnging tI'a€s grlevance and suppIyI^g vraluminous €nformatior^ to

Disciplir^ary Counsel, J^jdge AdrRne has +^^^r-uted an Affidavitat the request of S,^

Counsel for ReIator, MIclaaelR, Murman,in connection with Refatorys Motion for

PsycIi€atdc Examiraatxoi^ Pursuant To Gove Bar R.V(71(G;. AttI'ae very (east, Judge

Adrine has interae^edhIrr€self as a materlal witness concerning the Stokes disclpllnary

proceeding.

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

the Ir^^^ant Motlort, as his imparklality- is in question in connectlon wlth his personal

involvement in this maIt.er InvolVing Judge Stokes. See- Judit€aI Cond, R^ 211,

_-------------

RL4 2701.031 provides a procedure for the disqualification of a judge of a
,. _

b,;'f^i3£ th,
•-

allegedly is related to or has a bias or prejudice for- or against a party to a proceeding

pending before the judge or to a party's counsel, or ali^:̂gediy otherwise is disqualified to

3



preside in a proceeding pending before the jud^e^ by the filing of an affidavit of

riisqlaalificats`^n with the Clerk of the Municipal ^^urt. T',ne Clerk, under the statute, is

duty bound to notify the Presiding Judge of the Court of Cornnion Pleas ofthe factfl^^^

such Affidavit has been filed. Thereafter, the Presiding Judge of the Court of Cbmmor€

P Ieas rules on the €lisqualificatic^^ and issues an entry in, the mafter;

In the instant situatio n, tt;e PubIIc Defender is. see13:.nr:g niF end aroup-d this ^tatute

..^

^
^

^

by rernqv€nq ffie obligafiion of particular Assistant Public Defenders f^orn settira^ forth

s
I
pecific ailegations which would warrant the disqualification of J4^^^^^ ^tokes in a

partlcuIarmat#e€ and submission to the Court of Common Pleas for determination. It is

vuell-esfablished that the Presiding Judge of the Court of Common ^leas I•'aas thegole

authority to pass upon fi^^ ^^^qualt €^aflon of a -Mu.-iFc€^^l Gouft juF^^^^ Hw-dyr v. Hordr,

2008-Ohlom1925 (8'h Dist,p Cuyahoga County); Columbus Che^kcashw-u, inc: ti^

Guttea^^^^er, Irac;, 2013-OI^€io^554:3 (10^h D"ssf., Franklin Counay.), S;a^.,, v. Jonr-,^, 24938-

Oh1o-6994 (11f' I:aPist., Portage County); State v, N^^ho^^, 12008..()hi ;T3324 (4' I DasA.,

Sciota County).

Ind^edE in at least four cases since the afsarementaoneddiscipi:nM Complaint

has been filed against JLjdge Stokes, Presiding Judges of t^^ Owyai'i^ga ^^^^^ ^^^^^

of Common Pleas have denied such requests to disqualify Judge Stokes. See GrdleYs

issued in connection with City of Cleveland v, Frank ^etr^^^^ ^n'd I"ify of Cleveland v:

William B^^^^^ck, tvao casesIn which attorney Hilow sought rfisq-,talificatior€ of Judge

Stokes, since he was mer€taor^ed in the Complaint, City of Cleve:and, v. Hayes and City

of Cleveland v. Downing (collectively at#aci^^ed heYetr^,, as Ex. B)

4



To transfer aII crlminal cases from Judge Stokes` docket and to stop any further

L-^

^
^

2

^

L^1

.............k:.

assignment of such crlminal cases to herdocket on the basis W, forth in the Publ^^

^^fe-nder°s Motlon ls to permit egrcu€^raventing the requ€rerraents €mposed under R>C,

2701,031. As such, it is Wholly Improper f:o have granted such Motion.

C. 2rV Co

iNhile the P€ablic Defe°^der^^ou`:.^ h^^vE; t^^^ Court exercise its power under Local

Rule 1,02 relating to docket arid case control, ^^,uch justificafiencau9d not be more

disingenuous. To be c3ear, the Public Defender is ^^ekInga preemptive ruling by this

Court that Judge Stokes is biased<and pr^jud!Ced agaInwt every sIngle defendant

br^^^^^ be.;^^ne her ir^ which a member of ihe Pub13^ ^efendes's Office Is representiraffe

client. This cIairn i^ o0^ag^^^s and seeks to place the cart hefore ihe horse insofar as

the e.llegatiensef the disciplir€ar^ ^omp!aint are only tha^ and have not been proven by

cIeai' a:.Ed convincing evidence and hnve nai proceeded to any sanction against Judge

Stokes.

In this regard, at least one of tho allegations cited by the Public Defender in

connection with Scott Mel'h^^^ ^^e Motmonto Trarisfer, p. ^), has been placed before

the Panel ass€gnedto hear Jwdge Sfiokes' case; In this connection, the incident

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

to a psyctaiatrlc examinafiic^^ even before the htearirag on the Merits in the discipfriery

matter. After the Motlen for a Pse,^chlatr€^ ^^^^inatlon was opposed })y .J^idge Stokes,

the Panel denied the Motion. (aee Ex, C attached hereto)

5
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As such, the cIai€^ ofthe .^ublic Defender is not supported by any evidence

properly befor-e this Court.

III. ^onCLU310n.,

A^cordinglyt for the foregoing reasons, this Mono€ ab1^ Court should have

voluntadCy ;~lisqualified itself from hearsng , the ir^^tant Motion to Transfer, and, sirice it

has pr^^^^^t 'Prely der^^^^ ^^ w,, rneot, ^^^o^,^ 1^ now vacate ats : order and deraytla^ ^^^io€^ to

Transfer since this Court I^cks 3urir^^^^cflon to rule 6n w=uwh Mot€rsn is it is nothing more

than an aftemp#ed end around R.C. 2701, 031 which reposesthat authority sp1^ly to thc;

Presiding Judgp o#'the Court of Comr€ior€ PIeas of ^uyaho--qa County, Ohio.

R^-iWpecffully subJ-^^lfed3

^^an Med3ng.

RIC ;'ARD C. ALKIRE {.;C) .3'1.A.
250 ^^ectrtim Offlf;e Bwkiinr^
6060 Rookside Woo;^s Buu:1e»{+;rd

ONo 441'^^--2;^36
(216; c374--^6^0
^ax,, Q16,) 67 4T 01104

ti_?'---t'lee:?+f- ---:;' :

6
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cm, y adge A^^efa R. Stokes
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STAT^ Or WHO

cUYAHOGA COUNTY

MN,^YMLOW^

Yti

mowmt

4fAX) F°e0046096

} IN `T.HE `^URT Or, Ct^^^^^N PLEAS
^ ^.

} { ^^^^^md ^^^^^^PA C`^mil
`^^^ Nwe '10131RD 465646 & A 565m

P 2:

$D 14 m Yi9

^"^^^RT
X^:^GE ^NGR.LA. ST^^^^

R^spond^nt

^

!i

R

/

)
)

'e^ ^^ h^ ^k I IN i 12 .. 1 D",..

a ^S .k

^^$ a4 ^^^^^L^?^ ^^^i^35^.?^v

M^^^^ H=y Halaves Motion fox Disq^^^^oation CZtw;I;md m^^^^^pal c^-,u,

f^^ 201^ TRD 06646 (City o.^ ^lerr^land V. ^rarle, a:^ o, ^ a^^ RQ ^^ity O3" C:'("-Ve:^fmd

v. Wffl^^ ^^^^^^^^) are Demied. "The :^tatutory righi to saskdaugual1floatibn ,^ildge a ^^

^^^ao^l,3^ z-mnody. A j^jd^^ ^s presuried to ^'€^l1owthr law mdnot to N,- W ..,_A; and

tlAo app^arance of d^ias or ^regudice mustbe o€s^^allitg to owrox^an tilase fin re

Dasgua1^cataon ofGeorge, 100 Oliia St3d 1241, 2003P^h^^ 798 N.E.2d 23, 5,

Further, an affidavit of disg^^^^^cation mta^^ ^^^e witb specxflo^y the p-Lap^^ed grounr^s foy

€^^^ua1^^oation, includ,^^g b-pecific facts that dem^nst°d#ejuc^^^ ^iiqs; Seu R;Ce 2701.0:3

In ^„̂ ^bi3 4ffidavitx Movant statos he ^^ a naini:d paay to awmplain# filed a,g^dust Judge

Aiige1a,St^^^s witb the Board of Cor^isiionens on Grievances and. ^^^^ip^^^^ of the Supreme

Conrt of Ohio, This aIono does aiot indicate any clear or comIkl^in^ w,^idence of bias or

prejudica against Movant by Judge Stokes, F'udhex, on Ja-auary 9^ 2014, Judg: Stokes

Ex ^ s3
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lad.;cav,-d heg comt^ilment to cantin^^ to be fair and Impartzal in ,jovirnal cnt.ai^s foa both ^^^^^^

^efent^^t Peta:a^^^i haa Wreaa^y plod °"sio con#eseP and only has a zbuf= sup^rvision

,^^^lv^^ent vA#h ^udge Defend=t Basmiack's oase is sUll beforr, J^^ge'<

Sto1^^^, but ^^ Motion fraz Disq>:a^^^i^^^on fWa to p^t forth any ovidetao-, of ^ins or ^rqudioo

that ^^ ^cism di^^yedby "r~^c, C^ Agaa^^ ^ovAnts

/^:^ •

^s4'L£

^^. ^^

MAP

^^ ^.^'^^ .
3
.3.'-`""y'4. ^^'{^:t[^^.^

^^



81TX€2 O'F IN T^^R COURTOF COMMON PLEAS

Cls z`^^^^GA. CIOUN^ . Cle^relaaa^dMunIctps) Court
^^^^ 13 2' Case Noo l^ ^^ 17219ct,y of ^i,'Velenat vs.

Wazwan

ROWAN HAYIS

Movaat SD 1^

S ^a

c LA-'^D I^I'^ NJCU'Alr C^ URT
AN^.^^^^A RAS`^ OKES

4^:^3^;<^v'f^'."^'^' n^'^^'

Qlra^^^^t
NA..^CY A
sjlB ^3 01 7,^,1^ w

. ^^.. ^^^^t i^a^ ^:.

1jpc?n considex^^^ of flic Affidavi& Of Pa^eju0cc, -md1Dr Dx9qvWa6^Bt!baa and Ms^qon

ra Hay^, A<^^^nistrative ,iu^^e D^ a#gnate Anotbor Judg, for Bone&sTxliln filed ciri June 26,

i^ €y ag^st Qj^sofl^d ^^^an;c.^p:^: ^'.^ j^ Tud,^e ^g^a R. Zt^ak^,, ^ cme so. 13 ^.^ 19,,

ud^^^taa^^VL ROWa--^ y^xye ^ the Couat ru^^^ ^s folIows:

Ro°^^ ^^^^s awui^ ^^ ^^ in 2009 €anda-n The 199Ws, bu was xerxaoved ryomthe

rMxrfroom ofJiidgc sto=, Ira ^f-,"'iewkng alt filings subz^ftW in support f rmd ara oppositibza

w the Affiaiav%t o^^^judioeb f^^ CouTt ^ .̀^:ds th^^ ^e rccomd faiZs fo deraaonstraacb^as mad

xrc,^^dldi Against Row^ ^iyes> r^ s,n re: f^ i E^?^ i; f c>;! ^ sy f'fs L:^.
f7£ t ^ 5^£f t..} S}i ^fYS

Affidavi£ '9f o6 ltadge

A ETa^;z P, Stakes asdcWcd> .

.. 54 c•;yX;t^{ f a r(t:;' ^,SL +.'^,'Si }^..;1.,/.=..

IT iXk`s` SO s.JPWEa s
3 fqs ^ ^ y^ti^ht;;31i3{ j^^?:v o'1 ;3^5 d

r^rV

^ ^ x sy { ^'?^^^as ^ A ^p ^wsk^^

^J

r^^6 -1 2013 ,h :W,=f^r'^ Jad g c'
AU,

j
? U

C;Fae^^OW, reta Div

^i4Ef rsWJt o<C t YL '^ - td^^fy ^^ ^^ i y ^
't^^Ft 1 ra^y.^' t•!.. f .^..r d^S ^^ ..



A uopp> of the foregoang Judgment &tr,y has 6e°s miieldd ^ugus€ 13; 2,01-1 to Rowan

Hqycsa 201-6 West52"a Street, Cldveland;OH 44102 by ordinary ina.blg hand dekivered and

ia3 e,d to the ClevolarrlMunicsl°s:.t Cr,u;-t yi 2l 6.664.4238r and filed wifh.&kzc 0,rk, Cleveland

aAunioipat ^oW; 120€1 OntarBoSt., Cleveland, OH 44113,

, ^. ..
'"+sAN

._ _..._
^ 'E, ^^`^^^

t ssys^; ;^^ '" :t:Yr'y 4 us ?;?a . r P€z" Cutse, Gem I3iv

... ,._,,.. . ....._. .... f} ._. .,....__ .....

T9{Y S i.^ „,. { s p;+s- k£ t t,^^
s# 3'{ x s xr`:$ 3ct,^ af E ss }s s,

s ^>•;,^F„ s^oV^t. i.{{o :^ia sl^,».Cta€ {,

s-EE< statrl3 4 it ^ x s;f^ ^Ci t'`°rf ^^ :^

^,^.t7£s^{7t ,a f _
,^ f ,^ ^ .. _ •

s ><, ,r^;• ' $ ;'

a^ X
;,.. ^;..l..,•. ^..{ . .'^.:^_. . . .. ^^'^^



STr^ ^ F OF oIfl^{3 IN°I`:HE COURT OIj COM]^'.^ON PLEAS

CI; I:-M£3GA ""OUNTY Cieveland Maaxaicapal Co¢wt
QyC;a^se No. 13 TRC 16088

Ci^ of Clea ^^and vs. Robert W. Darwnxng

il ^^^. D^^b^lNIN^x Judpe. Nr'bY n'.^ ^'1^E1^C.^T

LYeI.F'lizn, t^jn

^.',^: i V^;.^' ^^.N^^ y^:U^7^`IP.^^..^^ (.'€^ €_:^.'^`
i IJUD GE A..'NC ELA Ro S.,RV OKECR

,.,.,, _

/

nmy Ae Fiaerst Jaxftt,-

T,.^Ypazi corisid^^on oI'the Affidavit of Disz.^ijala^catian P°, sn.'_in# to, R.C. 2701,03 1,

^gai><zst Cleveland Mu:sicig^l Court Juiige Angela R. Stokes, in Cast :'Vo. 1:3 TRC 16088_ cr`ty

c: 'Cleaatand vs: 1^^bL^rtw. Dor,s^iang, ';iie Court a.uies as followsa

Movant Robert W. Downing assees ttaatJiidge Stokes has demonstrated an cnmzty

t.Lmvarct him and h:s defense counsel by her xo,jecLiora ^f a p^ea agreement and by thesettin,^ of

an umeasonabte tria^ date. In the al^^rnative, xnova.,^t asserts tha^ even ifstaterrents can tlae

rccord do axBt demonstrate bias or>.pxa;judgc£;rthere is an fEppearan,^^ of pr^iv-dieie wh3c-1:

wa.rranEs disqualific;atioii,

In revif;xnng all al3x^^s apd' heai9ng r^riscrqlat^ submi^^ed in support of and in

t)lldc (he X°Ci?Cd failS to

11amonst^^^e bans and prejudice ;";gainst Robert W. Downing or his covr-sfll.



:kf#id.avi^ of prepdxE:e is not Weli-¢a€cesx arid the request for alisquali,fication of 3udgf

^^ ^^^c+i P . Stokes is denied.

!T ^8 SO ORDERED

N T

s 3c:^iL+iF3'^^'t.uEk11l9F,S^Y^F.6'd(: .ibli,^^f^

Cuyah4^ a c .lE iy ccsna.moAE r'ie'A : (3q^n €3'sv

.... <v>^

A copy o^^^e fortgoir#orl, Judgment Enti-y has been mailed AuguA 13, 2013 :rs Stanley

13: mid A:;^^^y L. .Yorzess Esq, Att:ameys for Robert W. ^owning, 75 Pub3-!G ;Squarc,.

57^ 4, ^ ;level^,d, O^ 441 13 by ordinary mail, hand delivered and b;:x k ;^ ^1 5:.,;^ ^ ^ l^ ec@

Ml>micxpatl CQufl-t at 216.6.64.4238; ^^id filed with the ClexkT C1evelana^ Municip al t;ourt, 200

; .=8D*,aaiaz St,, Cleveland, OH 44113;

OX

A t`i ^ ^t { W

}` [•>< ,^S`2 .>'-^,^ti

>,-:, , ____._ ...^..._. ,

C.f;`#Cf7 lt:;,r C'3(!i7 a it.R's?,.f;^.tY^, ilen :i3'f

RECb6V^Q ^.R ELO{G

^'.

.... . . ^ ^j}r Y

rYE w3"A'dr ¢3F C3BdlO

3.1kf' ^^r5¢^ C.lki1R^^. t ^: 5^y5: f.

_..;. .-. . . ' . .. .. _..... . , .. __..._....
l

0.^f.. . {:{-.^^^^, .. ._ .. .... .... .

#
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BEFORF THE BOARD OF C^MMISSIOa^ERS
ON

GR^EVANCESL^^D DISCxPLINF,
OF

TEM^7UTREME' COURT OF ^^^

In reo

Complain# against

Judge ^^^^^a R^^^^^^ ^^^kes

R^ ^^^^^ejmt:

biscap^ins^^ Co^^^^l :

Relator

FILED
FFE 2014

(6P,^ G 'Ra^'nlw; E' s ^ :>>scfp;^lNE

Case No9 2013w057

P"k':^.`'a_:

Thi,q ma^^^ be.^oreth^ ^^^ -^car ;,lae RelatWs Motion fot

Psychda9ric ^"•svaiuation tii^^ ^^ January `r, 2014. Panwi has ccvkt^ed ^h^ ^r-Aimi ar-,^ :ho

tnaterial^ ^^bTraitted in 81t^poft ffitxeo ::, th Brief ia; )rgwition to the Motion and

the Relataa°'^ ^eply: In addition, the Panel mf^.^bm ctand^^tod a phone conference among

the¢mselves to discuss these matexials and the applicable ^awe

Rule V, ^^^^^on 7(C) of tlne -Ru^^ for the Oaveraiaxaont of the B ar grants a hearing Panel

the discretion to order a psychia#rzc ev:ft"Vxor3 on iN n-^M i-^^on or Ole motion of cith^ paj^Y

under certain sp^ified conditions, mno of whie^i 1-5 thafthe ,^ent^l iilness of the respondent has

been placed at issx^^ ^^ntal illness is assigned that a^caningset forth in R.C. 5122,01(A), which

section provides

V^ i?£" X';>.}i jE^

S^^,d''e,.
. . . ... .

Ex4 C



'1^^`^a Panel recognizes that ^ere^s a certain social stigana associated with baving to

undergas a psychiatrb^ evaluation especially where, as in ta^eis caso., th:; respondent is a we1l-1^^own

anda'vidual in the commm-Aty. For tkds maQ-on {he Panel believes that an examanataor should only

be ord.ered ander t wolii^^ ^^cunistances„

The ReWF ^^ ^^^^ented video and affidavit evidencc;o#`theRespondc-nt}s ^nrerYd^y

cc^wYoQw ik,;;. Tzii,^ ovit^^^e fidis to demonstrate crnduc# indicative of a w^nW' as

tt :i. ;tju i?anc1Rs ruli^^ that the Respondent shall not bc reqi,ired to undergo a psychis1r3c

^valuats`oxi ::.tM1'xis t^mu,. TIerfc,llbrN, t^e Relator°s Motion fbi Evaluation is denied.

illne;:> ^ on;m ^o !N" attentaan of thi;;# ,^r^y ,{3_E:;1_ ,^ub^ax^.tf,ve evidence c^^`^. mental

at a lat+°r time, t'h^ ^l resezvesds.e :rIgb,Vta order a vsya;hi.alr^w pursuant to

^^^^ Bar R, V. ^^ ^^ii 7lQ ^^ea dftberthe :^^elks d^^vn m8tion or a .¢nsatio^ ^f -,at^^ ^arty^

^t shdold N {qo;;;,€a that this ruling is anly`ir^^ikd to the Pareel's detorminatacii of

^'::c pending motion and ^hoWd not be ^onst^uc-d as a rE;flcctio:^ of the Panelysatttitud'e toward^^e

merits of the Re1aLE3r's Complaint.

It^^ so ^^^ERED.

i f..._ }' , :__ y },., yv a t ^r 3 • p
- ,...

^^'.;^,3^{{ 3X^...[ f'x S{Fs[`5 C FSk^y^t.SS ^eFS^^^ Y,:L{'^^E^

1 }

. . . ....... ..... ...... . ::: . : ....... . .....::.. .,,.^.^ . . ' } 4. .... .... . . .... ....... .

5^ .,-^
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M TIT^:`. CLEVELAND MLTNICIP'AI, ^OURT

^-y^ ^ )
^`''^NH1L' 1_ °^^^ );.1 Nrs ^k

^ ^^

....

m

. .^ .

iN

^^cket «f llwa, Aiigela R. St€ak^s and to Stop the Y+"^^^-themA^^^g-nin-ent of

Docket

ta;i f TfE F kf;.a3ng7E'.. E1R^ £;t^E%FiyS AtsmiiXSt£F''.^ w

urc,a^ RilI ; pVic:yr ^:^d J :^e conszder,:t;ctn; t'ao motion. as DENIED as i`sIt;OT.

^_.

/3? k s{ E$4
f f ^r_ ^.

^°•^^ . ^,. S . ^ , „}f . ^ "t ar' { * t y3 c-% '^ 3 •, :^.:
.__.,..r,--.-.^.....,c..--.......,,._...f .....`. . .. _! '+.:1^:-,.,-..... .._... I:... ..::.. ....

Ron3ld B, Adr ^^^
A(hniL 4tnEii v,,^:^; h,;;,si^'x%ng Judge

JOURNAL4 :^^., 06 PAGE 4.,,;,,)



9.ER°C'IR^ATE OF SERVICE

^̂
^
^

s s

+n
i

A copy of theforegca€ng Brief i^ ^^poslfiion to Motlo^ to Transfer Crlm€naI Cases

from the Docket of I"Ion, Angela R. Stokes and to Stop the Further Assignment of

t -1-
Craminal Cases to her Docket has been malied, postage prepaid, this -- `-- day of

March;2014.to:

^obrz^Yt L. T^,Nk Cuyahoga County Publi^^ c.jefender
3IQ Aven ^Ae, Su°te 400
CIeveiancJ 0 hio 44113

`V"cfor Perez City of ^^^vefand Pro;;^c-ut:sr
Justice ^^^ter

^`^^
GIeve1,-.nd, 0I'1 44113

6 fU3 9. rR'L-;nc"sH .-l't£"'sf 3re

200 Of^^ar#w Street

^Ieveiand, QFI 44113

j/.. ^ ^ ^^.^:'•

.. ^l. ^ i . _. .. •y: .

.

Dean Nte:,-€^n^ ^0'^j03532}

CounseI for The I--lorarsrabie
AngeIa R. Stokes

^



BEFORE THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
ON

GRIEVANCES AND DISCIPIANE
OF

'1'^ ^^PRE' ME' COURT OF OMO

In re,

Compla€^^ Against

Jaad^e An^^la .^^cheI^^ Stokes

Respondent

Disciplid^^ ^^^^^^l

Relator

FILED
FEB 18 201^

E30t^RD OF ^^MUSSIOt^ERS
ON ORfEVANCES & D#SCIPLENE

Case Nos 2013-057

PANELM Eg

This matter comes before the P€ars.^l for s^^^^nation ^^^^ ^^latorr^ Motion for

Psychi.atxad Fvsluat3on filed on ^^^um.y 7, ^014< I'he Panel has r^^ewed the motion and the

materials subrris^ted in support thereof5 4.^e kespondent's Brief zn,sspposatisr^ to the Motion and.

^e. Relator's Reply. Jr..a addition, the Piuiel members coraducted, a phone conference among

themselves to d.isc-arss these materials and the a.pplictibl^ la^.

Rule V, Section °^(Q.o^ the RWes for the Govemment: of the Bar grants s hes.Ting Panel

the d "asa r^^^on to order a psychaad^^^ ^^aluati^^ on its own motion or the motion of either party

under wrtain spccificd conditions, one of which is that the mental illness of the respondent has

been placed at issue. Mental illness is assigned that ^eaWn,^ set forth in R.C. 5122t01(A)y which

section provides

. .........
(A) "Mental IlfnessA9 means a substantial disorder of though#:, mood,

perception, orientation, or r^^^ory that grossly impairsjudgment8
behavior, capacity to recognize reality, or meet the ordinary derna-a.ds of
life.

. Exhibit ...



The Panal recog¢.^^s that there is a certain social stlgnia assocla,ted vradh having to

undergo a psychiatric evaluation arspeeWly where, as in this case, the respondent is a well-known

individual in the coa^murilty, For this reason the Nmel be1^^^^s that an examination should only

be ordered under compelling eircumstai.ees.

1^.he:Relator has presented video and affidavit evidence of the Respondent's everyday

courtroom aotivaties, This e-Oden^e fails to dem^^ate conduct i:asllcal^^^ of a mental illness as

defined ln R.C. 5 122.0 1 (A);

It is the Panel's ruling that the Respondent shall not be r^quircd to undergo a psyobiatric

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

However, lf addadona.l, stxbstan1i^^ evidence of a mental illness comes to the attention of the

PaneI at a la.ter time, the Panel :r^^^^^s the right to order a psychiatric examination pursuant to

Govt  Bar R. V, Section 7(C) upon either the Panel's own rho^on or a motion of either party. ,

It should be further notedthat this ruling is ors1y ilmited to the Panel's determination of

the pending motion and should not be ^ons(Tued as a reflection of the Panel's attitude toward the

m^ii^^ ^^^e Relator's Complaint.

It is so ORDE, REi D:

> __ 1 ....,. . ... 2.,0.). ^ .. ..

........ .......... _ ,, _ _....... ,,..

Per autho:dzafiosz



MUZORETH.^ BOAR^ OF COM;^^^^^IONER^
ON ^RH<,VANCE'S AND ^^SCI:^^^^E F^^^D

OF FEBT^TZ^ UPRE^^S! COURTOF OM(O
WNtY)y^

d.n ^i'. .'^^, i'E ^^^5,^'FS^+^;> :.,< ^c 3 t^^;..y^.. i^'. .. . ..

?if#u 3^^'..t n^^ 'kt^^ `s$<. °

lis,n.iizgt ta lj3£«^^ lk^ Sw:es(0025;3`0)
c1w4; .afW M€F?>i#H£p&A $C'Our2^,.3-05,f

^MO s 2<i^^n^^ Sm^wt, P0 Bov 94,04
C;.e r.;t unds 01-144113

NOT&CE OF FORMAL
REsPaNDENr HEARING

,° 32525,,^ Civ:c D^<sf>
OF, 4e:^W:3

REM TOR

if: lion, vigt,a R.^; i ^ ` Co^^#,^ '^ ^^ ^'^g;.tx,ra^s SlxeE;^, Ts.^^^ ^^E^;^ 94r89 "r, Ucw :;;^<^d,:^^ 3^^; ;^^f^..^^. ^,̂PhEy^^.,^^^ ;^^^^^_E^^ r^ s

0H '^IWx 3
RiultzMd ,^^ikire 2^0 p c:mmm i:3ffif,e ^^^ ^d^^-;.a, 606^; Bs)WcvsEnd; sn1':pmdence

JeaigE "t-" 5, CS's; N' CcSi?e" D£'f'vc`. Su1#.£; 325, 'ql113n,3i$`;, .;3H f32^5

r<^^^r^.^o, ^^^"Ei^k 5^ `^, ^^^sE ^., ON

A €yvffl b},, bc1d or. ffi.c C^ mplEZint fflexi ff'q ^hh^ ^-Imlvr b.-fon: a pEnel as' tiEis

af S^4:phm C RrxdE;h^.f#ory Cha`r, ;^wai^m and li£>n, Rs-^o^-t P. Rffigiaid,

T.`w £;3r'#al he£i<int.. An ! ?3e hdd iE#: x.loy:'.r JL3t;it;i's.l RsYE. .',06, '55 s'3'£;n#' # C^F,

,:-t-tzl.mbi'sS, £314 43215, >°YS^ t s a ES^S: {,n E.:f. 22`^ 26f f dry £>s ^ ^F. ,.£ ^}<E. 70e 4 E3:0,? £3'-6£:ti;k a.YE3- ;^n;

n ,3rz#,S<E;,3o .'`M1Yom :' 3°{ £C> dGtj'> 01W "5E3C%5 :'?iz:ta tim•, '̂ or pl='i.' *t".3 "',%h$uh it rI3/'"^y b^::' 'CsdjpvtS3;A p:YlE3ll, S:mE;il

r>E~E~^.^;^^.

L)d ^'wbryt 2 14.

r ^ .. - . r >^.: ^ ... .: .. .:. ..» .

Fcev. 91I/2012



STATE OF OHXO

CUYAHOGA ^^UNTY

HENR^ ^OW,

Movar3t

) ^t IN THP, COURT OF CO^'.! ON PLEAS
^ ^43? d V•o^ •y 6

^yp 9^ ^ ptl ^y Case Nos< 2013 TRD 065646 & A 565841
Aa^6-6 6d'ASL

-Q PtG+" 31)

iudgp: ^OHN J RI)SSO

SD 14 077293

^. °

CLEVE L^^ ^^^^^^ COURT
^^^^ ^^^^ ^^^^OKES

J
)
)
)

^^^^^TRY

?s1 14
... . .. . .. .. .. .. . . y{^:}^^F.i.^l^vt, vr'^^^{^::i.~/'^Gti.^.`^.:3

. .. ^'^S3F ^ ^^.3^5`f^f'̀ ^.C f^'43^+e

/

M^^^t ElenrY' Hilow's Motion for Disqua1`'icatioxa C.^ffv^la^^ Municipa.1 ^outt OW05

for 2013 n^D 065646 (^ty or aevoland v. F^a^ ^^truca;a) andA 565 841 (Cily of ^^^^^land

v. William Dae^^^) are Denied, qGTh^ ^^atut€^^y right to ^^^ disqualification of a judge is m

^xtrr^^^^omy roaxe.edy. A j-udge is w^-sumW to follow the law m^^ not to bc bi^.^mdz md

the ap^ea'rance: of bias ^rpre,judice must ^^ cornpeLU'^ too'^^^^om^ ^^^^ prestmptionse pP .Ina°e

..^^^^ualzcati€an of0oorge,;100 Ohi^ StOd 1.241^ 2003M0hiom5489s 798 Na&2d 23, ^ So

Further, an affidavit of ^^^quahfxcatio^a must ^^^e, with ^^ecificity the pwported g;r€^^^s for

^^^ua&^^^^^^^^ including Vocz^^ facts that demonstxa^^^udiciaa i^^^^ ^^^e R.C. 2701,030)(4

.,......::
p% £F -tf^ ti} ^i^.^y';'`y'^^}

Angela Stokes with the Board of ^ornmissqoners on Grievances and Dasciplinc, of the Sapxeme

Court of Ohio. This al.^^^^ d= not indicate my clear or cainpelling evidon^^ ^f bias or

p:ceiud.^ce against ^o-vant bY Judge Stokes. Further, on Jan-uary 9r 2014, Yudge Stokes

Exhibi.t K



indicated hdr commatmoul to Co.^^'^iue to be fair and in, p4iraal in joumal cgi#t-i^s fboth r^^^

Defendant Petmeci has alr^ady plod "szia ^on#e-s^e" aaad only has a routine supervision

i^volvement With Ju€^gp, Stokesf couiIr^om„ De.^^^dmx BssesIaok}^ c,^se^ ^^ ^tfl^ before Judge

Stokcs} but the ^^^on. for Disqualification Ms to put forth any ovides^^e of bias, or prqjua^^^^

that has bem dis^la^^d by ^^ Court ^^^^^ ^^vant

T^=fbre, M^vant Henry Ml€sw;.^ Motion for ^^^^uaflfioati^on of Judge An ^^^aSte^.^es

is Denred,

^RDFREDe
g x N^^.

;_ ..... M1..^ ^-W^^^y V SSO

C ^pf *r: Csaw* cogtmcan PIeas cwrt, Gen, Diva

^lC^^^90 FOR FILtNa

MAR 0 4 2014

MY„

i .'^



STATE OF OHIO IN "I TIE C^^^RT OF COMMON PLEAS
) Sse

^UYA^^GA COUNTY Cleveioad I^^^jdpOCourt
s Al" 13 2. 51 Case Noe 13 CRB: 17:219

City of Clevelansl vs> Rowan He;^e'r

ROWAN RAYES «t: Indp; NANCt AFtJFMT

Movant SD 13 6''1119

CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT
JUDGE AN^^IA % ST4IM

R^^^^^^t

_MMG,#^;^^'_ ^ ^RY

- coarspldr&
^^^^AMM

.¢^ ^umt a^^^9T.

Upon ^oraidamtian of the Affidavit of :f^ludsce ar.^^^ ^^^qua9'xfi^^tion and Mo^nn

{ To I-lave Adazdnis^.^qve Judge Dcai,^^te Another Judge for Berzch Trial, fiied on June 26s

^^^^, against ^lwelmd Municapa{l Cowt Judge AnonR. ,S^^^^ in ^^,s^ No. 13 Ce^ 17219S

^ty of Clevetand vso Raawan Hayes, the, Court ruIes as fotlows.

Raw= Hayes asseats that in 2U08 Emd in the 1930ros, h^ was removed ham the

coudma^^ of Judge St+zske& In reviewing aH filings submlt#cd ^^ support of and in opposatiDn

to khe Affid^^t of Prejudscc, tho CouTt fiEr^s that the rcwrd fafls to demonstrate bias and

against ^^ Hayes0

Y

Affidavit of ^'$°e,^1^^c^, is tE^`^1^ x'f1€^^^
{^£€

Angela R. Stok^ is dmiieds ^ t t' ^3 . '3

VJ'tk€.
° IT IS ^^ ^^XWE'U'D

---. ..:^...
; ^ RKaftefakowwa

L E AUG

«^A33^^a t rrar,f ^;. z.ost^ ^ffe ^^ ^3^ £.

Cik ^c33laE. .5:7^i^-Sa^3L.J4:$ .•-^.....• ^ ^. r.3'„ ,,^k,'#e

Exhibit L

^ n. tsa ^

Y Judg£.'

Cu*'Gga C.Ounty CaMM€rR Picas COun, Gi^¢a Dav



^o,rt6fienk` c4$ SeH"?j'me

A copy of the foregoing Judgment aRry has been mailed August 13, 2013 to Rc^wan

HayesR 2026 West 52'd Stree^ Clev^^andx OH 44102 by ordinary mailp hand delivered aiid

faxed to the Cleveland MuWcgpat Court at 216.664e4238, and filed with the Cflerkp `^eveland

Municipal Caurty 1200 Ontario ^^^^ ^^^land, OH 44115,

;^_^` . ..^6.... _...... .. ^ ..,.
NANCY ,4 1 F'.^X! Z i f ^

Judge
ttivnl:o,^; Cci^Eit ^ r 3::FES :z 111ms.s Court, Caan L3iv

_.. . . ...:..._ .. . _. ^' . ^, ' . , .... ... .. .. . ... ,:,, ... .. .. .^^c

£' OpGt14^'k . 4'ief ,y ti^ °^3s 'h :3 ^s:. E^ t .

k .t ^ . 3 <E .a E.sr 3f a ^?€Ss^€'s^^}^^ ^^'`fi

.kr S ^ ^ E
^ . ^__._..,Y. ....:...-,^..,., ..

}idt°3 45 ^ 3k4 ^F{4^' [^ y^^r

I rYiV'CJiI '' p'^>3 4
r' E 1" ^./ i"e! <^BW^+...,....•

GbA4 ttF j # Yt ^ ^; ^ i. ^ e^ f^--.-

^,`
OF CC5URT,s

^ ^a ^ _..._.,_.sl ..a-;._. ..........t^.,a..>'^^
^ , ^. ^:::

°"" . ...,....., ....



1`.

STATE OF OHIO ) IN Tl'-^E COURT OF COMMON IgJ^EAS
sS;

{ ; CU4'AHOGA C®UNTI' ) Clevelan€l Munkcspgl Court
.- ;jQCase Na. 13 TRC 16088

Cazy of Clevelaind v.sa Robert W.D€awnin,^

ROBERT W. DOWNING

v.

CLEVELAND MUN:CI€',^^ COURT
JUDGE ANGELA R. ;ST01(.FS

.luclge. NANCYAFuERs'r

SD 13 077219

FN

Respondent

YA, F 0 1- rsL _JM^^^^^

^^^^ ^onsideration of the Affidavit of Da^^ualifir ation ^urs3iant to R..C. 2701.031,

s-ga.inst Cleveland Municipal Coin# Judge Angela R. Stokes, in Case No. 13 TRC 16088, Ca^

^fClev^land vs. Robert w. Downing, t^r- Court rules as folls^^s.,

MQvLvit Robert W. Downing asserts that Judge Stokes has demonstrated a.-I enmity

toward him aeirl his defense cauxisel by her rejection of apxea agreee-netit and by the setting of

an uiireas^nable trial date. In the altexixati:ve, mc^vaaat asserts that even if statements on the

record do igat demonstrate bias or prejuda"ce„ there is ^^^^^^^^^^^ ^^^^^j-ud^^e which

warrants disqualification.

in reviewing M filings and h=ang transcripts submitted iaZ support of and in

opposition to ^^e Affidavit of D3squalificataan.; the Court fmds that the record fails to

demonstrate bias and prejudice against Robert W. Downino. or Iiis c;ounse1.

1

Exhibit M



Affidcivit of Prejudice is not vaell=gake3a and the request for disqualification of lud^^

Angela R. Strkes is denied.

IT IS SO ^^EPED

^/r3(r^j ^€ ^^ ^ y
... ... :,...---__.. -_.__'-_-.. ^; ..^........,, r .. i, ....... .. . . . ..

I)a° ^^t^^3^ ^' z4 F"LIER-ST
Presi dingiAdmifliistrative Judge
Cuyahoga ±.;.Oun.y C:rsFnrrEa3n }'leas cau¢t,.GerE Div

A copy of the foregoing Judgment Entry has been niagled August 13^ 2013 to ^^^ey

E. Steinx Esq aiid AshleyL. J-Ones, Esqg Attomeys for Robert W. Downing, 75 Public Square,

Suite 714, C1evelarad, OfI 44113 by ord^nary mail, band delivered andfa:;^ed to the Cleveland

Municipal Couat at 216.664:4238, and filed with the Cle^^, Cleveland Municipal Court, 1200

Ontario St,x Cleveland, Oll 44113.

C:^^R^.
^^IR^l-, ; ^'. ^:_13,

{`f•}={ ., .e t :nffeal .^ }-:-::.h3

^ ,,.., .•
'h,^ ^q..

i.'4 .^St^4 .^Y ^ zf S' Y Y,t:^A\,^'!^

A. ._..-.,-..,. .. . .. .

Presi Img-,A " inistrative 3iEdge
Cu:xa(:oga CoE3nt} Cotnme^n Pleas Ctaurt, Gen Div

P, E CEEVED FOR HU[^G

A,Urj 13 W3
3 ,.. .... _ _ ... .. ......... _

THE STATE OF ONECE
J} ^S. O'F : E3&'Wu ^

C^.gahc^8 wa andp ,,;yp FE3R Sh3u CF3UNTY,

NE(#EBYj'ERWT4AT %jE:AB(2t+€AN^FOA^
YR(iFPd ^ ^ 6+^ fiA thlr C3RfGl^'^2E

NOYi GN 1tt':ti>:i`?>SF3fiz

MTP3E i` t k {: 3 nt uP kIU Gi,Q °^T 7HES ".
r^^Y E7f 20 _^.j ? __^

C '1,.pr 3 ^ ^j ^ 3 tJe; ^/F ^t{'4iFCC3LERT,.^a

^^. : ... ....... .. F-_.....^ .5 +'- ,4 ....... .. , ^i^^3S^^

$
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IN THE CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL C{^^^
^^L D

) STWX^^^^^ ÎPR̂  0STATE OF OHIO ADMINI
CUYAHOGA COUNTY ^

IN RE, ^^^^^^^^ ^^^^^^er and Reassignment of aIl Pendilag CraminaI
Mffsdemeanor, Cr$^inaY ^^^or Misden^eanor and Tr9^^^ Matters Cxer.^eafty
,^^^gned to the Hoa^orable AingeJ^ ^^ ^takes

Respo¢isibH^^^ty for all crine^nat mi^^eineanqr, crimenal minor masdemeanor and traffic griatters ourrontly

assiga}a^ to the personal docket of ttao Honorabte An,g^^a & Staitesis he?e^y trins£era°orS to the
Aaminis€ratave 3udao of the Ctesve€and Municipal Crsur^ for mvxew,ac3d^or peaidiaig €empor&y

Any such transfers and #emp4arary reassign^^nts will be in effect only during the
^end^cy of the ^ertifled com^laant filed rtgains.t Ju dg^ Stokes with the SupreMe Court's 13mrd of

Commiss&oners on ^^ievances and Discepline nn 0w€obrr 14; 20&3, ^less the tmnsferred case is

otherwise resolved in the intorim, The traeisfers aac made pursumi to aut'hoxity granted ander.sup. R.

4(B) and Sugt R. ^(BXI)k and in oador to main€^in eafd enha^^e publ'z^ confidence in the legal sysinam

(Paragraph l, PreambSe, Code of Judicial Crs^duct).

Ttio transfers am justified for the following xea,sons;
0 A cwafed camgWnt pending ^gainst Judgo Stokes before the Ohio Supreme Court's Bwd of

Commissirsr;ers on Grievances and Discipl£^^ Nyas gleaned from approximately 337 alleged
veola#aons o#"tae Code ofJu^^^^^l Conduat pz•wmted to the Cleveland Municipal C¢s+att:
All of €ha^e ailpgations concerned her misharsdtin,^ of ezimbnat ^iat€ers and mestrcafnfejit af
participrant,s in creminr,.l hea:rengs, incguding dof^^^^nts, wi(nesses, pssls^,^ officesx promu€ors,
private de€'enu^ counseL publie dofenders;.coue^ personnel and other members af p;u gansrai
public,
Since the original complaint was p^^^ented to the Disciplenary Caaansel, and c€anEgnuang €hr^ugh
and ^^^ the comptagrzt'^ certification by the ^oard; nearly 106 additional wrzttm incxt^^t mpoa-ts-
h.ave been received by this office alleging simi1er problems er^^^lving tho Judge's handHng of ^^r
pUr-sonal crimfnal docket.

^ The court contig^^^ to avemge one to two a^ow ethics complaints against Judge Stokes per wmk,

Pending^so^otion of tiaa; ^erfified complaint, a.si) additional criminal €zaaa^^meanor, minor misdemeanor or

traffie mattars are to be assigned to Jud^ ^^kes,

^,^. 3 r } f ^^'^^^3 .^E^

^`
I.Fi?te.. ... .. f, ^.^^. .... , . . . _ i ........ . . ...__^^...^.. _. .....

Admaerist-a€i?^^ & Presiding Judge

JCURNAL4 I Po- PAGE 429
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IN THE CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT
FILED

STATE OF OHIO ) ADM:CNISTRA^WWW] P 4` 10
CUYAHOGA COUNTY ) NO0 2014 ,VN

Fii3l' CO€tRT
} A

iN REo Tes^^^rary Tx:ausfer axgd Stat^s ReAew of all Prabada^n Matters ^^ th^
^^^^^al Docket of the ^^^^^^^^e Aiagela IL Sfoicen

R€^spwnsl`€slfity for the supe"lora „imlnal a€ef6^^ants ourrently ma.intained on prG6aation on the
porsrsnal dtackzt of the R. Stokes is hereby traiisfarred to the AdmanisfttSve Judge of
the Cleveland Municl^^ Couatx f^^ status review and/or possible tompomry reassagmexat. Sai€l tr^^sfor
and temporary remsslgatx^ents will only kse zxa off`^^t during the pend^cy of the: certified omplaa€xzt::filed
agaffise Judge Stokes with the Supreme ^outt's Board of Commissg^^ers san Grievan^^^ ^nd D9scit?Tano on
QqWbe.r I 4, 2013, tan.less aclase is OtS^erwise euo€ved gra the ffiEerlm. The transfer is madepuauuarat.to
authority granted under Sup. R- 4(8) and Sup. X 4(B)(l)a and in o.rder ta nis€n#aln and enhanm public
confidence in the 3egal sy-stem (.'aragragsb.1 x E'zeaaxgbley Code caf Judi>ial Crsnduct).

"&'ho tmnsfor is justified for the

A certifival complaint pending against Judge Stokes befor^ the Oh1o Sispromo Court's l3s^ard of
CommissaanesN on Oe^^^^ces arad Dlscspl3rne was glcaned from approximately 337 alleged
violations of the Code of Judicial Conduct presented to the Cleveland Mami^^pall Couxt,
A€1 of those allegations ccra^cemed her mishandling of cegm;.^el matters arnd mistreatment of
pat°taclpants in criminal hearings, including dcfendants, witnessesy prslizo officers, pa^swutor',^,
gi^^^yate de^'^nse couzasegs public defenders, court persor^iel and othoe members ofthe ge¢}cal
public.

• Since the original complaint vras pmsented to the Disclpllnary. Counsel, and continuing through
and after the ^inpls.intAs certification by the Board, nearly 100 ad.clitaons.1 varaftn incident reports
have iseen remayell•Sy thi^ office alleglng,sizxallar gsmb€erss involving €hip 3udge"s laandlilig of.hec
personal criminal docket.

• Tb'e court continues to avcmge one to two reuwet.Iaics a ompWnRs against ^udp Stakes; per week.

Pending resolution of the certified complaint, no prabataon matters shall bo assigned to Judge Stokes for
saparvisaon.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

^
. . . ..... . . . . . _ . . -.. ... - ... ;'^. 1,;> t _.1 i 4

F.i: ..^

^^^ ^t^ f ^ ^cl { J A^

Admi.r-isIratlve & Presa ding Judge

JOURNAA 1.Ou PAGEA30
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IN T11E^^EVELAND M^^ICIPAL COURT

FILED
}

STAT` OF OHIO ) ADMMS'f RATWE €^RV%^ 114 P 4s 10
CUYAIIOGACOUNTY ) NTOr 2014a0,05

1
^¢y+
tr.+R7

1 r f%3ti^ l ys L^{

IN REq T^^^^^ary Traiisfer ofRespons3b^ity fqr Stafius Review of ^^diAduais

Sentenced to Incaa^^erataean by the Hon®rabie Angela R. Stgkes

Responsibilgty for status rewrg^w of alI ^rimfnal defendiahts seatencedto apcra^d of sncarceration by the
Ho¢iomb€e ;€a:sxgola R. Sto^.es is hereby tomporwily transf'arruel to the AdrraWarat3.ose Jud^o ofth^
^^^^el.anr^ Mix.picPpal Caurk^ Said t¢^^sfor will be in effect only during the pondenu^ ^^the certified
coerapWnt filed aga:inst Judge Stakes Wat}a tho Sup^em^ Couct's Board of Camrabsia^^ero on Crievanoes
and Dasciplane on October 14, 2913, unlass the case is otherwise resb^vedHn the interim. The #mnsfeir is
made pursuant to atitb.orbty grmsted under Sup. R. 4(B) arzd Sup. R. 4(B)(1)b and in order to maira&ain and
enhaz^ce prablec confidence in thee^^gal system (Paragraph 1, PremblpP Csdc ofJudicgal C€sn.dtact).

The transfer is justifled for the following reas.ans;
A ceatg-fiec^ complaEnt ^ending agahss€ Judge Stokes beforethe ^'3lixo Supreme CauaVs Doeaad of
Comnilssioners on ^°irievances ars.d Discipline was gleaned ^^i appaoxiurit.t--!^y 337 allege€1-'
vioialsasns oftb^ Code rafJudici^^ Conduct presented to the ^^^r^3^sac€>;^^aarz uz^:a! 6:^^
Atl of those allegzations a;os^omed her mishandling of crasatinal ae9attdrg srid mistreatment of
pardolpants in criirainad hearings, incI^^ing defendants, witnesses, police officte,rs, p^^^eoutoas,
priyate defbnse counsel, public defenders, court peasouncI. and other members ofthe ger^erW

0 Since the oi-iganaI complaint was pa'ese¢atos3 to the Dasciplina¢^ Counsel, and continuing through
and after tds.e, omplaint's certification by tim Board, nearly 100 additaorta,€ wrattagi incidentrapests
have been received by this affica alleging similar problems Ix^voCving tbt Judgeps handling ofb^
pers.onalesirrainal dockoi,

The coutt continues t€a average one to two new ethics complaints ^Onst Judgp 3tsa^^s per week>

f'oxa^inga'esolrad€sn of th^ 00-Tts^^d cQmplaiutg sao a^^aa^ ^:^tea^s status a'ey«,ws staa:l be amducted by
Judge S$rrkes>

IT IS SO QRDERED;

tj
9' i,,-4« -r f

^ {.

............:.
: :.,,:,., ,.:...: _.....

^.JOUR#^AL416 PAGE Q....,
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^ TPM C.^^^^^^^^^^ MUNICIPAL COURT

FILED

STAT^ OF OFHO ) ^^^^ISTRA°I'IVE 01M^^ 114 p 4- 1 ^1
CUYAHOGA COTJN`I'Y ) ^a'^Oo 2014--006

^ ^A1,^ .
^F C4€lg7

^ a^^

^N REe TEMPOR4,R^ INCREA^^ IN CIVM CASE ASSIGNMNTS TO'^
P ERSONAL DOCKET OFT^^ HONORABLE ANGELA % STOKES

Due to the tempom^ ^sfer of 0 calzreina; i-nattm as^^^ed to the personal docket of

the Honorable Angela R. Stokes, Ceratral SdhedulanR as hereby ordered to adjust the
random r^raw oz case- assipments as #"o1lows.

1. ^^^^^t to Adxa^^^^trative Order 2034-003, and until Rrffiex admMig.;Ytrative
ordorr Judge St^kes is ordered removed from tbe co}xrtPsrandom drgw of crim5^^l
misdcsza^mogg minor niise^emeano:r and taffic cases.

2: D^^ to the #empormy ^awfex of al.l criminal, quasia^riminal and traffic matters
from Judgr» StokesF personal docket, ^^ntm1 sob^duIln^ is ordered to adjust the
civi^ random draw to increas'^ the percmtaRe of civil cases assigned to ludRo Stokes,
unti.l.further admibastz°a-^ive orcier;

In addition, Judge Stokes iscontanuall;^ assigned to Particular Session One as ^^llawse
two weeks on, fbilow^d by oz^e week cafft be;Rinain.g the week of Marcli 24,2014, w^^b
the ^^^^ cogaplaant fded ^^ the Board of Commissioners on ^^^^es and Dfscapline is
pending agWa^^t her in the OMca. Supreme CourL

IT IS SO ORDEF ED;

;.^^ ^ . f .

t s "'^ 2 f'`
) , 3

. --...,:.. .._ ...,,... . . ... ._._....._......... •__.___....-.y_...........:._

Adreian:astrat^^e & Pre3iding Judge

JOU f^^AL416 k^A6E 4
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IN THE (fL;^^E'LA^^ MUNICIPAL COURT

^
$ # }^, f

.11^

_

^ d ^v'^

_ < vt
_^"s.,^4.E w ^T*^^` ^.-i'h 3q ..1's..? ^-. z^s.3.J^v ,EÎac4R f £^'

0. <..̂ t3 p!^ 0 T^I;,

L€c.23_£< r m^2 # s ^^ „t^f^Ens 3fa£^S ^t SE ip a^^i ^•'e3£ ^^3C ¢ th sfgi E^Bwt ass^

rll.v s3:,t kLwt,.

^^ maU^^ ^ame on fa^ heuzng on the coua^^s Adnt^^stra+ave Da^^^^,

Upon .#bll regiew a^^^ due c^^idm^^on, ^c motaoxa is ^^^^^ ^ MOOT.

IT IS ^^ ^^ELE. L3,

^f3..f..+ J S 4 F,l^ . E V 4 G..7 ,. y^^ ^ 4
1^^5^ 'l ^'^4 3 'C:^^.-}w.....^......,.5......v.....'w>' _ ' ^S .......-..f...-.. . .. ` .^^ r_

A43xnbri^trallv^ ^ pxess`;Ung Judge
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IN'F^E (.'JJ^VE^^^ WJMCIPAL COURT

STATE OF 01110

^^ YAI-.IOGA COUNTY

IN REs

^•,,5 ^l ^. ^ ^ ,
^ ,,._.^.^n 4•"^-^

^•f^
'r.$ .
^^ ,.....

Physical Reta^^^^al o^^^ ^^ndii^^ Crimin€alMi^^emeaxior, ^ 'E .^'^.fnor
M^^^^^eati€s^ ^nd Tnffi^ Matters Cuar^^t^y ,P^^igned to the Perioa^^l
Do^^^^^ ^^the Hz^^^ra^^^ Anget^ IL Stokes for Review, Tempos°ary T3ransfer
andP¢^^ Reass€gament

Pursuant to the ^^cdves fowd bn Achninistxatflve Orders 20.14-W3.„ 2014-004 and 2014-£505,

the Clerk and Central Sebedulfa^^ Office are instructeai tas =ezciv alt due dilgge,^^^ to phy;sicall3r
a'eii.i^^^ ^ crimaflxal mi9^^^eanor, creminal m.%nex misdera^eanor and tra^'a^ case files currently
assigned to the personal docket nfs and in the custody of the Noiaoe'able Auge1.a R Sgokes,

Ifzll due di7igerx^e falL^ to ^^^^e the files, the C^^rk- is directed to canstructz duplicate fi^^ for
tho ^oud's use.

IT IS 80 ORDERED. 1'" 4 E ^s^^ ##

VU";'s^^;^^^,

+jur111 416. ^AGE 43q



App. H



CLE'^^LA^ MUS^^^IP^L COURT
>^udacial Dava^^^^

^^^er-Of^^^ Correspondence

TO4

FROM:

DATE:

Hram Angela R. Stokes

Hon. Ronald B. Adrinc
Adm3risarat3ve & Presidinghad.ge

Maxch 143 2014

.^ ; Tempor€axy Tz°^^^^^^ ^^^^^^onsabflity for All Criminal Mlsd'emeaa^^^^ ^^^r
Misd^mean®r and Trafric Matters Appeaa°aa^ on the ^^^sonal D€scke# of the
HonarabIe Ange1a R. Stokes

Judge:

Please be in.fons.^d that, ptaxsuant to authority granted to -dxe Adrilui.stmtive Judge by RA(B) ancl
K4(B)(1) of the Rul^s of Supctatatond^^^e for the Co^s of Ohio, I 1avb issued tho atfached
Adenanistrativu Orders temp^raily traxes'ferrgng r^sponsibglity for oversight, rvhew ancl
disposition of aU crimiradF quasi--^.^%mina1 and tmffi^ matters a^pmrlng on yaua personal d^cket.
This includes mafters previously ^^sol^^d and placed on probation andthose arnd^ ^ento-Ace of
fnaucera.tlon. The just^^cation for tWs action is set forffi in the attached s^^imin%str^^^^ ^^ders;

'Me transfer was effective upoai thojzaumkdizatica^ of the aforementaoned. Astmini^tratlve Orders

and VA'I1 continue onJ.y uutil such time as the ^^^^^ complaint pending against you before the

Board ffi^Comerissloner^ on ^^^^^m and Dgs^^plinc is resolved in the Supieme Couxt of

Obio.

While the Administrative Orders uc in effect, Central SchDduks'ng is undex iixs#naction not to
assa^ any new criminal ^^^^anor, cximinW minrrmisdemeanor or traffic, cases to your
pmonal docket.

ln ada,lgtiort,. wUe the Adnas^^irati^e Orders are in place, all cases assigned to your personal
dmlCet will bu cavil. Central Scheduling is tmdox instpxctiQn to increase the ^^^entage of civil

cases assigiied to ;^o-a in order to stabilize your caseload during this geiod and yo-a are hereby
nofil_aN' of an increase in your assigr^^ent to Particular Session One mitaI the cedilled complaint
pandin- against you 1^efo*^ the Board of Commassgoners on ChAcva..^.ces and Discipline is

Please be informed that your access to all of the noted files assianed to you before the issuance

of these orders is now embar^^^ while the transfer is affected. Recognizing thaa. you may

require access to some criminal, eluasi-osa^^nal andfox traffic matters in oTder to assist in ttio

preparation of your response to the cczlified complaint, please be ixfo med that access inay be



obtained thmugh the office of the AdministogFve Jt3dgewhiIe the Admin.€straa^e Orders of
& ransfc-e are in

Tb^ yot^ in ac^vance for yoa.r cor^perat^om

RBAx=

,^^^^nts

«W. A,ssoci^tc, Judges
Bak B, T=w, Clerk of ^^^
^^^^^^ Managers
Vietar Perez, ^^ef Prsssecutor$ City of Cleveland
Robert Tobl% Cuyaho^ County Public Defb^der
David C,̀=olis Intmim CommisSioner, ^e-vt of City of C1evo&md
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§ 4502 Organization and jurisdiction of Stapreme Court

(A) The Suprem. e Court shall, wtil sstherAdse provided by lawx consist of seven judges, who shall
be known as the c^^^^ ^^^^e and justices. In case of the absence or disability of the chi^^justices
the ,^^idge having the period of longest total service upon the court shafl be the acting chief
jwstice. If any member of the court shall be unable, by reason of illness, disability or
disqualification, to hear, consider md deQide a cause or causes, the chiefjustice or the acting
ch^eflusta^e may direct any,^udge of any court of appeals to sit with the judges of th^ supreme
court in the p1^^^ and stead of the absent judgeo A majority of the Supreme Court shall be
necessary to constitute a quozun.i or to render a jaadgmen:t..

(p)(1) 'f'h^ Sijy^^em^ Court shall have original jurisdiction i-n the fsallo^g.

(a) Quo warrmto;

(b)maradamus;

(^) Habeas corpus;

(d) Prohibition;

(e)Procedendo;

(f) In any cause on review as may be ^^^^^^^^ to ^^^ complete determination;

g) Admission to the^ractice €^^^aw, the discipline ^^pc.r^ons so admitted, ax€d all other matters
relating to the ^^actice of law.
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RULE 36. Designation of Ts^•1€al Attorney; Assignment System,

(A) Designation of trial Attss^^ey. In civil cgses tl^o attOrrreY whct is to try the case
sliall be dcsig¢iaIcd as #rial attorney on all pleatlingso Ih criminal cases, except felonies, tho
attornev who is to try the case, ijpon being retained or a.ppointcd3 shall no4ify the court (hat:l;.e or
she is the trial attorney by filing a written statcmcnt with the clcrk of the ccurt,

(8)(1) indlvldua,l assignmcnt systeara. As used in tIicsc rulcs4 "ind`avidda,l a.sss`gnmcnl
sys^f;rs'y means the system in which, uIsrsta the filihg in 6r transfer to t$ e om:rt or a divlsi,Dn ;«f the
cour#, a case immcdlately is asslgncd by lot to ajud^^ of the dlvision, who becomes primarily
responsil3°e for thc dctcrmi,nation of every isst€c artd procceding in the cas^ ^jitil its tcrmination=
All prcliniin^;ry rrsaltcrs, encluding rc.qucsts for eontin.aa.nccs, shall be submltted for dispositiosa to
the jndge w wh;,m the c-ask, bas been a:s.sigopd or, if the agsigncd jaadge. is ninavail^l^le, to the
admingstra:ti',•c fi:dic. T.bc indi Yridua: asslgnxncnt system ensures a11 of tbc fdllcwarag;

(a) Judicial acc€^untabilityfrsr the processing o#"in.dlvidual cases;

(b) Timely processing of cases tlir€stagb prompt judicial control over cases and the
pace of litigation;

(6) Random assignment ofcascs to judges of the division through an objective and
impartial sys#ern that erisiures the caluitablo digtributit3n of cases between or aainohg the judges r^f
the division.

(2) Each multi-judge gcneral, domestic relations, and juvenile division of the court of
corramcn pleas shall adopt the Iflidividual assignr.ne.aat system for the asslgnmcnt of all cases to
judges of Ib.€ devision, Each multijudge municipal or county ptaurt shall adopt the indNidual
a:sslgn3-ncnt system for the assignment of all cases to the :ludges)f th,3t court, except as cthcnvise
provided in division (C) of this rulc. Modifications to the indi;1:dua.l assignment system may be
adopted to provide l`cr the redist€'ibutioii of cases invclvingg the same c;rirnireal defendant, parties,
faniily members, or subje.ct-ma'ttcr. Any e-nodificatians shall satisfy divisions (I3)(1)(a) to (c). of
thismlc and be adopted by local rule o('couato

(C) Assignment system. lti each multi-judge municipal or co^^nty court, cases may bc
assigned to an ind3vidiia3 judge or to a partpcLilaa- session of court pursuant to the following
system:

(1) Partlcula.i° sesglons A particular session of court is one in which cases are
assigned by subject cEttcgQry rathc3• thaai by the individual assignment system. The following
subject categories shall be disposed of by partict¢lar session:

(a) Civil cases in which a motion for dcfaultjudgaracnt is made;

(b) Cr3rn3na.l cases in wlait;h aplca of guilty or no contest is cntcrcd;

(c) Initial appearance in criminal cases;



(d) Preliminary hearings in criminal casesy

(e) Criminal ^^scs in w}lic}i an immediate trial is coiidtFcted upon initial appearance;

(0, Small ci^^^s cases;

(g) Forcible entry and detainer cases in which the right to trial by jda-y is waived or
not demanded.

(hl ). Cases where a party. has made application to, or has been accepted into, a
sp^^i'alized cz.r-urt or docket.

To guarant^^ a fair and eqiaal d^^tribu^on of cases, a judge who is assigned a case by subject
maitt.r P:.u:^^antto Sup. R. 36(B)(2), or by virtue of a specialized court or docket piars^ant to Su.^.
R. 36rC?(`t)(h), may request the adia^inastrati:ue judge to reassign a ^im^lar case by lot to anothe3•
judge in that multi-judge common pleas, municipal, or county court.

(2) Assignment. CaSes not subject to a:gsignas^On^ ^n 4 pMli^^lar Session shall be
assigned tasid^ the individual assig¢iir^ent system. Civil cases shall be assigned under. d'ivasion
(C;)(2):of't^^s trale wheia ^^^ aiiswer is filed or when a i.ao^lohF othczthan one for s^efhY:ft ^udcgments
is filed. Criminal cases shall be assigned under divis€dn ^^^^^^ of this rule when a plea of not
guilty is entered:,

(3) Ottratioti of as^^gnment t0 P^^tictilar sessia^n9 The admii^istrati^ae judge sbaI1
equally apportion pailicu1ar session assipmenis among al1 judgese Ajudge shall not be assigned
toa part3^^lar session of court for ^^^^ than two consecutive ^^e.k;s:

(D) A^^^^^^ent of reCled casesa In any i9^stance where a previously filed and
dismissed case is refiled, that case shall be reassigned to the judge originally assigned by lot to
hear it unless, for good cause shown, that,,jucige is precluded from hearing the case.

(E) Assign agsent-^^ew judicial pQsitionso After the date of election, but prior to the
first day of the term of a new judicial position, the administrative judge of a court or divisiori
through a random selection of ^^d^:p ng cases shall equitably ^eassiVi cases pending in the court
or division between or aniong the J€€dges of the court or division and shall create a docket similar
to a representative docket. Reassignment shall be completed in a manner consistent with this
rule and may exclude. criminal ciis^g and cases sched-oled l'ar trial. Ar^^ matters arising in cases
assigned to the docket for the new judicial position prior to the date on which tbejud^^ elected to
tbitt pQsition takes office shall be resolved by the administrative judge or assigned to another
judge.
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RULE 25. Disability of a dusig^

(A) Duringtrtai, If for a.r3y reason the judge before whom a jury^ trial has commenced
is unable to proceed with the irial, another judge designated by the administrative judge, or, hl
the case of a single;Judge division, by the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Ohi.o, may
proceed with ^d finash the txial, upon certbfying ir the record that he has faanBfiari^ed himself
with the record of the trlal. If s.uc.h other judge is satisfied that he cannot adequately famala"arize
himself with the reQord, he may hn his discretion grant a new tridlo

(B) After verdict or finding of guilt. If for any reason the judge before whom the
defendant has been tried is unable to p^rfonn the duties of the court after a verdict or finding of
guittg unother ,^ud9e ^iesi,^a^ated. by the a^ii^inas^t^tive ,ju^i,^e; or, in the case of asira,^i&:,^^xdge
di3 ision, by the Chief Justice 6f the Supr^i-ne Court of Ohio; may perform th^sp- diities. If such
ot^^erjudge is satisfied that h.e cannot perform those duties because he did not pres:de at the trial,
he may in his discretion ^rant a new trial.

[Effective: July 1, 1971]
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§ 4905 Other powers of the Supreme Court

(A)(1) In addition to a other powers vestdd by th^s article in the sEila^eme court, the supreme
court shall have general sqperPn^ender^^^ over all courts in the state. Such general siap^rintending
power shall be exercised by fne chaefjustzce in accordance with rules promulgated by the
Supreme Court.

(2) The Supreme Court shall appoint an adntlnlstrative director who shall assist the ch^ef Justi^^
and who shaH serve at the pleasure of the courte The compensatlofli and d-utfles of the
aclr:anl:strative director shall be determined by the court.

(3)'I<'^^ chiefj^^^icw or acting chief,^^stice, as necessity arises, shall assign any judge of a court
of corunon pleas or a division thereof temporarily to sit or hold ^o-urt on any other court of
common plea:^ or division thereof or any court of appeals or shall assign any judge of a court of
appeals #emporarily to sit or hold ^^^^^ on any other court of appeals or any court of common
pleas or division thereof a.nd upon such ^^^I'gtiment said ,judg^ ^hall serve in such assigned
capacity ^^^il the ^erminati^^i of the assigmuent> Rules may be adopted to provide for the
temporary assignment of^udges to sit and.hold coiirk in ,^^^^? couit establgshed by law.

(B) The ^uprexr^e court shall prescribe rules ^overring Dract%ce and procedi^^^ in all ¢^^^^^ of the
state, wh ch rules shall not abridge, enlarge, or modif^ any substantlve rag_,hL Proposed rules shall
be filed by the court, not 1^^^^ than the fiPc^enth day of January, wgththe clerk of each house of
tki.^^ ^onera.l Assembly dur::.g a :egular session thereof, and Amendments w sud'; proposed
ru1es may be so filed not than the first day of May in that session^ Such rules shall take
effect on the following first day of July, unless priorto such day the General Assenibly adopts a
concurrent resolution of d:isapproval. All laws in conflict with such rules shall be of no further
force or effect after such rules have taken effect.

Courts may adopt ad.dztgonal rules concerning local practice in their respective courts Whz^h are
iiot inconsistent with the rules promulgated by the supreme court. The supremb court iaka.^ InAe
rules ¢a reqWre uniform record keeping.for all courts of the. state, aiid shail make rules goveming
the admission to the practice of law and discipline of persons so admitted.

(C) "I'he chiefjustice ^^ .th^ Supreme Co^^ or any judge oA that court designated by him shall
pass ^pon t-he disqualification of any judge of the courts of appeals or «^ou^s of common pleas or
dlv:sion, ther^^f. Rules rnay be adopted to provide for the heargng.of disqualification matters
involving ,jaidges of ^oLirts established by law.

(Amended, effective Nov. 6, 1973, SJR No,30. Adopted May 7, 1968.)



App. M



'1901e^^ Clerk of ^^urtp

The clerk a.nd deputy clerks of a municipal court shall be sclected, be ^ompe^,.sated, give bond,
and have powers and duties as f-ollows;

(E).1"he clerk of a municipal couil may do all ofthe following; administer oaths, take. affidavits,
and issue executions upon any judgment ^endered i-n the court, iiieluding a j-udgment for unpaid
cosas; issue, sign, and attach the seal of the court to all writsz process, subpoenas; and papers
issuing out ofthe court; and approve all bonds, sta^etiesF r^co^^zancws; and undertakings fixed
by any^ud^^ of the court or by law> The clerk may refuse to accept for filing any pleading or
paper submitted for filing by a person who has been found to be a ^^xatious lita^^^^^ 'drider
se,tion 232 " 52 ot ^^^e Revis^d Code and who has faile.d to o:^tain leave to px^^^ed under that
se.i:^rs. The clerk shall do all of the fdllowin^^ file and safely keep all journals, records, books,
and papers belonging or appert€^^^^^ to the court; re.eord the promedings of the ^ourt; perform
all other dut^^s thAt the judges ^^^^ court may prescribes and keep a book show^^g all receipts
aild disbursera^ents, which book shall be open for public inspection at all times>

The clerk shall prepare and maintain a general index, a docket, and other records that the court,
by j-ule, requiresg all of which shall be the public records of the coum In thedocke^ t h^ clerk
shall effter, at the time of the commencement of an action, the names of the parties in fuf l$ the
names of the counsel, and the nature r^^the proceedings. Uiider proper dates, the clerk shall note
the filing of l^e.complaint, is^^^g of sur.^^^ons or other process, ^et:arn,s and any subsequent
pleadings. 'I`lic cleak also shall enter all reports, verdicts, orders, jud^ents} mid proceedings of
the court, c1ear1y sgecifvina the relief a;^nt;. d o-^^ ord^^^ madein each actas3n. The couflt may order
an extended eecord of any of the above to be made and ^^^^ered, under the proper actioia h^adings
ii^on the docket at the request of any paay to the case, the expen^^ of which record may be taxed
ag costs in the case or may be required to be prepaidby the party deflnanding the record, upon
order of the €^ourt,
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Section 5ae Interim Remedial Suspensionr

(A)(1.) Motione Response. Upon receipt ot'substantaal5 credi.ble evidence
demonstrating that a Justice, judge, or attaa^^^^ has coinxr€itted avlolation of tbc Code of Judicial
Conduct or Ohio Rules of'Professflonal Conduct and poses a substantial threat of seri^^^ ^^in to
the publlc; the Disciplinary Counsel or appropriate Certified Grle4aance Coi^inlttee4 which shall
be referred to as the relator, shall do both of the following:

(a) Prl'orto -filirzk; a motion for an iiiterRm remedial susperisi.on, make areascnal^^^
att^:mp1 to provide the Justic e, judge, or attorney, who shall brt referred to as the respandegit$ with

rioL^^^, whicl3 may includ.e rac3tice by telephone, that amotion requesting an order for an interim

reniedial stispensian will ^e filed wlthTla^ Supreme Courte

(b) File a motion wltlt the Supreme Coiu-t requesting that the Court order an interim

remNdlal fi^^^enszon. The l".1=:sclpllnary Counsel or aAl?rapriate Certified Cirzdvar3.^e Committee
shall include, in its motion, proposed findings of t"act4 proposed conclusions of laW; and crothefl•
information in support raf the r^q-uested order. Evidence relevant to the requested order shall.be
attaclxedto or filedwith the motion. The motion may incltide a request for an immediate, interim
remedial suspension pursuant to Rule XIV, Section ^(C) of the Riales of Practice of the Supreme
Court of Ohio, The motion shall include a certificate detalliiig the attempts made le+yth.e relator to
provide advance notice to the r'espond.e-at of the relator`s intent to file the niatiran^ ',(`he motion

a;so shall include a certificate of service on. the respondent at the most recent address provided

by the respondent to the attorney registration office and at the last address of the respondertt

1^own to the rebatax, if diff^^ent.

(2) After the filing ot''a motion for an interim reinedlal suspension, therespo:^^ent

may file a memorandum opposing the motion in ar;card^^^^e witlzRu.le XIV, Section 4 ol=•'the
Rules of Practice of the S-upr^^^ Court of Ot:iio. The r^ospond.ent shall attach to or file with. the

r^^^moxand^^m any rebuttal evidence.

(B) Order. tIpon, consideration of the and any mear3orand^ ^^poslng the

motion, the Supreme Coi.irt may enter an interim remedial order immediately suspending the
respc3r:dento pending final daspositlon ol"'diselplinary proceedings predicated on the conduct
threatening the serious harm or may order other action as the Court considers, appropriate. If
Ireqizelsted by the relator, the Supreme Court may ordcr an ^m-niediape iitteilrn remedial
suspension, prior to r^ceipt of a is^emorandum opposing the relatoi's motion, p^^^ua^^ ^o Rule
XIV, Section 4(C) of the Rules of Practzue ol`'t^^ Suprer^^ Court of Ohio. If ari order is, entered

pur^uasat to this division, an aLtomey may be appointed pursuant to Section 8(F) of this rul.e:to
protect the lfliterest of the suspended attorney's clients.

(C)(1) Motion for Dl^solutiran or Modification ot'tltae Suspenslqsn. The respondent
may request dissolution or modification of tlie order of s}.ispenslon by filing a motion with the
Stipreme Court. The motion shall be filed within tlilrty days of entry of the order imposing the

suspension, un`ess the respondent first obtaiiis l^a-ve ot'th^ Supreme CourL to file a rnotlon
beyond tlBat tlme. The iraot^^^ shall include a statement and all available e^v:dera^e as to why the
respondetit ^io longer poses a substantial tlireat of serious harin to tle publico A copy o:l'the

motion shall be served by the respoiident on the relator. `t'he relator sball have ten. days from the
date the motion is iled to file aresponse to the rnotion, The Suprer^^e Court proniptly shall



review the mo`€on after a response has been filed or after the time for fillrng a response has
passed,

(2) ln addition to the motion allowed by division (^)(1) of this section, the
respondeiit ffiay fil.e a motion requesting disso3ution of the lnterim remedial suspension order,
al le gl^g that one huixdred eighty days have elapsed since the vntr^ of the order and the relator
has failed to file with the Board a formal complaint pred.lcatedon the conduct that wast&ae basis
of the ardor. A copy of the motlaai sha1 be served by the respondent on the relator. The rela^^^
^hO have, ten days from the date the motion is filed to file a response to the msstion, The
Supreme Cau-tt promptly shall review the motion after a response has been filed or after the time
for filing a response has pass^ed<

^^^ Procedure. The Rules of Pi'ac:ti^^ of the Supren^e Courk of Ohio shall apply to
:inttirim rernedial suspension proceedings fiied pursuant tothis section.

(E) Duty of Clerk on Entering Order, Upon the ent^ of an order suspending or
reinstating the respondent pursuant to this section, the Clerk of the Supreme Court shall maal
oer^ified copies of tl^c order as provided in Section 8(D)(1) of this rti:le.
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^^01a031 D.^^^^^^^^ ^atio:^ of nau^icipal or county court judge m
affidavit

(A) If ajudge of a municipal or county court allegedly is interested in a proceeding pending
bexbre the judge, allogedly is relal;ed to or has a bg^s or prej uds^e for or ^gagn^^ a party to a
proceed°a^g pending before the _judge or to ^ parVs counsel, or allegedly csfherwase is d.isqualified
to presideir^^ a proceeding pending before the judge, any party to the proceeding o.r :d'z^ party9s
couns^^ may file an affidavit of di^quali^cati^n with the clerk of the couft in which the
proceeding ispending.

(B) A.n. affidavit of dfsqua.tificatiora shall be filed under this section with the clerk of the couA in
wliich the proceeding is pending not less than seven calendar days before &m day on which the
n.ext he^^g in. the proceeding issched.uled mxd sball include all of the following:

(1) ^^^ specific allegations on which the claim of interest, hias, prejudlce$ or disqualification is
based and the facts to suv-oort each of those all^gat€onsj

(2) TAa^-. j ^^rat^^a notary public or atiotl:aer person authorized to administer ^^ths or affirmations;

(3) A cert€fic-ate indicatingthat a copy of the affidavit hm been smed on the judge of the
muAl^^pal or county court against whom the affidavit is filed ara.d. on 01 other parties or their
^ouiisel;

(4) The date of#h.e next sebedu&ed: hearing in the proceeding or, iftherc is no hear:lr3g scheduled,
a statement that therc: is gio hearing scheduled.

(C)

(1) Excqpt as provided g-n division (C)(2) of this section, when an affidavit of disqua1€^^ationas
presented to the clerk of a municipal or county court for filing under division (B) of this section,
the clerk shall ^^iter the fact of the filing on the docket in ^hat proceeding and shall provide notice
of the filing of the affidavl.tt^ one of the ^`s^llovVinge

(a) The presldd3.ngjud^^ of the court of common ^^eas of the county;.

(b) If there is no presiding judge of the court of common pleas of the county, a judge of the court
of common pleas ofth^ county.

(2) The clerk of the municipal or county court in which a proceeding is pending shO not accept
an affidavit of disqualification presented for fi1^g under division (B) of this sectlon. if it is not
timely presented for filing or does not satisfy the requ^em^^it^ of divisions (13)(2)y (3), and (4) of
this section.

(D)

(1) Except as provided an divisions (D)(2) to (4) of this s^^on, if the clerk of the municipal or
county cou-rt iin which a proceeding is pending accepts an affidavit of disqualification for filing
under divisions (B) and (C) of this section, the affidavit d^pnves the judge of a municipal or



county court against whom tJh.^ ^^^^dava^ was filed of any authority to preside in the proceeding
amtil the judge who was notified pursuant to division (C)(1) of this ^^^^^n rules on the affidavit
pursuant to divislon. (E) ssl'thi^ ^^ctior€.

(2) A jxadge of a municipal or county court against whom an affidavit of d'€srluall-ficatlon has been
filed m^^^ divisions (B) and (C) of this section may preside in the proceeding i $ based on the
scheduled hearing date, the affidavit was not timely filed,

(3) A judge of a municipal or county ^ou^^ against whom an af-fidavzt of disqualification has been
filed under divisions (B) and (C) of this section may d^^^^e a mattcr that does not affect a
substantive right of any of^^ pmtiese

(4) If the clerk of a innniclpals^^ ci::un^^ court accepts an affidavit of disqualification for filing
under dlvislons (B) and (,(.;) of this section, if the judge who is notified pursuant to division
^^^^^^ of thissectio€^ of the filing of the af^davitof dlsquall^catlon dbm^^ the affidavit ^^suant
to divi^ion (E) of this section, arid 1f5 after the denial, a second or subsequent affidavit of
disqualification regarding the same judge andth^ same proceeding is fi1ed by ^^ same party
who filed or on whose behalf was filed the affidavit that was dengedoa by counsel for the same
^^ who filed or on whose behalf was filed the affidavit that was denied, the judge of a
municipal or county court against whom the ^^ondox subsequent affidavit is filed may preslde
in the proceeding pr.i€^^ to the, ruling, by the judge who is notified pursuant to division (C)(l) of
this sectlor4on the fteond or ^^ibseqaaent affidavit pursuant to division ^^^ of this sectlon,

^^ if the clerk ^^^ municipal or county co^irtaccept^ an affidavit of disqualification for filing
under division (B) and (C) of this section and if the judge who is notified ^^uant to division
(c)(1) of this section of the filing of the affidavit ^^^ermlnes that the int^^est,1<+1a^, prejudice, or
disqualification alleged in the affidavit does not exist, the judge who is so notified shall issue an
^ntry denying the affidavit of dis€^ual1fi^^tion. If the judge who is notified pursuant to division
(C)(1) of this sectioii of tkac filaxig of the affidavit determines that the interest, bias, prejudice, or
disqualification alleged in t1-te affidavit exists, the judge who is so notified shall issue ^^ entry
t h^t dl^quala^^s.the judge aga^^twhom the affialava^ was filedfrom presiding in the p.^^^^ed1ng
and designat^ ^other,^ud^^ ^^^ernunicipal or countycougy or of the wur€ ^^^^mmon:^leus to
presid^ ^n thW pioceedi^^^ in place of the disqualified judges

Effective Date: 11-^20-1 996
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RUIIE 6. Time

(A) Time: computation. In computing any period of time prescribed or allowed by
these rules, by the local rules of any cgtErty by order of court, or by any applacable statwej the day
of the act, event, or default #rvni which the designated period of time begins to rura shall not be
included. 'Flie last day of the period so computed sha(1 be inc1uded:, uatless it is a Saturday, a
Sunday, or a legal holiday, in which event the period runs until the end of the next day which is
not a Saturday, a Sunday, or a legal hotlday. When the period csft.he prescribed cir altowed is
less t1^anseven days, iratermed.iat^ Saturdays, Sdndays; and legal liol'ada^^ ^hafl be excluded in the
computat1:oii0 When a publac office in which an act, required by law, ruleA or order ot`cc^urt, is to
be pert"or¢raed is closed to thd public for the entire day wh%ch constitutes the last day for doing
such an aot, or before its usual eJosing time on such day, then such act may be performed on the
next succeed.lng day which is not a Saturday, a Sunday, or a legal holiday.

(B) T am.^^ exteinslon. When by these rules or by a notice given thereunder or by
order of court an act is requle^^d or alzowed to be done at or within a speclfied time, the cdur t for
cause shbwra may at aiiy tlraae in its discretloda (1) with or without motion or jiotice ordor tlte
period enlargcd i ,f request therefor is i-nade before the expiratgon of the period aiiginalty
prescribed or as extended ^y a previous order, or (2) upon motion made ^^^r the expiration rrf tl^e
.^peciflcd period perirfllt the act to be done where the #aIluEre to sact was the result of ^^cu able
neglect; but it may eiot extend the tlene for taking any action under £ 1v:R 513^), Cav.P.. 5^^(B)y
CNR 59(13), arid Civ.R. 60(B), except to the extent and under the condl#1'aias stated in t;liem.

(C) T4me: motldns. A written motion, otber than one which may be heard ex parte,
and notice of the hearing th l eresst'shall be served not latei• than seven days beibre the time frxed
for the hearing, unless a differcrat period is fixed by these rules or by order of the court. Such an
order may for caLise sbown be made on ex parte applica.^^ori. When a motion is supported by
^^fidavat, the affidavit shal3: be served with the motion; and, except as othef-wlse provided ari
C1v,R. 59(C), opposing affidavi1s may be sero;ed not 1ater than one day before the hearing, utiless
the court permits thein to be served at some other time.

(D) Time: additional time after servlce by mail or commercial carrxerm^ervice.
Whenever a party has the right or is required to do scs^^e ac-t or take some proceedings within a
prescribed period after the service of a notice or other document itpon that party and the notice or
paper is served upon that party by mail or commercial carrier service unddr Clv.l`-i.. 5(13)(2)(c) or
(d)s three days shall be added to the prescribed period. "1'has divlsloll does not apply to responses
to service of summons under Civ.R. 4 through C1v.R. 4.6.

[Ef"feotlve: Jtil,r 1, 1970; amended effective July 1, 1978; July 1, 2012.]
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2733.01 Proceedings against a ^ersonm

A civil action in quo ^wanto may be br,ought in the name of the state:

(A) Against a person who ustups„ intrudes into, or unlawfully holds or exercises a public office,
civil or military, or a franchise, ^idiin this state, or an office in a corporation created by the
authority of this state;

(B) Against a public o-fficer, civi1€^r military, who does or suffers an act which, by law, works a
forfeiture of his officex

(C) Against an association of persons who act as a corporation watbin this state without being
1^gaUy incorporated.

Eff^^^^^ Date: 1:0w01x1953
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Sactioea 7. Mental Illness Suspension; Standard; Findings; Exarnelaatlons Deity of
Clerk; Tarmana.taor..

(A) Definition. "Mental illness" has the same meaning as in division (A) of sectiola
5122.01 afthe Revised Code.

(B) Mental Illness Suspensaogir

(1) After an answer has been filed or the time for answer has elapsed, the Board
foat..hwlth shall ^ert1fy acompla.lnt to the Supi•eme Court afeitl^^r o#"tl^e following applies:

(a) The complainty answer, or other subsequent pleading alleges mejital 13l^iess that
substantially impairs the ability of the attomey to practice law and is supported by a^ertified
copy ol:`ajoumal ed.t€•y of a court of comnpeteiit jurisdiction ad,j-ud.l'catl^g mental illness:

(b) After an ^xamRnatioei as pravfded in division (C) of this sectaon, the Board finds
an existing me-ntal illness that substantially impairs the ability of the attQrneyro praetlce law.

(2) Upon reccipt of a^ertitaed coniplalnt pursuant to division y;Rj(l; ot'this section,
the Supr^i-ne Cotirt may suspend the respondent froni the prac;ice of law>

(C) Examination.

(1) The Board or hearing panel, on lts awrs motlan or motion of either party, fnay
order amt<dgeal 6r psychiatric examination of the respondent ifaliher of the following applies:

(a) i'he complaint, answer, or aa,ysuhsequent pleading a&leg . es ex3sti^g mental llliiess
that substantially impa.ixs; the ability of the a.tt^^ey to practice law but is unsupported by a
journal entry of a court of conilsetentjurlsdlctaons

(b) Mental illness that substantially impairs the ability ot'ilie att¢^^ey to practice law
otherwl^C is, plaeed in. 1ssue.

(2) The medical or psychiatric axamlaiataon of respondent shall be conducted by one
or more pliyslclans designated by the Board or hearing panal. The fisidings of the physlclari or
physicians shall be prQsanted to the Board or bear:ing. panel as evidence and made available to
both parties. If the results of the examlna#1o3i are contested, the hearing panel shall si3hmlt its
fi-ndin^s of fact and conclusions to the Board`

(D) Board Review. It, after reviewing the report of the hearing panel, the Board
concludes the recard establishes that the respondent sijffers from mental ill3iess tlbat substantially
impairs the ability of the attomey to practice laws the Board t`ort^iwith shall certify the complaint
to the Supreme Cgtatt. The Supree^^ ^^^urt may suspend the respohdent from the practice of law.

(E) Duty of Cl!erk on Eutei•l^^ Order. tIpon the enti-y of an order suspending
respondent for mental illness that substantially iinpairs the al•Sillty of the attomey to practice law,
the Clerk of the Supreme Court sball mail ^ertlfied copies of the order as provided in Sactio.a.
8(D),(I) ofthls. rule and shall change the reg3stratiori oa respondent to inactive status. The order
shall not be published but shall be amat#^^ of public record.

(F) Tennlnataono A suspensiori under this sectiat) niay be terminated on applicatiort
of the respondent to ttie Board and a showing ol`.^^^oval of the cause for the suspension. The
termination of'the suspension shall be certified 13y the Board to, and af, rined by, tlla SLipreme
Court.
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RULE 4.01. Powers and Duties asl'Admlntst.rative Judge.

An adminaslratsv^judge of a^^urt or a division of a court shall do all of the following:

(A) Be responsible for and exercise coeitral over the administration, docket, and
ca,leiidaa- of the court or division;

(B) Be responsible to the Chief Justice of the Supreme Ccaort in the dlschaa`ge of the
administrative jtidgePs duties, for the observance of the Rules of Sdperlhtendence for the
Cotarts of Ohio, and for the terrninatloix of all cases in the.^^urt or division without undue
delay and in accordance with the time gdldelenes set forth in Sup.R. 3 9,

(C) Pursuant to Sup.R. 36, assign cases to laidlvidual judges oftlie court or division or
to pa3iels ofjudges of the court in th^ ^^urt ofappealSp

(D) In municipal and courity courts, assign cases to particular sessirsns pursuant to
Sup.R. 36;

(^) Require timely and accurate reports from each judge of the c-ourt or division
concerning the ^tatus of liidl^^dua.lly assigned cases and from judges and court personnel
concerning cases asslgned to particular sessions;

(F) Timely file all a.deraliiis€ratlve judge reports requlred: by the Case: Management
Sec#ioFi of the Suprpm^ ^ouilp

(G) Develop accounting and auditing systems within the court or division and the
office of the clerk of th:, court that ^^isure the accuracy ar3d completeness of all required
8'ep85YisR

(li) Request, as necessary, the assignment of jtis^ges to the court or division by the
Ch1efJustlce or the preszdix^^jtidge afthe court;

(1) Admlrilster personnel policies established by the court or division;

(J) Perfnrin other duties as required by the Revised Code, the Rules of
Superintendence of the Courts of Ohio, local rules of the court or division, or the Chief
Jtastace,

(K) Perform any other duties in furtherance of the responsibilities of tlle
adrriinistrative judge.



CERTdFICATE OF ^^RV^^E

A copy of the foregoing Amended Memorandum i n Support of Writs of Quo

Warranto, Mandamus and Prohibition has been mailed, postage prepaid this d ay

of March, 2014 to:

The Honorable Ronald B. Adrine
13515 Drexmore Road
CleveIand, OH 44120

Respondent

The Honorable t^^^^l M. Jasper
3708 Edgehifl Drive
CIevelar€dY OH 44121

Respondent

^,,^.-

^^h^rd C. ,^l . k€re (^€024$°^6) ,
Dean Nieding (0003532)
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