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L INTRODUCTION

The instant original action, a Complaint in Que Warranto, Mandamus and Prohibition
with Affidavit of The Honorable Angela 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 Adminisirative Orders and an Inter-Office Correspondence issued by the
Adminisirative and Presiding Judge of the Cleveland Municipal Couet, The Honorable Ronald B.
Adrine (hereinafter “Judge Adrine). See App. B-H. These Administrative Orders and Inter-
Office Correspondence, in effect, prevent Judge Stokes from exercising any further judicial
responsibility in connection with criminal misdemeanor, minor misdemesnor, fraffic matters,
pending probation matters, matters invelving 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 chambers involving pending criminal misdemeanor,
criminal minor misdemeanor and traffic matiers 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
‘ihe‘ custodian.

Recause such orders have as their explicit basis the pending Certified Complaint filed
against Judge Stokes and alleged written Incident Reporis, none of which have been presented
contemporaneously with their receipt or otherwise to Judge Stokes, Judge 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)(1Xg) of the Ohio Constitution (App. I} and a
usurpation of the role of Judge Stokes and the Board of Commissioners on (rievances and

Discipline of the Ohio Supreme Court (hereinafter “The Board”™) in connection with the pending

ol
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disciplinary matter, which was instituted, in part, by J udge Adrine who filed the initial grievance,
giving rise to the pending Certified Complaint. In addition, because such Orders ignore the
requirements of Sup.R. 36 (App. J) and CrimR. 25(8) {App. K}, which Judge Adrine must
follow in connection 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 all courts of Ohio pursuant o Article IV, Section 3(B) of
the Obio Constitution. (App. L) Finally, because such orders restrict Judge Stokes™ access to
case files assigned 1o her, they usurp the authority of the Cleveland Municipal Court’s Clerk of
Courts under R.C. 190131E). {(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.

18 STATEMENT OF THE FACTS

O March 14, 2014, Judge Adrine, Administrative and Presiding Judge of the Cleveland
Municipal Court, issued Administrative Order Nos. 2014-003, 2014-004, 2014-005, 2014-0086,
3014-007 and 2014-008. (Affidavit of The Honorable Angela R. Stokes, para. 3)1 {App. A)
These Orders all concern 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) |

Tudge Stokes has been 3 Cleveland Municipal Court judge since Decémber 1995, at
which time she was elected to serve an unexpired term, Thereafter, she has been continuously

clected to three successive six year terms beginming on Januwary 2, 2000 and most recently

Yrereinafier reference to this Affidavit and its attachments shall be cited as “Stokes Aff, para. " or “Stokes AfL,
v S
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January 2, 2012, Since Judge Stokes’ admission to the bar in 1984, and during her tenure as a
judge, no previous disciplinary matters had been brought against her. (Stokes Aff, paras 1-2,
10)

On October 14, 2013, a Certified Complaint was filed before The Board brought by
Relator, Disciplinary Counsel. (Hereinafler, “Certified Complaint™) Thereafter, on December 6,
2013, an Answer was filed on behalf of Respondent Judge Stokes in the discipline case. The
Answer denies each and every allegation of misconduct asserted against her. {Stokes AfY, paras
G, 12)

Consonant with Count Seven of the Certified Corsplaint (where Relator requests the
Roard to order a psychiatric examination of Judge Stokes), Disciplinary Counsel moved for a
prehearing psychiatric examingtion 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 issued ﬁFebruary 18, 2014. {Stokes Aff, Ex. I} As partofits
rationale denying the Motion, the Panel indicated that various matiers brought to its attention,
and which are part of the allegations in the Complaint, did not demonstrate facts or
circumstances compelling the conclusion that Judge Stokes was mentally ilt as that term 18
defined under the applicable rule. {Stokes Aff,, Ex. [}

Tt is also noteworthy that no procedure has been undertaken to seek an interim suspension
duc to mental illness or any other reason. This procedure is available to a relator where
substantial credible evidence demonstrates that a judge poses a substantial threat of serious harm
to the public. See Gov. Bar R. V, Section SA, Interim Remedial Suspension. {App. N)

Between the time of serving the Notice of Intent to File the Certified Complaint and the

present, defendants have filed four Motions to Disqualify which have been ruled upon by the
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then Presiding Judges of the Cuyahoga County Court of Common Pleas pursuant to the authority
granted them under R.C. 2701.031 (App. O), three through counsel and one pro se. These cases
inclade City of Cleveland v. Frank Petrucci, Case No. Case Nos. 2013 TRD 065646 and 2012
TRC 050939; City of Clevelond v. William Baeslack, Case No. 2013 CRB 038243, City of
Cleveland v. Rowan Hayes, Case No. 2013 CRB 017219; and City of Cleveland v. Robert W.
Downing, Case No. 2013 TRC 016088, In each of these matters, when ruling upon Affidavits of
Disqualification, the Presiding Judges denied the same, thereby permitting Judge Stokes to
continue presiding over them and held that the record was devoid of bias or prejudice. (Stokes
AfT, Bxs. K-M)

Subsequent to these rulings of the Presiding Judges of the Common Pleas Court and the
Panel denving the prehearing Motion for Psychiatric Examination, the Cuyahoga County Public
Defender filed z Motion on March 7, 2014 secking io have Judge Stokes removed from all
criminal matters in which the Public Defender was involved. In Administrative Order No. 2014~
007, Respondent Judge Adrine ruled that such Motion was denied as moot {in light of the other
Administrative Orders issued on March 14, 2014, 2014-003 through 2014-006, 2014-008).
{Stokes Aff, Exs. A-F)

Since such Motion was ruled upon in less than seven days, Judge Stokes filed her
response timely pursuant to Civ.R. 6(B) (App. P) on March 17, 2014. (Siokes Aff, Ex. H)
When a similar request was made in October 2013, Judge Adrine correctly pointed out that he
did not have jurisdiction to rule on that request, but rather, it had to be brought before the
Cuyahoga County Court of Common Pleas or to the attention of the Ohio Supreme Court.

{Stokes AR, Ex. H, p. 2, Ex. A thereio)
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Thus, without affording Judge Stokes a reasonable opportunity to respond {o the pending
Motion of the Cuyahoga County Public Defender, Judge Adrine, in his capacity as
Administrative and Presiding Judge of the Cleveland Municipal Court, issved the
aforementioned Administrative Orders.

n effect, these Orders accomplish a de facio suspension of Judge Btokes from any
judicial activities associated with her criminal docket, thereby precluding ber from presiding
over the Project Hope docket,” and further, unfairly and inappropriately, increase her civil and
Session One assignments in violation of the dictates of SBup.R. 36.

1t should be noted that the grievance, giving rise to Disciplinary Counsel’s investigation
of Judge Stokes, was brought by Tudge Adrine within days of her re-election to the 2012 term
which she currently is serving. (Stokes AfT, para. 8 Further, Judge Adrine supplied an
Affidavit in connection with Disciplinary Counsel’s attempt io cause a prehearing psychiatric
examination of Judge Stokes. In apparent retaliation in what can only be described as a personal
vendetia by Judge Adrine, he has chosen to impose an interim disciplinery and/or mental illness
suspension upon Judge Stokes in connection with all her criminal, guasi-criminal and traffic
matters while her aforementioned Disciplinary Complaint remains pending.

Tn this regard, the first scheduled hearing dates for the disciplinary case have been set for
September 22, 2014 through September 26, 2014, (Stokes Al Ex. J) In the meantime, the
parties are permitted to engage in discovery pursuant to the Ohio Rules of Civil Procedwre. On
December 24, 2013, Judge Stokes issued Interrogatories and Requests for Production of

Decuments, Becords and Things to Relator Disciplinary Counsel to which no response has been

? project Hope is a special docket regarding rehabilitation for female prostitution offenders. J udge Stokes’
involvement in that docket is a subject of the discipline case.

&
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forthcoming. Upon receiving responses to such discovery, Judge Stokes intends to depose
certain witnesses to prepare for her defense in the discipline case.

In the meantime, the purpose of Judge Stokes’ Complaint herein is to restore her to her
capacity to act a5 a judge in the Cleveland Municipal Court until such time as The Board has
performed its responsibilities under Gov, Bar R. V and this Court has, in turn, performed its
responsibilities under Ohio Constitution, Article 1V, Section 2(BX1)g), the regulation of the
practice of law in the State of Ohdo. Respondent Judge Adrine’s Administrative Orders and
inter-Office Correspondence usurp and intrude into the exercise of Judge Stokes’ public office
and is an exercise of judicial power in violation of Article IV, Section 2(B{(1Xg), as well as
Section 5(B) reposing in the Ohio Supreme Court exclusive authority io prescribe rules
governing practice 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. Finally, insofar as Jodge
Adrine’s Orders restrict Judge Stokes’ access to case files originally assigned to her, they usurp
the authority and duty of the Clerk of Courts of the Cleveland Municipal Court pursuant to R.C.
1901 318,

In short, the alternative Writs sought by Relator Judge Stokes will serve to restore Judge
Stokes to the full duties of her office by preventing Respondents from presiding over her cases
{guo 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); prevent Respondent Judge Adrine from exercising the duties and
obligations of The Board and the Ohio Supreme Court in connection with the discipline of the
members of the bar, including judges (prohibition); prevent Respondent Judge Adrine from

ysurping such powers and duties, as well as ignoring the Orders of the Presiding Judges of the
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Cuyahoga County Court of Common Pleas, returning at least four cases 1o Fudge Stokes for
disposition {prohibition), prevent Respondent Judge Adrine from interfering in the duty of the
Clerk of Courts of the Cleveland Municipal Court under R.C. 1901.31(E) in conpection with the
duty of fulfilling Judge Stokes’ request for case files to defond herself in the discipline case and
in regard to previously assigned cases (prohibition), and compelling Respondent to discharge his
clear, legal duty and comply with Sup.R. 36 and Crim R. 25(B) in making case assignments and
reassignments, and follow the rulings of Judges Fuerst and Russo who denied Affidavits of
Disqualification in regard to four cases (mandamug).
1. ARGUMENT
A, Proposition_of Law Ne. 11 A Writ of Que Warranto fies When an
Administrative and Presiding Judge of a2 Court Unlawfully 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
Responsibilities.

R.C. 2733.01{A) (App. Q) prescribes a method by which a civil action in quo warranio
may be pursued. Such an action may be brought in the name of the state “against a person who
usurps, intrudes into, or unlawfully holds or exercises a public office...within this state.” For a
private person to pursue such matter, such citizen must be personally claiming title to the public
office. See State ex rel. Annable v. Stokes, 24 Ohio §1.2d 32, 262 N.E.2d 883 (197().

in the instant action, Judge Stokes is a duly elected judge of the Cleveland Municipal
Court, having been recently re-elected to a six year term beginning January 2, 2012. She claims
title to her public office as a judge in the Cleveland Municipal Court.

Because Judge Adrine, through the Administrative Orders issued on March 14, 2014, has
transferred all of Judge Stokes’ criminal, quasi-criminal and traffic matters and responsibility for

pending probation matters and the status review of incarcerated individuals, her judicial function
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has been uswrped and intruded upon by Judge Adrine. When Respondent Judge Mabel M. Jasper
assumed the criminal docket of Judge Stokes on March 18, 19 and 25, 2014 and Judge Adrine
did the same on March 20, 2014, they each unlawfully exercised Judge Stokes’ judicial power on
March 18, 19, 20 and 25, 2014 respectively. (Stokes Aff,, paras 7-8)

Ouo worranto applies here to prevent Respondents Fudge Adrine and Judge Jasper from
exercising any control over the docket of Judge Stokes hereinafter, and also applies to any other
judge assigned to handle her docket pursnant to the intention expressed by Judge Adrine in his
Administrative Orders.

B. Proposition _of Law Ne. 2: A Writ of Mandamas Lies When an

Administrative and Presiding Judge of the Court Fails to Follow Sup.R. 36

and Crim.R. 25(B) in Connection with the Assignment or Reassignment of
Cases to 8 Judge in 2 Multi-Judge Municipal Court.

A Writ of Mandamus ties when Relator demonstrates (1) that he has a clear legal right to
the relief prayed for, (2) that Respondents are under a clear legal duty to perform the acts, and (3)
that Relator has no plain and adequate remedy in the ordinary course of law. Seg Stute, et vel.
National City Bank v, Bd. of Education, 52 Obio St. 81, 369 N.E.2d 1200 (1877).

Here, there can be no doubt that Judge Stokes should be permitied o act as a judge in the
Cleveland Municipal Court during the pendency of her disciplinary case. As alleged in the
Complaint, the interim suspension procedure afforded under Gov. Bar R, V Section SA has not
been invoked by Relator in this matter. The rule provides in pertinent part:

(AY1} Motion; Respense. Upon receipt of substantial, credible evidence demonstrating
that 2 ... judge...bas committed a vielation of the Code of Judicial Conduct...and poses a
substantial threat of serious harm to the public, the Disciplinary Counsel of appropriate
Certified Grievance Committee, which shall be referred to as the relator, shall do both of
the following: “

{a) Prior to filing a motion for an interim remedial suspension, make a reasonable
attempt to provide the.. judge...who shall be referred fo as the respondent, with notice,
which may include notice by telepbone, that a motion requesting an order for an interim
remedial suspension will be filed with the Supreme Court.
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(b} File 2 motion with the Supreme Court requesting that the Court order an interim
remedial suspension. The Disciplinary Counsel or appropziate Certified Grievance
Committes shall include, in its motion, proposed findings of fact, proposed conclusions
of law, and other information in support of the requested order. Evidence relevant to the
requested order shall be attached to or filed with the motion. The motion may include a
request for immediate, interim remedial suspension pursuant to Rulde XIV Section 4(C) of
the Rules of Practice of the Supreme Court of Ohie. The motion shall include a
certificate detailing the attempts made by the relator to provide advance notice to the
sespondent of the relator’s intent to file the motion. The motion shall alse include a
certificate of service on the respondent at the most recent address provided by the
respondent 1o the attorney registration office and at the last address of the respondent
known 1o the relator, if different.

{2y After the filing of a motion for an interim remedial suspension, the respondent may
file a memorandum opposing the motion in accordance with Ruole X1V, Section 4 of the
Rules of Practice of the Supreme Court of Ohio. The respondent shall attach to or file
with the mernorandum any rebuttal evidence,

Obvicusly, this interim procedure has not been sought by Disciplinary Counsel in the
discipline matter. Further, when Relator sought a prebearing psychiatric examination, relief it
praved for in Count Seven of his Complaint, the Board’s Panel demied such Motion, (Stokes
AfE, Bx. D) Indeed, the Panel Order indicated that insufficient evidence has been submitied o
determine that Judge Stokes is mentally il as that term is defined in the Ohio Revised Code and
used in Gov. Bar B, V(7)A). (App. B) As such, an interim suspension based on mental illness
is not supporied by the evidence either.

As such, the procedure to suspend s judge during the pendency of a discipline niatter for
misconduet has not been invoked in the instant 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 matiers
addressed in his various Administrative Orders. It is beyond argument that his purpose for the

Orders derives from his finding that;

10
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s A ceriified complaint pending against Judge Stokes before the Ohlo Supreme
Court’s Roard of Commissioners on Grievances and Discipline was gleaned from
approximately 337 alleged violations of the Code of J udicial Conduct presented to
the Cleveland Municipal Court.

e Al of those allegations concerned her mishandling of criminal matters and
mistreatment of participants in criminal hearings, including defendants, witnesses,
police officers, prosecutors, private defense counsel, public defenders, court
persomnel and other members of the general public.

See Stokes AL Fxs. A, Band C.

Administrative Order Nos. 2014-006 and 2014-008 (Stokes Aff, Exs. D and F) are
derivative of the aforementioned three orders, insofar as they purpert to impermissibly increase
Judge Stokes® civil case assignments and Particular Session One assignments, as well as permit
the confiscation of all files within her chambers applicable to criminal matters which are the
subject of Administrative Order Nos. 2014-003, 2014-004 and 2014-005.

Insofar as the Ohio Constitution reposes in the Chio Supreme Cowrl the exclusive
authority to regulate 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, ex rel Buckv. Maloney, 102 Ohio 5t.34d
950, 2004-Ohio-2590. 809 N.E.2d 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 removal of Judge Stokes from the lottery in respect to future
criminal cases and the increase of her civil case load, such actions on the part of Judge Adrine
supplant the Olio Supreme Court’s exclusive responsibility to prescribe rules governing practice
and procedure in all courts of the state conferred upon it by Article IV, Section 5(B) of the Ohio

Constitution.  As such, it is Judge Adrine’s duty to refrain from usurping the duty of the Ohic

Supreme Court in this regard. Judge Adrine’s exercise of powers as Administrative and Presiding

il
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Judge of the Cleveland Municipal Court is in direct contravention of the power granied him
under Sup.R. 4.01. {(App. 8)
In this connection, Sup.R. 4.01 provides in pertinent part:

An administrative judge of a court or a division of a court shall do all of the following:
{A} be responsible for and exercise control over the administration, docket, and calendar
of the court or division;

& B %
{C) pursuant 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;
{13} in municipal and county courts, assign cases to particulsr sessions pursuant to
Supr.R. 36.

Forther, Sup.R. 36 provides as it relates 1o the assignment of cases to judges the

following, in pertinent part:

%% R

(BX1) Individual assignment system. As used in these rules, “individual assignment
systemy” means the systemn in which, upon the filing in or transfer to the cowt or 2
division of the court, & case hnmediately is assigned by lot 1o a judge of a division, who
hecomes primarily responsible for the determination of every Issue and proceeding in the
case until its termination.

% % %
{2} ...Fach nnulti-judge muonicipal or county court shall adopt the individual assignment
system for the assignment of all cases to the judges of that court, except as otherwise
provided in division (C) of this rade. ...
{C) Assignment system. In each multi-judge municipal or county court, cases may be
assigned 1o an individual judge or to a particular session of court pursuant to the
following system:
{1} Particular session. A particular session of court is one in which cases are assigned
by subject category rather than by the individual assignment system. ...
(2} Assignment. Cases not subject to assignment in a particolar session shall be
assigned using the individual assignment system. Civil cases shall be assigned under
division (CX2) of this rule when an answer is filed or when 3 motion, other than one for
default judgment, is filed. Criminal cases shall be assigned under division (CY(2) of this
rule when a plea of not guilty is entered.
{3} Duration of assignment (o 3 particular session. The administrative 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.
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In this regard, Sup.R. 36 requives that the individual assignment system and the
assignment systern set forth in connection with Particular Sessions apply to all judges in 2 mult-
judge municipal court.

Rule 36(C)?) states that civil cases be assigned by lot to the judges of the mumicipal
court upon the filing of the Answer and that criminal cases be assigned by lot upon a not guilty
plea,

As it relates to Pariicular Sessions, pursuant to Sup.R. 36(C)(3), such Particular Sessions
should be equally apportioned among all judges.

Administrative Order No. 2014-006 (Stokes Aff, Ex. D) directly contravenes these
subsections of Sup.R. 36, thereby coniravening the authority 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
criminal matter and increasing her load in respect to civil matters direcily violates the individual
sssignment system prescribed under SupR. 36(BY1). Likewise, unfairly and inequitably
distributing her assignment to Particular Session One contravenes Sup.R. 36(CH3).

As it relates 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 Judge Adrine’s Orders related to probation matters
(Stokes A, Fx. B) and the transfer of responsibility for status review of individuals sentenced
to incarceration. (Stokes AfF, Ex. C) If a judge is unable to perform the duties of the court, then
another judge may be designated by the administrative judge to perfonm such duties. Here,
Judge Stokes is certainly capable of performing her duties as a judge of the Cleveland Municipal

Court. {Stokes Aff, para. 10)
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It also should be noted that insofar as Judge Adrine has purporied to transfer all criminal
cases from Judge Stokes’ docket, she is now precluded from presiding over the specialized
Project Hope docket, a docket established 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 associated with it bave not yet been adjudicated in the context of the
discipline case.

Also, insofar as Judge Adrine has transferred four cases which the Presiding Judges of
the Cuyahoga County Court of Common Pleas have ruled should remain on Judge Stokes’
docket, having denied Affidavits of Disqualification, Judge Adrine is under a clear legal duty to
follow those rulings as well and not transfer those cases from Judge Stokes™ docket,

As it relates to these cases, Judge Fuerst denied Affidavits of Disqualification in
connection with Rowan Haves, supra, and Robert W. Downing, supra, finding that the record in
those matters was devoid of any bias and prejudice. (Stokes AfY, para. 16, Exs. L 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 2013,

After the Certified Complaint was filed in October 2013, two additional Affidavits of
Disqualification were filed after Judge Stokes denied Motions to Recuse, In those cases, Frank
Petrucei, supra and William Baeslack, supra, then Presiding Judge John Russo of the Cuyahoga
County Common Pleas Court again found that there was no basis to remove Judge Stokes, as the
record was likewise devoid of any bias and prejudice in those matters. Judge Russo pointed out
that the Motion of attorney Hilow in the Certified Complaint, in and of itself, was not a sufficient

basis for disqualification. {Stokes AfL, para. 16, Ex. K)
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Diespite the rulings of these Presiding Judges of the Cuyahoga County Court of Common
Pleas, pursuant to R.C. 2701.031, Judge Adrine has failed to follow his clear legal duty to abide
by those rulings, and instead, he has transferred those cases away from Judge Stokes pursuant to
Administrative Order No. 2014-003.

In addition, Judge Advine’s transfer of Rita 7. Boutros. Case Nos. 2014 CRB 004735,
2014 TRC 011087, a case pending where the Cowrt’s Ceniral Scheduling Department had set a
pretrial before Judge Stokes for March 23, 2014, 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
pretrial and to hold a hearing regarding the Motion 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 AfL, para. 19)

As set forth in the Complaint, Judge Adrine’s exercise of power as the Administrative
and Presiding Judge of the Cleveland Municipal Court is in direct contravention of the power
granted him under Sup.R. 4.01 which requires that cases be assigned pursuant to Sup.R. 36.

Further, without this Honorable Court’s grant of a Writ of Mandamus, Judge Stokes is
without an adequate remedy in the ordinary course of law to execute her duties as an elected
judge of the Cleveland Municipal Court in respect to the matters addressed in the aforementioned
Administrative Orders.

Finally, no other adequate remedy at law exists for J udge Stokes to challenge the sbuse of
powers exercised by Judge Adrine under Rule 4.01 in connection with the Administrative Orders

he issued on March 14, 2014,
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. Proposition of Law No., 31 A Writ of Prokibition Lies When an
Administrative and Presiding Judge of a Court Prevents 3 Judge of the Same
Court From Ezercising Judicial Authority Over Cases Previously and/or
Currently Assigned to Her and alse When Such Judge Restricts Her Access
to Court Files in the Custody of the Clerk of Courts,
In this regard, in order to demonsirate an entitlement to a Writ of Prohibition,
Judge Stokes must establish that:
(1) The [respondent] is about 1o exercise judicial or quasi-judicial power,
(2) The exercise of such power is unauthorized by law, and
(3) Denial of the writ will cause injury to [relator] for which no other adequate
remedy in the ordinary course of law exists.
See State ex rel. White v. Junkin, 80 Ohio St.3d 335, 336, 1997-Ohic-340, 686 N.E.2d 267, 268,
In the case sub judice, Judge Adrine, in the Administrative Orders, which are the subject
of Relator’s original action, demonstrates his intention to exercise his judicial power in his
capacity as Administrative and Presiding Judge as it relates to the assignment of civil cases;
Particular Session One assignments; the status review of probation matters on the personal
docket of Judge Stokes; the status review of individusls sentenced to incarceration by Judge
Stokes: and the retrieval of criminal misdemeanor, criminal minor misdemeanor and traffic case
files assigned to her personal docket and in her custody. Insofar as his Administrative Orders
also call for the temporary transfer and reassignment of all pending criminal misdemeanor,
criminal minor misdemeanor and traffic cases corrently assigned to Judge Stokes, his activities
are ongoing and have not been completed.
In the same fashion as explained in Section [l (B}, supra, the temporary transfer and
reassignment of these cases and the assignment of Judge Stokes to the Particular Sessions and
incresse of civil case load referenced in Administrative Order No. 2014-006 (Stokes Aff, Ex.

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

conduct in this regard should be prohibited.
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¥t also follows that because Judge Adrine has stated as his basis for Administrative Order
Nos. 2014-003, 2014-004 and 2014-005 that the transfers are justified because of the mere
pendency of the Certified Complaint, his conduct should be prohibited since it infringes upon the
exclusive responsibility of the Ohio Supreme Court in respect to regulating the bar.

In State ex rel. Buck v. Maloney, 201 Ohio 5t.3d 230, 2004-0Ohio-2590, 809 MN.E.2d 20,
denying an attorney the opportunity o practice before that court premised upon the Supreme
Court’s exclusive responsibility and jurisdiction over the practice of law derived from Article IV,
Section 2(B) of the Chio Constitution was an appropriate circumstance in which to issue a Writ
of Prohibition. Just ag in Maloney, suprg, Judge Adrine’s Administrative Orders have the effect
of preventing Judge Stokes from acting as a judge of the Cleveland Mumnicipal Court in respect to
the matters addressed in those orders.

As it relates to Administrative Ordér Mo, 2014-008 (Stokes A, Bx. F) and the directives
set forth in Judge Adrine’s Inter-Office Correspondence (Stokes A, Bx. ) regarding aceess to
court files, such directive and Order should be prohibited by the Court since it directly
confravenes the authority granted the Clerk of Courts of the Cleveland Municips! Court in regard
1o the providing of files in its custody to judges under R.C. 1901.31(E}.

Under the Ohio Revised Code section, judges are permitted to request and obtain from
the Clerk of Courts case files it is duty-bound 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 case files she requires in her

Prior to this Order and Inter-Office Correspondence, Judge Stokes, as all other judges of

the Cleveland Municipal Court were required to do, in order 1o obiain a file for a case, a judge
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would issue & Journal Entry and provide it to the Clerk of Courts. Upon receiving the Journal
Entry, the Clerk of Courts would retrieve the file and bring it, along with the Journal Entry, to
the Central Scheduling Office so that such request, retrieval of the file and provision of it to the
judge, could be docketed. Thereafter, the judge would receive the case file.

Now, because of the purported Administrative Order and Inter-Office Correspondence of
Judge Adrine, Judge Stokes will be provided no access to files temporarily reassigned and access
to those files she needs for her defense in the discipline matter only if she requests them through
the office of the Administrative and Presiding Judge. As such, these new hurdies violate the
duties reposed in the Clerk of Courts and interfere with Judge Stokes’ and her counsel’s ability to
defend her in her discipline case. Curiously, 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 hearing and prehearing activities in her discipline case. (Siokes AfL, para.
19)

Accordingly, the Writ of Prohibition lies 1o stop Judge Adrine from enforcing the
Administrative Orders and Inter-Office Correspondence so that Judge Stokes may be restored to
her duties and responsibilities as an elected judge of the Cleveland Municipal Cowrt and be able
to interact with the Clerk of Courts of the Cleveland Municipal Court without his interference.
Y. CONCLUSION

Accordingly, for the foregoing reasons, Relator respectfully requests that this Honorable
Court issue a Writ of Quo Warranio 1o Respondents, Judge Adrine and Judge Jasper, a Writ of
Mandamus to Judge Adrine and a Writ of Prohibition to Judge Adrine in all the respects

requested.
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APPENDIX

Affidavit of The Honorable Angela R. Stokes

Administrative Order No. 2014-003 of The Honorable Ronald B. Adrine

Administrative Order No. 2014-004 of The Hﬁn@réble'ﬁcnaié B. Adrine

Administrative Order No. 2014-005 of The Honorable Ronald B. Adrine

Administrative Order No. 2014-006 of The Honorable R@néﬁdE. Adrine

 Adm 'in'istfaﬁvéafdéx No. 2@1'};4@@7 of The Honorable Ronald B. Adrine

Admmistmuve Grder No, 2014-008 of "fh@ H@n@r&bke Ranaid B Adrme :

. :rlmev—()fﬁce Cm«espnndema 0’5 ’I‘he Hanorable: Ronald B. Adrine
| Artzcif: Iv, Section Z{B)(i) Ohio C@nstzmnoﬁ

“.SupR 36

(Zrnm R "'r’ﬁ(ﬁj

Amcle v, Semﬂn S(B)‘., Ohio anstzmtmn
R.C. 1901 31(E)

Gov. BerR. Y, ‘Se@ﬁ@n S5A

R.C.2701.031 |

Civ.R. 6(B)

R.C.2733.01(A)

Gov. Bar R. V(7)(A)

SupR.4.01






1IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO

STATE ex ref, THE HONQGRABLE

ANGELA R. STOKES,
: CASE NG,
Relator,
Ve _
¢ AFFIDAVIT OF THE HONORABLE
THE HONORABLE ROMALD B, ADRINE, ¢« ANGELA R STOXES
et al. :
Respondent,
STATE OF GHIO
58:
COUNTY OF CUYAHBOGA

Affiant, The Honorable Angela R. Stokes, having personal knowledge of the following,
and competent o testify thereto, deposes and says thal:
i 1 am currently an elected judge of tﬁe Cleveland Municipal Court, having begun a

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

{}hiﬂ oy 0&?&;@2}@‘3’2%19?% ........ S S e i e e e

2. Prior to my cuwrent service as judge of the Cleveland Municipal Court, T was

clected to fill an unexpired term on the Cleveland Municipsl Cowrt as a judge beginning



December 11, 1995, at which time my oath of office was filed with the Clerk of the Cleveland
Municipal Cowrt. Thereafter, I was clected to three successive six vear tenms beginning on
January 2, 2000, January 2, 2006 and, az mentioned gbove, January 2, 2012,

3. I was provided copies of Administrative Order Nos, 2014-003, 2014-004, 2014~
003, 2014-006, 2014-007 and 2014-008 by hand delivery at 4:55 p.n. on Friday, March 14, 2014
{attached hereto as Exs. A through F) by the Court Administrator Russell Brown, L, a3 well as
an Inter-Office Correspondence accompanying them authored by The Honorable Ronald B.
Adrine, Administrative and Presiding Judge of the Cleveland Municipal Court. {Bx. G)

4. | Preceding the issuance of these Orders, I was provided a hand-delivered copy of
the Cuyahoga County Public Defender’s Motion to Transfer Cases from the Deocket of Hon.
Angela R. Stokes and to Stzép the Further Assﬁgn@em of Criminal Cases to her Docket filed in
the Cleveland Municipal Court on March 10, 2014 listing Judge Adrine as the judge to whom the
Motion was directed,

5. Prior to being able to respond to such motion within the timeframe aiiowecig the
Motion of the Cuyahoga County Public Defender was prematurely and improperly disposed of
by Judge Adrine’s Administrative Order No. 2014-007, having been denied as moot on March
14, 2014, (Ex. B}

6. On Monday, March 17, 2014, counsel, on my behalf, timely filed 2 Brief in
Opposition to Motion to Transfer Criminal Cases from the Docket of Hon, Angela B. Stokes and

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

TR On March 18, 19 aod 25, 2004, 1 was prevented from dischargiing my duties i

conpection with my criminal docket. Upon information and belicf, retired Judge Mabe! M.

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



& On March 20, 2014, I was prevented from discharging my duties in connection
with my criminal docket. Upon information and belief, Judge Ronald B, Adrine assumed
espousibility to adjudicate the cases set for disposition that day and presided over them. Insofar,
25 Judge Adrine purports to reassign all of my criminal cagss, it is my belief that he will assign
himself or other judges to preside over my criming! docket in the future,

9, Prior to the issuance of the abovementioned Administrative Criers, on Octlober
14, 2013, a Certified Complaint was filed against me with the Board of Commissioners on
Grievances and Dhscipline of the Ohio Supreme Count (“Certified Complaint™).  Relator
Prisciplinary Counsel had been investigating a grievance originally brought by Judge Ronald B,
Adrine on Movember 9, 2011 which was filed just days after T was re-elected io niy term &g
Cleveland Municipal Coutt Judge beginning Janusry 2, 2012,

10, lam presently in good standing with the baz, and | have never beex disciplined by
the Ohio Supreme Court for my conduet 85 a judge or attorney. | am capable of performing my
duties as a fudge of the Cleveland Municipal Cowrt.

11, While many of the matiers raised in Judge Adrine’s grievance did not become
part of the formal allegations of the Certified Complaint, many did, including new matters first
brought to my altention in a Notice of Intent 16 File the Certified Complaint served upon me by
Disciplinary Counsel in July 2013, preceding the probable cause determination and subgeguent
filing of the Certified Complaint.

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

“Drecember 6, 2013, denying that T have commitiod any missonduet refated in the mansss mised i~

ihe Certified Complaint.



13. On January 7, 2014, Disciplinary Counsel moved for a prehearing psychigtric
examination when he filed Relator’s Motion for Peychiatric Fxamination Pursuant to Gov. Bar
R. V(7)C). The Motion was supposted, in part, with an Affidavit of Judge Adrine. Through
counsel, this Motion was opposed on January 3 i", 2014. Thereafier, the Panel, through its Order
of February 18, 2014, denied the Motion. {Ex.])

14, The Certified Complaint is scheduled for hearing beginning on September 22,
2014, (Ex. I}

15 Inthe stated, purported justifications for the transfer of cases in connection with
Admiﬁistréﬁve: Order Nos. 2014-003, 2014-004 and 2014-005, Judge Adrine mentions “nearly
100 additional written incident reports” and an allegation that “the court continues to AVEIEEE one
any of these purported ineident reports or ethics complaints to me for response or otherwise,

16.  Since the Notice of Intent to File the Certified Complaint against me was served
in July 2013, four defendants in matiers then pending before me had sought to TOqUre my
withdrawal from their cases after I denied their Motions to Recuse and indicated that I have been
and will continue to be fair and tupartial. In each of these matters, upon the filing of Affidavits
of Disqualification, the Presiding Judge of the Cuyahoga County Court of Cormmon Pleas denied
suich requests for disqualification refusing to overturn my previous rulings and found that the
record was deveid of any bias and prejudice. (Bxs. K - M) In City of Cleveland v. Fronk

Petrucei, Case Nos. 2013 TRID 065646 and 2012 TRC 030939; City of Clevelond v, William

Bapslack, Case No. 2013 CRE 038243; and Cliy of Cleveland v Robers W, Devwning, Casg g

2013 TRC 016088, the Affidavits of Disqualification were filed by private counsel. In City of

Cleveland v. Rowan Hayes, Case No. 2013 CRB 017219, Mr. Hayes appeared pro se. Each of



these cases has been temporarily reassigned pursuant to Judge Adrine’s Administrative Order
No. 2014-003, thereby contravening the Orders of the Presiding Judges of the Cuyahoga County
Court of Common Pleas permitting me to continue presiding over these cases, {Conseguently, {
have been prevented from presiding over these matters.

17. 1 have besn prevemted from discharging the duties and responsibilities of my

office as an elected judge of the Cleveland Municipal Court with respect 10 criminagl

‘misdemeancr, criminal minor misdemesnor, traffic cases, probation matters, my rosponsibility

for the status review of individusls sentenced to incarceration and my presiding over the Project

Hope docket {the cowrt’s rebabilitation program applicable o female prostitution offenders),

These cases have been transferred and will or have been reassigned in violation of law, Sup.R.
36 and Crim R, 2508,

18.  Further, in conpettion with Administrative Order No. 2014-006, [ have been
removed from the random diaw of criminal misdemeanor, crimingl minor misdemesnor and.
traffic cases in contravention of Sup.R. 36 and I have inequitably been provided additional civil
cases also in contravention of Sup.R. 36.

12, Asitrelates to my access to files assigned to me before the Administrative Orders
wete issued, pursuant to Judge Adrine’s March 14, 2014 Inter-Office Correspondence, such files
are now “embargoed while the transfer is affected.” Judge Adrine goes on to state that 1 may,
however, require access to such files to assist me in preparing my response to the Certified

Complaint and that I may obtain them only through the office of the Administrative Judge. This

“directive i troublesome and (egal for two scparate reasons: First 4w it relates 1o st Jeast om0

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

which was randomly assigned to me pursuant to the individual assignment system prior io when



this transfer occurred, and which was filed by the same attormey involved in Pefrucci and
Baeslack, para. 16, supra, I am unable to rule on the Bowfros Motion 1o Hecuse, with the first
Pretrial having been set for March 25, 2014, Judge Adrine’s Administrative Chrders prechude me
from responding fo this Motion, prechude me from making 3 record in regard 1o it or otherwise
discharging my duties with respoet to this matter. 1 do not waive my right to demonstrate that I
am neither biased or prejudiced in regard to the parties in Bowiros matter. ¥ has adways been the
case, since [ have been on the bench, that Jjudges in the Cleveland Municipal Court sign a Joumal
Enwry to directly request crimingl files from the Clerk of Courts that are not assigned fo that
day’s docket. As custodian of the files, the Clerk of Courts retrieves the files which are then
provided to the Couﬂ’s Central Scheduling Office with the Journal Entry to be journalized. At
that point, the file is then deli-véred to the judge. Second, Judge Adrine’s directive conceming
matters necessary for my response to the discipline case places him between me and the files to
which { am entitled, presenting an unreasonable and inappropriate burdle to my defense, Judge
Adrine is interjecting an additions] bamier o my access to nocessary information. As such,
while oglensibly Judge Adrine is providing me resiricted access to files necessary 1o my defense
in the disciplingry matter, he is providing me no access to files necessary to discharge my
responsibilities as » judge in the Cleveland Municipal Court with respect o matters assigned to.
me, such.as the Bowtros Motion to Recuse. Further, the restricted access through J udge Adrine’s
office to oblain files necessary for my defense in the discipline matter places the grievant (Judge

Adrine} into the disciplinary process intruding on my and my stiomey’s work product and



28, Further, since March 24, 2014 1 have been “continually” assigned to Particular
Session One in an inequitable fashion as it relates to the other judges of the Cleveland Municipal
Court in contravention of Sup.R. 36, (Bx. 1)

21. My ability to discharge the duties and responsibilities of my office has been
intruded upon and interfered with by vistue of Adminisirative Order No, 2014-008, insofar as the
Clerk and the Central Scheduling Office have been “instructed to exercise all due diligence to
physically retrieve all criminal misderseanor, eriminal minor misdemeancr and traffic vase files
currently assigned to the personal docket of and in the custody of The Honorable Angela R.
Stokes.” (Ex. F)

22 My ability to discharge my duties and responsibilitics a5 an elected Cleveland
Municipal Court judge bave been usurped, interfered with and intruded upon by virtue of the
aforementioned Administrative Orders and Inter-Office Correspondence directives promulgated
by The Honorable Ronald B. Adrine, Administrative and Presiding Fudge, on March 14, 2014,
{Exs. A — () In addition, my ability to discharge my duties and responsibilities a3 an elected
Cleveland Mundeipal Court judge are also being usuped, interfered with and intruded upon by
anyone following the aforementioned Administrative Orders and Inter-Office Correspondence
directive, including employees of the Cleveland Municipal Court, Judge Mabel M. Jasper, the
Clerk of Courts and/or employees of the Clerk of Courts and any other judges,

23, s clear that the issuance and execution of the Administrative Orders {Exs A~
F) operate as a de facto suspension of me from my judicial duties without baving been afforded
no interim suspension has been sought or obtained, and vet, I am being prevented from presiding

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



sanctioned mie and allowing the Administrative Orders to stand would continue to permit Ahim 0
sanction me without the procedures guaranteed me under Gov. Bar R V having been concluded.
As such, Jodge Adrine has improperly assumed the Supreme Court of Ohio’s exclusive power
and duty o regulate the practice of law conferred upon it by Article IV, Section 2(B¥1)(g) of the
Ohio Constitution.

24, T have no other available or adequate remedy at law to allow me to avoid and/or
redress injury and o resume the duties and responsibilities conferred upon me by my office as
Judge of the Cleveland Municipal Court, as explained above, but for the obtaining of Wriis of
Cuo Warranto, Maﬂdamm and Prohibition by viriue of my Complaint to which this Affidavit is
attached.

Further, Affiant sayeth naught.

- 4 g } Lo
The Honarable Angels B Stokes
Judge of the Cleveland Munigipal Court

)
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INTHE CLEVELAND MINNICIPAL CO :
CIED

) : : b } ]
STATE OF OHIO ) apmvnusTRAHVE biDER
CUYAHOGA COUNTY ) N:2014:003 L 0T

) “{leRi e COURT

)
INRE: Temperary Travsfer and Reassignment of il Pending Criminal

Misdemsanor, Criminal Miner Misdemesnor and Tralfic Matters Carrently
Assigned {0 the Honorable Angela R, Stokes

Responsibility Tor all criminal misdemesnor, criminal minor misdemesnor and traffic matters currently
assigned 1o the personal docket of the Honorsble Angela R. Stokes is herehy transferred to the
Administrative hudge of the Cleveland Municipal Court, for review andfor pending temporary
reassigiment.  Any such transfers and temporary reassignments will be in offect enly dwing the
pendensy of the certified complaing filed sgainst Tudge Stokes with the Suprome Court’s Board of
Commissioners on Grievances and Discipline on Ootober 14, 3013, snless the transferred cass is
otherwiss resolved in the interim, The transfore are made pursuant to awthority granted usder Sop. R,
4B} anxd Sup. B, 4(BY1), and in order 1o maintzin and enhanes public confidence in the Jogal system
{Paragraph 1, Preamble, Code of Judicial Conduct).

The ransfery are justified for the following masons:

e A sertified complaint pending sgainst Judge Stokes before the Ohio Supreme Cowrt’s Board of
Commissioners on Grievances and Discipline was glesned from approzimstsly 337 alleged
vislations of the Code of Judicial Conduct presented 1o the Cleveland Municipal Court,

+ Al of those allegations concerned her mishandling of criminal muatters sod mistoeatment of
participants in oriminal hearings, incloding defendants, witnesses, potice officers, prossoutors,
private defense coungel, public defenders, court personnel and other members of the gencral
public.

+  Binee the original complaint was presented to the Disciplinary Counsel, and continuing through
and after the complaint’s certifiostion by the Board, nearly 100 additional written incident roperte
have been received by this office alleging similar problems involving the Judge’s handling of her
personal oriminal docket.

= The court continges to average one o two new sthics complaings against Judgs Stokes per week,

Pending resclution of the centified complaing, no additional eriminal misdemeanor, minor misdemeanor or
traffic matters areto be aseigned to Fudge Stokes.

ettt R o € Hﬁﬁ{}{}«%{iﬁﬁgﬁﬁ .

e

B, Adrine
Administrative & Presiding Judge

Exhibit A
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IN THE CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT
FILED

)
STATE OF GHIO ) ADMINISTRATIVEESRBRE: P w10
CUYAHOGA COUNTY ) NO. 2014-004: i sé:;s:;{;.iaé,gcﬁﬁm’
) “CLTRN BF CBUNT
. #5
)
M RE: Temporary Transfer and Status Review of sll Probation Matiers on the

Personsl Docket of the Honorsble Angela R, Stokes

Responsibility for the snipewisian of all criminal defendants currently maingined on probation on the
personal docket of the Honorable Angela R, Stokes is hereby wansfarred to the Administrative Judge of
the Cleveland Munivipal Court, for status review and/or possible temporary reassignment.  Suid transfer
end teraporary reassignments will only be in effect during the pendency of the centified complaing filed
ageinst Judge Stokes with the Supreme Court’s Boird of Commissioners on Grisvances and Discipline on
Oetober 14, 2013, unless 2 oase is otherwise resolved In the Inderim, The transter iz made pursuant 1o
suthorify granted under Sup. K. 4B} and Sup. R. 4BY1), snd in under 1o maintals and enhance public
confidencs in the legal system (Paragraph'1, Preamble, Code of Judicial Conduct).

The transfer is fostified for the Sllowing ressons:

® A certified complaint pending against Judgs Stokes before the Ohic Supremes Court’s Board of
Commissioners on Grievances and Discipline was gleaned from approximately 337 alleged
violations of the Code of Judicial Conduct presented to the Clevelsnd Municipal Court,

e Allof those allegations concermed her mishandling of crimina! matters and mistreatrment of
participants in criminal hearings, including defendants, withesses, police officers, prosesutors,
private defense counsel, public defonders, couwt persormne] and other members of the general
pubiic. :

»  Bince the original complaint was presented to the Disciplinary Counsel, and continuing through
and after the compleint’s certification by the Board, nearly 100 sdditional written incident reports
have been received by this office alleging similar problems involving the Judge’s handling of ber
personsl criminal docket,

e The court continues to avernge one to two new sthics somplaints against Judge Siokes per week,

Pending reeclution of the certified complaint, no probation matters shall be sssigned 1o Judge Stokes for
wpervision,

IT IS 50 ORDERED. A

A

............. ) %i/}% j:zf;;ag B ( }\{;«;JU S AN

Ronald B. Adring A '
Advainistrative & Presiding Judge

Exhibkit B
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IN THE CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT
FILED

)
STATE COF CHIC } ADMINISTRATIVE CORBER b @ w1l
CUYAHOGA COUNTY 3 W 20’144}{}:5& - . ‘). ‘4, WAL LOURT
3 e ARLE Uﬁh\ 7
% ‘{?K fz EOURT
}
I RE: Temporary Trapsfer of Responsibility for Status Review of Individuals

Sentenced to Incarcerstion by the Honorable Angels B. Stokes

Responsibility for status review of all criminal defondants sentenced to 2 period of incarceration by the
Honorable Angela R. Stokes is hevely tormporarily transferved to the Administrative Judps of the k
Cleveland Municipal Court.  Said transfier will be in effect only during the pendeney of the certified
complaint filed against Judge Stokes with the Supreme Cowrt’s Board of Commissioners on Grievances
and Discipline on Gotober 14, 2013, dnless the cass isotherwise resnlverd in the interim, The ansfer is
mapde pursuant to authority granted under Sup. R, 4(8) and Sop. R. 4(BX1), and in order to maintain and
enhanee public confidence in the legal system (Paragraph 1, Preamble, Cods of Judicial Conduct).

The wansfor is justified for the fllowing ressons:

o' A certified somplaint pending againat hudge Stokes befors the Chio Supreme Court’s Board of
Commissioners on Grievances and Discipline was gloaied fom approdimately 337 alleged -
violations of the Code of Judiclal Conduct presented o the Cleveland Munigipal Court,

e Al of those sllegations concerned her mishandling of criminal matters and mistrestment of
participants m criminal hearings, including defendants, witnesses, polics offfosrs, prosecutors,
privaie defense counsel, public defenders, court persorne] and ather members of the general
public.

»  Since the original complaint was presented 1o the Disciplinary Coungel, and contiming throagh
and after the complaing’s certification by the Board, nearly 100 sdditional written Incident reports
have been recebved by this office slleging similar problems involving tha Jodge’s handbing of her
personal criminal docker,

¢ The court continues to average one 1o two new ethics complaints against Judge Siokes per week,

Pending sesalution of the certified complsing, no incarceration status reviews shall be conducted by
Judge Stokes.

IT I8 80 ORDERED.

T);‘B‘ff‘“ % /{Z Lf ’}ozf? ! Qf

Adnums‘iranve & ?msndmg Judge

Bxhibit C
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IN THE CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT |
FILED

)
STATE OF OHIO )  ADMINISTRATIVE OHBERS 1u P & 10
CUYAHOGA COUNTY ) NO. 2014-006.... ... .+ vustipAL GOURT
"""" EARLE B TURNER
) L FRk OF COURT
) T #4

B HE:. TEMPORARY INCREASE IN CIVIL CASE ASSIGNMENTS TO THE
PERSONAL DOCKET OF THE HONORABLE ANGHLA R. STOKES

Due to the teraporary transfer of el criminal matiers assigned 1o the prrsonal docket of
the Honorable Angela R, Stokes, Central Scheduling is bersby vrdered to adjust the
random draw of case assignments as follows:

1. Pursuant to Administrative Crder 2014-003, and wntil further sdministrative
order, Judge Stokes is ordered removed from the cowt’s randorm deaw of crininal
misdemenansy, minor misdemeancr and affic cases.

2. Due to the temporary transfer of il ceiminal, guasi-eriminal and tvaffic matters
from Judge Stokes” personal docket, central scheduling is erdered to adinst the

- civil random draw to increase the percentags of civil cases assigned o Judge Stokes,
umtil forther adminisivative order,

in addition, Judge Siokes is continually assipned to Particulsr Session One as follows:

twe weeks on, followed by one week off, beginning the week of March 24, 2014, while

the certified complaing filed with the Board of Commissioners on Grisvanses and Discipling iz
pending against ber in the Ohio Supreme Court.

IT I8 8¢ ORDERED,

Datey . ’erii; 02(2 ﬁ"j

Exhibit D
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INTHE CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT

)
STATE OF OHIO )
CUYAHOGA COUNTY ) L
) &
R
) -
INRE: Cuyahoga County Public Defender’s Motion fo Tranafer ste@*ﬁmﬁha

Bocket of Hon. Angels R. Stokes and to Stop the Parther Assigament of
Criminal Cases to Her Docket o o

This matier came on for besring on the cowrt’s Administeative Docket,

Upen full review and due consideration, the motion is DENIED as MOOT.

IT IS BO CROERED,

C , | * Ronald B. Adone
Administrative & Presiding Judge

Bxhibit B
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IN THE CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT

)
STATE OF OHIO ) T
CUYAHOGA COUNTY )
) m
=] e
INRE: Physical Retrisval of all Pending Crindnal Misdemsanor, Oricinal Minor

Misdemeanor and Traffic Matters Corrently Assisned fo the Personal
- Docket of the Honorable 4ngela R. Stokes for Revxew, Temporsry Transfor
and/or Reassipnment

Pursugnt to the directives found in Administative Orders 2014-003, 2014-004 and 2014-005,
the Clerk and Central Scheduling Offes are Instructed to exercise 2l dus difigence to physically
retrieve all criminal misdemeanor, oriminal minor misdemesnor and traffic case Gles currently
assigned to the personal docket of, and in the custody of, the Honorable Angels B Stokes,

I alt due diligence falls to retrieve the files, the Clerk is divested 1 construct 4 ditplicate file for
the court’s use.

1T I8 80 ORDERED,

ate; Bj ?t“f !J@M .

e A
Admindstrative & Presiding Fudge

Exhibit ¥
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CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT
Judicial Divizion
fnter-Office Correspondence

T Hon. Angela R, Siokes . (\}1’
FROM: Hon. Romald B. Adrine R “”*\“\ il

Administrative & Presiding .}’u{ige

BATE: March 14, 2014

RE: Temporsry Transfer of Responddbility for Al Criminal Misdemesnor, Miner
Misdemennor and Traffic Matters Appesring on the Porsonal Docket of the
Heunorable Angela B, Stokes

Judge: |

Please be informed that, pursuent to suthiority granted to the Administutive Judge by RA(B) and
RA{BY 1) of the Rules of Superintendence for the Couris of Ohie, T have issued the stinched
Administrative Crders emporarily transferring responsibility for oversight, review and
disposition of all criminal, quasi-criminal and traffic matters appearing on yowr personal docket.
This includes matters proviously resolved and placed on probstion and those under sendence of
incarceration. The justification for this action is set forth in the attached Administeative Orders.

The transfer was effective upon the journalization of the sforementioned Administrative Orders
and will continue only wnt! such time 25 the certified complaint pending sgainst you before the
Board of Commissioners on Grievances and Diseipling i¢ resolved in the Suprems Court of
Ohie.

While the Administrative Orders are in effect, Central Scheduling is under instruction not to
assign any new criminal misdemeanor, criming! minor misdemeanor or traffic cases o your
personal docket.

In addition, while the Administrative Orders are in place, all cases assigned to your personal
docket will be civil. Central Scheduling is under instruction to increase the percentage of civil
cases assigned 10 you in order to stabilize your caseload during this petiod and you are hereby
nutified of 8 increase in your assignment bo Particular Session Ons unti] the certified complaing
pending against you before the Board of Commissioners on Gnevames annd Driscipling i3
............ o T —

Please be informed that your access 1o gll of the noted files agsigned to vou before the issuance
of these orders is now smbargoed while the transfer is affected. Recognizing that you may
require access o some criminal, quasi-criminal and/or traffic matiers in order to assist in the
preparation of your response to the certified complaint, please be informed that access may be

Exhibit ¢



&
obtained through the offics of the Administrative Judge while the Administrative Orders of

transfer are in effect,

Thank vou in advance for your cooperation,

BREA omy
Altachments

g Associale Judges
Harle B, Turner, Clerk of Cougt
Prepartment Mansgers
Victor Perez, Chief Prosecutor, City of Cleveland
Rohest Tobik, Cuyshogs County Poblic Defender
Dravid Camroll, Interbo Conumdssioner, Dept, of Correciions, City of Cleveland
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IN RE: ‘

! J;" 1 m ,’:'::: "“E
Wy iR 1 ?*ifg THE CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT

CUYAHOGA COUNTY, OHIO

Defendants in Criminal Cases. JUDGE RONALD ADRINE
Assioned tothe Docket of
The Honovable Angela R, Slokes

|8 introduction

in sn unprecedented move, the Public Defender has chosen to draumvent R.C.
2704.031 regarding the digquaﬁﬁcaﬁon of municipal judges. In support of his Motion to
Transfer Gréminéﬁ Cases from the Docket of Hon, Angsla R Stokes and 1o Stop the
Further Assigniment of Criminal Cases o her Docket {"Motion to Transfer”), the Public
Defender cliies paragraphs in a Complaint filed against The Honorable Angela R. Stokes
before the Board of Commissioners on Brievances and Discipline of the OUhlo Supreme
Court, in part arising from a grievance filed by Judge Ronald Adrine.

While citing selected paragraphs of the Complaint, the Public Defender falls fo

note that the Complaint has been answersd and alf allegations of misconduct have

Further, while citing the fact that a Probable Cause Panel allowed for the Formal

Complaint to be filed, such finding in no way is & finding of rmigconduct, While Judge

Exhibit H
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Stokes is sure that the Public Defender relies upon the legal maxim that an accused is
innocent until proven guilty, apparently such maxim does not apply 1o Judge Siokes in

the mind of the Public Defender.

in any event, because Judge Adrine Is obviously bissed and prejudiced in

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

Judge Stokes to a psychiatric examination, which was denied, he should not have ruled
o this Méﬁen o Transfer.

Consonant with ‘Judga Ad rinefs refusal io allow for due process, he has
prematurely ruled on the Cuyahoga hauniy Public Defender’s Motion to Transfer Cases
from the Docket.of Hon. Angela R, Stokes and to-Stop the Further Assignment of
Criminal Cases to her Docket through an Administrative Order No. 2014-007 filed on
March 14, 2014, altached as Ex. D. This Motion was filed on ‘March 7, 2014, and
pursuant to Civ.R. 8{C) Judge Stokes should have been afforded an opportunity to

respond 1o it at least within seven days of iis having been filed, Notwithstanding this

within seven days of the Motion having been filed.

Additionally, because this Motion to Transfer is nothing more than a sublerfuge to
avold complying with the mandates of R.C. 270,031, It should be deniad. When a
sinilar request was mads 1o Judge Adrine in Oclober 2013, he comrectly pointed out that

bbbb rather, it had to be brought before

the Court of Common Pleas. {See comrespondence of Judge Adrine of Oclober 28,

2013, aitached hersto as Ex. A} Each and every Motion to Disqualify Judge Stokes,
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which has been brought bafore the Court of Common Pisas as required by R.C.

2701.031 has besn denied.

For all of the reasons stated above and those which follow, Judge Siokes

respectiully requests that this Honorable Court deny the Motion to Transfer,

i, Law and Aroument
iy Himsslf from Rullng

Judne Adrine brought th@; initial grievance which, In part, has given rise (o the
Complaint o which the Public Defender makes reference in the Motion to Transfer,
Subsequent 1o his bringing this grievance and supplying voluminous information to
Discfp}inary Counsel, Judge Adrine has executed an Affidavit at the request of Special
Counsel for Relgion Michaei R, Mum%an, inconneotion with Relator's Motlon for
Payohialic Examination Pursuant To Gov. Bar R VITHE. Ai:éthé vary least, Judgs
Adrine has imerected himself as a materlsl withess conceming the Stokes disciplinary
proceeding.

As such, Judge Adrine should have voluntarily disqualified himself from ruling on
the instant Motion, as his impariiality Is in guestion in connection with his personal
invnivernent in this matier invalving Judge Stokes. Ses Judicial Cond. R. 2.1,

B, R.G, 2701021 Provides the Exclusive Means by which 2
Bunicipsl Court Judas Can Be msquaisf“ad

R.GC. 2701.031 provides a procadure for the disqualification of a judge of 3

Mricipa {,uft whe “allegedly ls inferested iIn g pmcesding panding before the Judge,

allegedly is related o or has a bias or prejudice for or against a parfy lo a proceeding

pending before the judge or to a party’s counsel, or allegedly gthenwise is disqualified to

3
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preside in a proceeding pending before the judge” by the filing of an affidavit of
disqualification with the Clerk of the Municipal Cowrt. The Clerk, under the stalide, is
duty bound o notify the Prasiding Judge of the Court of Commeon Pleas of the fact that
such Affidavit has been filed. Thereafter, the Presiding Judge of the Court of Common

Pleas rufes on the disqualification and issues an entry in the matter,

In the instant situation, the Public Defender is seeking an end around this stalide

well-established that the Presiding Judge of the Court of Common Pleas has the gole

authority to pass upon the disqualification of a Municipal Court judge. Hardy v. Hardy,
2008-Ohio-1828 (8™ Dist., Cuyahoga County); Columbus Checkeashers, Ine. v.
Guttermaster, inc., 2013-Ohin-5543 (10" Dist., Franklin County); Stefe v. Jones, 2008«
Ohio-5994 (117 Dist., Portage County); State v. Nichols, 2008-0ihio-3324 (4™ Dist,,
Sciota County). A‘

indesd, in at least four cases si’;sc';e the aforementioned disciplinary Complaint
has been filed against Judge Stokes, Presiding Judges of the Cuyashoga Counly Court
of Common Pleas have denied such requests io disquaiify Judge Stokes. 8ee Orders
issued in connection with City of Cleveland v. Frank Pelrucal and Cily of Clevsland v.
Wiliiam Baesiack, two cases in which atforney Hilow sought disqualification of Judge

of Cleveland v. Downing (collectively attached herelo g3 Ex. B)
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To transfer all criminal cases from Judge Stokes' docket and to step any further
assignment of suf;h crimingl cazes 1o her docket on the basis set forth in the Public
Defender's Motion is to permit cimumventing the requirements imposed under R.C,
2701.031. As such, it is wholly improper to have granted such Motion.

C.  Ihe Allsgations of Disciplinary Complaint, in and of

Themselves, Do Not Warrant tha Remeady Sought by the
Public | Befendev

While #he Public Defender would have this Court exarcise its powsr under Local
Rule 1.02 relating to docket and case control, such justification could not ba more
disingenuous. Tobe cieér, the Public Defender is seeking a preemplive nuling by this
Court that Judge Stokes is blased and prejudiced against every single defendant
brought bafore her in which a meﬁlber-@fthé Public Defender’s Offfes is representing
client. Thig claimis o}gt;;r‘ag.eog}g ‘antd seeks to place the cart before the horse insofar gs
the allegations of the disciplinery Complaint are only that and have not been proven by
clear and convincing evidence and have not proceeded to any sanclion against Judgs
Siokes.

In this regard, at least one of the allegations cited by the Public Defender in
connection with Scott Malbasa (see Motion fo Transfer, p. 4) has been placed béfcre
the Panel assigned to hear Judge Stokes’ case: In this connsction, the incident
involving Scolt Malbasa was used as a ground to c&use-&uége Stokes to subject harself
to 1 psychiatric examination even before the Hearing on the Merits in the disciplinary
matter. After the Motion for a F’sychaamc Examination was oppnsecﬁ by Judge Siokes,

the Panel denied the Molion. (See Ex. C attached hereto}

h
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As such, the claim of the Public Defender is not supporied by any evidencs

properly befors this Cowrt.

n. Gonclusion

Aucordingly, for the foregoing reasons; this Honorable Court should have
volurtarily disqualified itself from bearing the instant Motion to Transter, and, sinca it
has prematurely denied it as moot, should now vacale its-order and deny the Motion to
Transfer since this Cowrt Eacksjgﬁs‘dicﬁen to rule on such Motion asit is nothing mere
than an aftempled end around R.C. 2701031 which reposes thet authority solely to the

Presiding Judgs of the Court of Cormon Pleas of Cuyahoga County, Ohio,

Respectfully submitted,

Tk ’."»:;»,;’.

RICHARD C. ALKIRE CO., LPA.
250 Spectrum Office Building
8060 Rockside Woods Boulavard
independence, Ohio 44131-2338
{216} 674-0850

Fax: (216) 874-0104
rick@alidrelawyer com

dean@alkiralawyer.com
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Aeveland Municipal Court
SUBTIOE CENTER
1200 ONTARD BTREET
CLEVELAND, UM 44142

HONALE B SURRE Ty ot s
AEAEPTTRATILANG : FAR I AL
rmmws s

Qutubier 94, 2013 3

Robert L Tobik, Biq,
Cuyshoza ﬁaunty Public Dafender s

314 Lakeside Avenss, Suite 200

Cloveland, Ohin 44113 -

Dear M, 'fc:ﬁ%ik:

Tam m mcazpt of your mquest thet 1, 1) renseign all eases mvaivmg your aﬁ"cc auzxenﬁy

new casgzs involying yoarr offics asszgneé m‘h‘ax da;;keﬁ

Ciiven the nature of your reguest, Lam conmemed thit the izstes that you raise gy more
propesly be sublieet tv sdiudiestive before the Cewt of Common Pleas or the Suprems

Cout of Oblio. Moveowver, your reguisgl doss 5ot placs snything officially before the dourt
that  oan sonsider orast upon.

Upondue congideration, therefore, I must decline both requests..

Very traly Y yours,

Admmxstmt&w zmd Presiding Judge

Pty

coi  Judge Angelz R Stokesr

e

s Bx. A
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STATE OF OHIO 3 INTHE COURT OF COMMOM PLEAS
} 88: L , L-(jfi';,_ :21 .
CUYAHOUGA COUNTY ) U il and Munfolpst Cauit
Caze Moz 2043 TRD 065644 & A 565843
ik Han - =2 230
Si»i.i‘; . }e f!
‘ CUYAHDEA 74 %’5@
BENEY BILOW,
Movant
J
v, , )
. )
CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT y
JUDGE ANGELA STOKES, )
)
Respondent, )
' )

“v. William Baeslack) are Denled. “The statutory right to seel dsqualifiontion of & judge ig an

extraordinary remedy. * » ¢ A judge is presumed to Tollow the aw nd 5ot ta be bisssd, and
the appearance of blas or prejudice must be sompeiling {o wercc»ma these pmmmptmns." e
Bisgqualification of G’earga, 100 Chio 51.34 1241, 2003 0h10~5439 758 MN.B.2d 23, ‘5{ 5

Further, an affidavit of disqualification must allegs with specifisity the purpotted grovnds fog
disqualification, including spacific facts that éemnmﬁ"até udicial bles, Ser R.C. 2F0L 030805,

In thiz aﬂndavz‘t Movant states hie is a mzmd paﬁy o4 complamt fi}ad agamsz Fudge

Anpela Stokes wﬂh the Bomd of Commmmmrs on wavmces anl Z)xscxphm of the Supreme
Congt of Chio. This slone does not indicate myy olear or sompelling evidence of biss or

prejudics against Movant by Judge Stokes, Purther, on Javusry 9, 2014, Judge Stokes

wet Ex. B
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iﬁdicatsd her wmminmx;t o contings to be falr and Dmpadtial in journegl entdes for both cases,
Defendant Petrocel has alrsady pled “no oomtest” and only bas a wutine supervision
Involvement with Judge smkéé‘ curtrooms. Defendant Buseslack’s case Is still befors Judge
Stukes, but the Motlon for Disgualification falls to put forth sny evidencs of biss ar prefitdics

that hes been displayed by the Court against Movans,

8

vintupaiive Tndge '
viy Common Pleas Cowt, Gen, Div,

i B

RECEIED FOR Fing

MAR 0 4 704




| ROWAN BAYES

{1 JUDGE ANGELA R STOKES

1 ‘prefudivs against Rowan Hayes,

| Ageli R, Stokes is deiled.

iS”E‘A’i’E OF OHIO s 1N THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
' ¥ 58

,’ CUYAH’I}GA CE}UNT%’ ? . . Clevsland Municips] Court
BB 13 ™ 257 CaseNo. 13 CRB 17213

Uiy of Clevelund vs. Rowarw Hapes

Jirz?ges:- WAHCY AFUERST

Movant BI» 13 077218

¥

mamm BHIRY

CLEVELANDG MUNICIPAL COURY : Cmplaint
NANCYAFUBRST
By I3 077218

Brspondent

to the Affidavit of Prejudive, the Count finds that the record fils to dermonsirate bias and

Affidavit of Prejudice iy

»Rﬁﬁﬁé“ﬁﬁﬁ F@k Z%i&@

AUG Y 3 2013

Esz’c gl g dudge
Cuyahiogs oty ly Comimon Pless Cou, Gen Div

mxmu BEY R
? TR 4O
HOHE R




Lertifionts ol Servins

A copy of the foregoing Judgment Entry has been mailed August 13,2013 to Rowan

: Hayes, 2026 West 52™ Streey, Cleveland, OH 44102 by ordinary sail, hand delivered and

| fated to the Cleveland Municipal Court at 216,664,438, and filed with the Clerk, Cleveland

1| Munieipat Court, 1200 Ontarfo St Cloveland, OH 44113,




HSTATE OF om0 ) . ... INTHECOURT OF COMMON PLEAS

) &85

; f'f? CUYAHOGA COUNTY ) Cleveland Municipal Court

ISR B L3 T & 55Case No. 13 TRC 16088

|| CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT

City of Cleveland vs. Kobert W. Downing

HOBERT W. DOWNING Yudge: NANCY AFUERST

Movant ST 13 a0

JUBGMENT ENTRY

JUDGE ANGELA R STOKES

Respondent

i ‘Nancy A, Puerst, Jusdes:

Upon consideration of the Affdavit of Disqualification Pursuant to R.C.2701.03 i,

againgt Cleveland .beiuniuipai Court Judge Angela R. Stokes, in Cass No. 13 TRC 16088, City

: raf Claveland vs: Robert w, Dowsning, the Cm&;‘t rules as follows:

Movant Robent W. Downing asserts that Judge Stokes has démonstrated an enmity

toward him and his defense counsel by her rejection of s plea agreement and by the setting of
i | an unregsonable tial date. Inthe alternative, movant asserls that even if siatements on the
 record do nol demonstrate bias or prejudice, there is an appearance of prejudice which

H warrants disqualification.

Ins reviewing all filings and hearing transeripts submitted in support of and in

| demonstrate biss and prejudice against Robert W, Powning or his counse],




Alfidavit of Prejudice is not well-taken and the request for disgualification of Judge

1} Angela T Stokes is denied.

IT I8 50 ORDERED

Pmmdmg/Admxmsﬁmiwe Judge
Cuyahoga County Common Pleas Court, Gen Din

Certifinsie of Sorvioe

A copy of the forsgoing Judgment Entry has been mailed August 13, 2013 1o Stanley

11 B, Stein, Esg and Ashley L. Jones, Esq, Attorneys for Robert W, Downing, 75 Public Square;

. | Sulte 714, Cleveland, OH 44113 by ordinary mail, band dehvered ard faxed to the Cleveland

unisipsl Court at 21 5.664.423%, and filed with the Clerk, Cleveland Mundeipal Court, 1960

| Ontario 8¢, Cleveland, OH 44113,

('uyahaga Cr.mr y' Camman ngﬂa Cours, Gen D

RECEWED FOR FILIG

AU 13208

THESTATEOFCHIC
Cuyahoge Cosaly }

HERERY CERTIEY 7147 THE ABOYE AND £OR GiT,
TARERES THE RIGINAL. . (5

b OF 38 rc;gg& s Lt

FCOURTS
oy DUl




RS

TR

N
&

AR
R
//

T

S
X

o

e
:




FILED

BEFORE THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

Do . :
GRIEVARCES AND DIRCIPLINE FEB ‘g . 2t
OF BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO ON GRIEVANCES & DISCIPLINE

I ra:

Complaint against

Fudpe Angela Rochslle Stokes Cage Mo, 2013-087
Respoindent

Disciplinary Counssl

Helatar

This matier tomes befors the Panel for detsrmivation of the Relator’s Motion for

Paychistric Bvaluation filed on Jannary 7, 2084, The Pangl has reviewed the motion and the

the Relator’s Reply. In addition, the Panel members sonducted 2 phone conference among

themsslves to discuse these materials and the appiicablalaw,

Rule ¥, Section () of the Rules for the Governmient of the Bar granis a hearing Panel

the discretion to order & psychistric evaluation on ity own motion or the motion of either party

been placed st issue, Mental {llness is assigned that reeaning set forth in R.C. 5122.01{A), which

section provides




The Pans] recognizes that there s & certain soclal stigrea associated with having to
underzo a psychiatric svalation especially where, as in this case, the reapondent is8 well-known
individual in the comumuinity. For this reason the Pane] believes that an examination should only
be ordersd under Q@,mp‘siﬁiz&g oircumatances.

The Retator has presented video and affidavit ovidence of the Respondent's sveryday
svurtroon activities, This evidenive falls to demonstrate conduct indicstive of » mental illness sg

defined in R.C. 5122.01(A)
¥t i the Panel’s riling that the Respondent shall not be required to undergo & psychisteic

Fiavwaver, if sdditions], substantive evidence of & mental illness coiies 1o the attention afthe

Panelat a later tine, the Pansd reserves the rightto order a payohiatiic examination purspant fo

e e e

Gov. Bar RV, Section 7(C7) upon sither the Panel's own motion or a motion of either party.

H stiould be further noted that this ruling iz only limiled to the Panel’s determination of
the pending motion and should not be congtrued gs a reflection of the Penel’s attitude toward the
merits of the Relator's Complaint.

It is 9o ORDERED,
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N TIIE CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT

STATE OF QHIO
CUYAHOGA COUNTY

g
&

e
ERE:  Coyshogs County Public Defonder’s Motion to Transfer Caw&%‘mﬁiﬁe ‘
Docket of Hon. Angela R. Stoker and to Stop the Further Assigimentof

Criminal Cazes to Her Docket

ef oot St v e
Adminixtrtive & Presiding Jidge

5

s
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

A copy of the foregoing Brief in Oppaosition to Motion to Transfer Criminal Cases-
from the Docket of Hon. Angela R, Stokes and to Stop the Further Assigﬂment of

T,
Criringt Cases to her Docket has been mailed, postage prepaid, this E A i dayof

March, 2014 1o
g_ Robert L. Toblk Cuyahoga County Public Defender
= 310 Lakaside Avenus, Suite 400
¥ Clavaland Ohio 44913
'g Victor Parsz Clty of Cleveland Prossoutor
g 10" Floor, Justics Center .
B 1200 @r@tafm Streset
'? Cleveland, OH 44113

Hon. Ronsld Adring
1208 Ointario Strest
Cleveland, OH 447113

SN LN Y .
Richued O AN oy LS,

250 Spravum Qfice Sufiding « $080 Rorksile Woods Boalsvand

{218 SP4-0B50 ¥ Fux: (236] RIL-0¥04

siver {00,
Qearz Niﬁcimg {0%3532}

Counsel for The Honorable
Angela R, Slokes
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FILED

BEFORE THE BOARD OF COMMISSIOMERS

oM
GRIEVANCES AND DISCIPLINE FEB 18 200
OF BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO ON GRIEVANCES & DISCIPUNE

I re:
Complaiat against
Judge Angela Rochelle Stokes Case No, 2083-087

ARespandem
Bisckplinery Counsel

Relator

PANEL Ug})_; DER

This matter cones before the Panel for determination of the Relator’s Motion for
Pgychiatric Evaluation filed on January 7, 2014. The Panel hus reviewed the motion and the
mgterials subritted in suppost thereof, the Respondent’s Brief in opposition to the Motion and
the Relator’s Reply. In addition, the Panel merabers conduocted a phone conference among
thermselves to discuss these materials and the applicable law,

Rule V, Section 7(C} of the Rules for the Government of the Bar grants a hearing Panel
the discretion to order a psychiatric evaluation on its own motion or the motion of either party
under certain specified conditions, ong of which is thet the mental illness of the respondent has

been placed at issue. Mental illness Is assigned thal mesning sef forth in R.C. 5122.04(A), which

section provides

perception, orientation, or memory that grossly impairs judgment,
behavior, capacity to recognize reality, or meet the ordinary demands of

life.

Exhibit 1 o



The Panel recognizes that there is a certain social stigma associsted with having fo
underge a psychiatric svaluation especially where, as in this case, the respondent is 8 well-known
individusl in the community, For this reason the Panel believés that an examingtion should only
be ordered under compelling circumstances,

The Relator has presented video and affidavil evidence of the Respondent’s evervday
sourtroom activities. This evidence fails to demonstrate conduct indicative of & ments! illness ag
defined in R.C. §122.01(A).

It is the Panel’s ruling that the Respondent shall not be required to undergo a psyehiatric
evaluation at this time. Therefore, the Relator’s Motion for Peychistric Evaluation is denied.
However, iFadditions], substantive evidencs of a mental iliness comes to the atiention of the
Paniel at 2 later time, the Panel reserves the right to order a psychiatric examination pursuant to
Guov. Bar R, ¥, Section 7(C) upon either the Panel’s own motion or 2 motion of either party,

It should be further noted that this ruling is only limited to the Panel’s determination of

the pending motion and should not be construed &5 & reflection of the Panel’s attitude toward the

merits of the Relator’s Complaint,

Ttis 50 ORDERED.
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iN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

STATE OF OHIO )
| : ) §8: o
CUYAHOGA COUNTY ) AL hama Musiclps) Court
Caze Nos. 2013 TRD 064646 & A 565841
1 MR -y 22 oap
CLEM
COYAHOEA SRURTS
HENRY HILOW, Tudge: JOHM J RUSSO
Movant S0y 14 977293
/ ;
. ) JUDGMENT ENTRY
)
CLEVELAMND MUNICIPAL COURT )
JUDGE ANGELA STOKES, ) G
FrhoE e i
| ) CLERK
Renpondent. )
) AR -5 2 g4
ﬁ%%’fi’z’ REsseES

AT
%% D wmﬁw
R g) SEHBIILINCG

Mwam Henry Hilow’s Motion for Disgualification Cie:vaimd Muricipal Court cases

for 2013 TRD 065646 (City of Cleveland v. Frank Petrucch) smd A 563841 (City of Clweiamd

"v. William Beeslack) ave Denled, “The statutory right to sesk disqualification csi 8 judge is an

5xtraﬁrdma1y remmedy. * ¥ % A judgs is presumed to follow the law snd pot to be bissed, ami

the appearance of bias or prejudice must bs commpeliing {0 overcome these presumptions.” Jn re

Phsgualification of Géarge,,; 100 Ohio 5634 1241, 20@3@3350"-:5’4893 798 M.B.2d 23, i{ 5.

Further, en effidavit of disquelification must allege with specificity the purported grounds for

disquali fication, including specific fucts that demonstyate ndicial bias, See R.C. 270 OBEN,

R, S In thid alfidevit, Movent stsiek be isa named pary o3 eomplaint Sl agaiiw‘* Judgg
Angela Stokes with 'Ehg Board of Commissioners en Grievances and Discipline of the Supreme
Court of Ohio. This éiom doss not indicate any olear or compelling evidence of biss or

prejudice against Movant by Judge Stokes. Further, on Jaouary 9, 2014, Judge Stokes

s

in Exhibit K



i_ﬁdicaﬁad her aﬂmmi’imai:;‘t o continue to be fair and impariial in journal entriss for both cases,
Defendent Petiucol hes already pled “nb confest” and only has # routine apervision
Involveinent with Judge Stokes’ courtroom, Defendant Besaslack’s case iz still before Judge
Stokes, but the Motion for Disqualification fails to put forth any evidence of biss or prejudice
that has been displaved by the Court sgainst Movant,

- Therefore, Movant Henyy Hilow's Motion for Diagualification of Fudge Angela Stokes

is Depied,

Presid serpinisioative Judge
Cuyshogn Couny Comaon Pless Court, Gen, Div,

¥




1 STATE OF OHIO Vo ' INTHE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

EED . ) SS."-
CUYAHOGA CGUNTY a R Cleveland Municipal Court
I D RE 13 2 257 CageNo. 13 CRE 17219

City of Clevelnnd vs. Rowan Hayer

ROWAN BAYES : Suidge: MANCY AFUBRST
Movant S0 13 OTIAR )
/ 3 k
o 3 JUBGMENT BNTRY -
| CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT ) - Complaisd o
1 JUDGE ANGELA B STOKES ) MANCY A FLIBRST ;
i ) SI3 13 677218
Respondent )
4 )
i Upon considerstion of the Affidavit of Projudics audfor Digquulification and Motion .
T Havs Administrative Judge Designate Another Judge far Bench Tdel, fled on June 26 ’
i 2(}33 sgainst Cleveland Municipad Coust Judge Azzgeﬁa R. Stokes, in Case No. 13 CRE 37218, % g
‘ C‘z?y of Cleveland vs. Rowan Hayes, the Cowt rales se Sllows:

Revwan Hayes asserts that in 2008 and in the 15905, he was removed fom the
i _'c@uztmem of Judge Siwkes. In reviewing alf Hlings submited in support of and in opposition

1 to tre Affidavit of Prejudios, the Court finds thet the record fails to demonstrete bias and

H prejudion sgainst Rowan Haves, - ——
J {ﬁawrgp@m " Eé%% m; i

Affidavit of Pejudics Is nol s

HAngels R Stokes is dended,

: Ay 7% ﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬂ?ﬁ%ﬁﬁ% L
CLE %* Date MNANCY AT {)f‘
5 4 AUE Y 3 2013 Presidinghsdifintsimbn Tudge
T Cuyabngs County Commen Plass Cour, Gzn Diy
AR 1400 ﬁ;&mj S R T
R St .

CEMNTRAL BCHEOLRLIRG

Exhibit L A



Careificats of Bervive

A copy of the foregoing Judgment Entry has besn mailed August 13, 2613 to Rowan
| Hayes, 2026 West 52™ Street, Cloveland, OH 44102 by ordinary mail, hend delivered and
1| Faxed to the Cleveland Municipal Court at 218.864.4238, and filed with the Clerk, Cleveland

1| Municipal Coust, 1206 Ontario St., Cleveland, OH 44113,

Cuyahops szmy Camman ?Eeass Caam Gen Div

G aﬁimﬁi
Wmf , m%

;%3%1 o amu @1 THIS xﬁi
a1 Zﬁ; _

v oLEny OF GOURTS
i/




' STATE OF OHIO | IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
} 88 :
H CUYAHDGA COUNTY ) Cleveland Municipal Court
i ST M IZ T 2 5%Case No. 13 TRC 16088

City of Cleveland vs. Robert W. Downing

|| ROBERT W. DOWNING Judge: NANCY AFUERST

' Movant SD 13 077219

Vi JUBGMENT ENTRY

CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT
JUDGE ANGELA R, STOKES

Respondent

Vvvvvvv‘ e

1 Maney A, Fuerst, Judee:

Upon consideration of E:he Affidavit of I‘)isquaiiﬁmtién Pursuant to R.C. 2701.031,

| against Cleveland Municipal Court Judge Angela K. Stokes, in Case No. 13 TRC 16088, City
b - of Cleveland vs. Robert w. Downing, the Court rules as follows:

Movant Robert W. Downing asserts that Judge Stokes has demonstrated an enmity
toward him and his defense counsel by her rejection of a plea sgreement and by the setting of
: ,‘ an ynreasonable trial date. In the aitemat%ve, movant asserts that even if statements on the
record do not demonstrate biag ot prejudice, there is an appearance of prejudice which

; ; werrants disqualification.

In mwewmg all ﬁlmgs and hearing tr a.nscnpts submxtted i supp:m of and in

| :oppc,xsmon io tht-: Afﬁdavxt of ﬂasquahﬁaamn the C@urt finds that the rewrd fali% o

{| demonstrate bias and prejudice against Robert W. Downing or his counse].

Exhibit M




1] Angela W Stokes is denied.

T IS 50 ORDERED

Affidavit of Prejudice is not well-taken and the reguest for disqualification of Judge

NANCY Af FUERST
Presiding/Administrative Judge
Cuyshoga County Common Pleas Court, Gen Div

Certificate of Service

11 8uite 714, Cleveland, OH 44113 by ordinary mail,

1| Ontario 8t Cleveland, OH 44113,

CLERK
PURERIT

SUDGRERT Ba iy ot
Ert ORI M ALILAT
BN TIRL EMAE LI

THE STAYE OF OHIO
Cuyahogs Counly

A copy of the foregoing Judgment Briry has besn mailed August 13, 2013 to Stanley

E, Btein, Bsq and Ashley L. Jones, Esqy Atiomeys for Rebert W. Downing, 75 Public Square,

hend deliversd and faxed o the Cleveland

: Municipal Court at 216.664.4238, and filed with the Clerk, Cleveland Municipal Court, 1200

//Ewwé’f ,%;’,,f«:/a,.mf«m{
NANCY 4/ FUERST

Presidinghidministrative Tudge
Cuyshopa County Cammion Pleas Court, Gen Div

RECEWED FOR FILING

35, OF COMMDR

.U THE SRS
} ANG FOR A3 COUNTY,

HERERY CERTIFY ‘fHAT“rfE ABOVE AND FORE! %’QG !z'fﬁ%%
TAKEN iﬁﬁu ; .%uﬁ THE GRIGINAL ...

Wik

WITHESS WAL

¢ G4 COUMIN gLEfl OF COURTS
S ¥ %"-@fs;z;i? _

#ow GN SHLIN Y FICE

B SEAL UF SAIL r‘gi,f‘f THE .wj A
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IN THE CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL (,O {g N

)
STATE OF OHIO ) Amﬁmsﬁ/w%‘bﬁbm
CUYAHOGA COUNTY ) '

)

)
M RE: Teraporary Trznsfér and Reassignment of sl Pending Crimiing!

Misdemeanor, Criminagd Mioor Misdemennor end FTraffic Matters Cinvently
Agsigand to the Honorable Angela R. Stokes

-0 »ax P

Responsibility for alf eriminal misdemeancr, oriminal rainor misdenmesnor wnd traffic matiers cumently
assignad to the personal dodket of the Hoaorable Angels R. Biokes & hareby transferred to the
Adininisteative. Judgs of the Cleveland Municipal Cout, for seview and/or pending temporiry
sonsgignment. Asy such tansfers and temporary reassigninents will be n effect only during the
pendency of the certified complaint filed ngainst Judge Stokes with the Supreme Court’s Board of
Commissionsrs on Grievances and Discipline on October 14, 2613, unless the transforved case iz
stherwise resolved in the interim, The ransfers are made pursuant to authority ganted ander Sup. B,
By urad Sup. R, 4BN1Y, and in order to maintaln and enbance public confidence in the logal system
{Paragraph 1, Preamble, Code of Judicial Conduct).

The transfors are justiffed for the Hilowing reasons:

» A cestified complaint pending againet Tndge Stokes before the Ohio Supreme Cowrt™s Board of
Commmissivhers on Crisvances and Discipline was gleaned from appronimately 337 sllsged
vivlstions of the Code of Judicial Conduct prosented o the Cleveland Municipal Coutt,

s Allof thoss sllegations concermed her mishandling of criminal matiors and misireatment of
participants in criminal hearings, including defendants, witnasses, police officers, prosecutors,
vrivate defense counsel, public defenders, court personned and ether members of the geparsl
public,

s  Since the origina] compliuint was presented to the Disciplinary Counsel, snd continuing through
and after the complaint’s certification by the Boaxd, nearly 190 additional wiitten incident réports
have boen recsivad by this office alleging simibar problems mvelvmg the Judge’s handling of her

personal crimingd docket,
» The cowt continues to aversge ons totwo new sthics complaints against Judge Stokes per wosk,

Pending resolytion of the certified somplaint, no additional criminal misdemoanor, minor misdemeanor or
traffic matioss are fo be assigned to Judge Stokes.

Admxmstmzwe &, Prmdmg Judge

JOuRNALE 15 race 429







IN THE CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT LED
FILE

)

STATE OF OHIO ) ADMINISTRATIVEGRWER P W 10
CUYAHOGA COUNTY ) NO. 20140041 pusicizes couRT
) {Lfﬁh 5;‘69&:&?

4

)

IN RE: Temporary Trausfer and Status Review of all Probation Matters on ﬂ'zé :

Personsl Docket of the Henorable Angela R. Stokes

Responsibility for the supervision of all eximingd defendants currently maintained on probation o the
personal docket of the Honorable Angela R. Stokes is hereby transferred to the Administrative Judge of
“the Cleveland Mundeipa! Court, for status voview and/or possible tompovery reassignment,  Sald transfer
and temporary reassignrnents will only be in effest during the pendency of the certified complaing filed
against Judge Stokes with the Suprerse Count’s Bourd of Commissionsrs on Tirisvances and Discipline on
Ootober 14, 2013, unless 4 oase is otherwise resolved in the Interim. The transfer is made pursuant to
aithority granted under Sup. R 4(B) and Sup, K. 4(B)(1), and in order 1o mainiain snd énbancs publia
confidence in the logal system Paragraph 'l Preamble, Code of Sudicfal Conduct),

The transfor is justified for'the following roasons:

¢ A cortifled complaint pending agaipst Judge Stokes before the Ohio Suprems Court’s Board of ©
Commissioners on Grievances and Discipline was gloaned from approxitately 337 alleged
violatioss of the Cods of Tudicial Conduct presented to the Clevsland Municipal Coutt.

2 Al of those aﬂegatisms soncgrmed her mishandling of oriminal matters and mistrentment of
participants in criminal hearings, including defondants, witnesses, police officers, proseoutors,
private defense counsel, public defenders, court personne! and othsr mambers of the genersl

G2 public.

= Since the original complaint was presented o the Disciplinary Counsel, snd continuing through
and efter the complaint’s cerfification by the Board, nearly 180 additional written Incident repons
have been reegived by this officealleging simitar problems involving the Judge's bandling of her
personal oriminal docket.

= The court continues to average one o two new vthios somplaints agsinst Judge Stokes per week.

Pending resolution of the certified complaing, no probation matiors shall bs sssigned o Judge Stokes for
supervision,

1T 15 8O ORDERED.

: Reoosld B, Adrine
Administative & Presiding Judge

JOURNALA 18 race 4 30






I THE CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT

FILED

: )
STATE OF QHIO ) ADMINISTRATIVE czf 3 ;,1 b
CUYAHOGA COUNTY ) . HO. 2@14_{}{35 o
) &t
)
INRE: Temporary Transfor of Responzibility for Status Review of Individusls

Semtewced fo Incarcervation by the Honorable Angela R. Stelkes

i{aspensibiiizy for status review of 8} criminal defendants sentenced fo a’piéripd of incaroeration by ths
Honorsble Angsla R. Stokes 35 hereby tomporarily transforred to the Administrative Judge of the i
Cleveland Mupicipal Covrt.  Said tranifer will be in effsct only during the pendency of the certified
vomplaint filed against Judge Sickes with the Buprems Cowst’s Board of Comumissioners on Grievances
and Discipline on Cetober 14, 2013, unless the cass is stherwise resolved in the interith. The transfer is
made pursuant o authority gmmezi under Sup, R, 4(B}and Sup. R. 4(B)(1), and in order fo maintainand
enhance public confidence fn the logal systems {Paragraph 1, Preamble, Code of Rudiclal Condunt),

The wansfer is justified for the following reasons;

s A ertified complaint pending against Tudge Siokes beforve the Chio Supreme Cowt’s Board of
Cormmissioners on Grievances snd Discipline was gleaned Som spproximately 337 allegeds
violations of the Code of Judicial Conduct presented to the Cleveland Municipal Coliit,

= Al of thoss allegations converned ber mishandling of criminal matters and mistrestient of
participants in criminal hearings, including defendants, witnesess, polics officers, prossoutors,
private defimse sounsel, public defenders, sourt pérsonns] and cat.har metnbiers of the genoral
publis. - ,

= Since the original complaint was presented to the Disciplipary Ccunsel snd continging through
and after the complaint’s certification by the Bosrd, searly 100 additional written incident reporis
have been received by this offics slleging similsr problems involving theJudge's handling of ey
personal cfiminael docket, _

s The cowt continues to average ong W0 bwonew ethics complaints against Judge Stokes per week,

Pending resclution of the cerlified complaint, no incarceration status reviews shall be conducted by
Sudye Stokes,

IT IS 3G QRDERED,

| ,,.,;‘??’%?% 3/ 14
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IN THE CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT c 5
FILE

) |
STATE OF OHIO ) ADMINISTRATIVE ORpelR tu P w10
CUYAHOGA COUNTY ) NO. 2014-006 ..., 1., pusecttal, GOURT
“EARCE B TUIRER
) CLERK OF CRUR URT
) #4

IMRE: TEMPORARY INCREASE IN CIVIL CASE ASSIGMMENTS TO THE
PERSONAL DOCKET OF THE HONORABLE ANGHLA R STOKES

Dueto the tempmary ‘tmnsfer a:»f aﬂ mmmaa maite,rs asmgucd 1o the personal davket of
the Honorable Angela R. Stokes, Central Scheduling i bereby ordered to adiust the

random drivw of oase sssignments 25 follows:

1. Pursuent to Administrative Order 2014-803, and until further administrative
order, Judge Stokes is ordered removed from the oowt’s sandom deaw o ordminal
misdemeanor, minor misdemeanor snd taffic cases.

2o Dueto the temporary iransfer of gl eximinal, qugsinaﬁminal sk raffic runtiers
from Judge Stokes’ porsonsl docket, ceniral sehbduling is ordered to adjugt the
civil randorn draw to increase the pereeniags of civil cases assigned to Judge Stokes,

il mr!her adminisioative seder

n addition, Judge Stokes is continually assigned to Particular Session Cne as follows:
two weeks on, followed by one week off, beginning the week of March 24, 2014, whils
the certified vomplaint filed with the Board of Conmnissioners on Grievences and Dischpline iz

pending against her in the Ohio Soprems Cowt.

T35 80 ORDERED.

Diates x5/ dapd
! Ronald B. Adeine

Administrative & Presiding Judge

qum\séaéiﬁ vaGE 438 ¢






IN THE CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT

ADMIMISTRATIVE iﬁ%&i }%“f

2 OF OTHO
NO.20140080E 5

w&*wﬁm COLNTY

f‘ﬁE“?fﬁ

TRE: z:zzyahagwg Comnty Yablle Defondur's Mation (s Transler a’:asw%mﬁm
Droshet of Bor Angele B Statos and ts Siop the Farther Asslpmimentpf
Cebmsinn} Cases to Hor Docket G E ;

© This matier cams on for hearing on the court's Administeative Dotket.

Upon foll review god due considerstion, the reotion s DENIED ag MOOT.

B8O GRDERED:

' et B, didrne
Administrative & ?rasxdmg Judge:

JOURNAL4 L6 PAcE 433






IN THE CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURT

) 3

STATE OF OHIO )
CUYAHOGA COUNTY )
| ) i
) L

N HE: Physical Retricval of sl Pending Criminsl Misdemeansr, f;’mé%m@ ’Vimar ‘

bMisdomeanor and Traific Matters Corrently Assigned to the Personst
Ehocket of the Honorabls Angels B, Stokes for Revww, Temporary Transfer

zndfor Reassignmend

Pursuant to the directives found in Administrative Orders 2014003, 2014-004 and 2014-0053, ‘ :
the Clerk snd Central Seheduling Offics are Instruoted (o exercise all due ditigence to physieally
reirieve all criminal misdemenncr, crimingl miner misdemeancr and raffic case files surrently

msxgmd to the personal docket ef and in the custody of, the Hontrabls Anpels B, Stokes,

Hall due diligence falls to retrieve the files, the Clerk is dirested to construet 2 duplicats file for
the court’s uss.

TS0 GRI)ERED

Tosttes 3/?"’3: 0 e ST PBAER N AN L
i Ronald B, Adrins
Admindstrative & Presiding Judge

wuni @’ég PAGE 431{






CLEVELAND MUNICIPAL COURTY
Judicial Bivision
Inter-Office Correspondencs

T Hon. Angela B, Stokes

FROM: Hon. Ronald B. Adrine e o3
Administeative & Presiding Judge ™

DATE: Iutarch 14, 2014

e Temporary Transfer +§ Responsibility for AD Criminal Misdemeanor, Minsr
) ‘Misdemennor aiid Tradfie Malters Apposring on the Personat Bocket of the
Henorable Angela B, Stokss

Judge: '

Please be informed thel, pursuant to authorily granted 1o the Administrative Judge by R 4(BY and
RABYL) of the Rules of Superintendence fof the Courts of Chlo, T have issued the attached
Administrative Orders temporarily tramsferring responsibility for oversight, review and
disposition of all criminal, guasi-crivdnel and traffic matters appearing on your personal docket.

inocsresration. The justification for this action is set forth in the aiteched Administrative Orders,

Thetransfer was effective upon the journelization of the afbrementioned Admindatrative Crders
and will continue only until such tme a5 the certified compleint pending againgt you bisfors the
Board of Commissioners on Grievances and Discipling is resolved in the Suprems Courd of
hio.

While the Administrative Orders ave in effect, Central Scheduling Is under Indtruction not o
assign any new crminsd misderoeanor, oriminal minor misdemesnor or taffic cases o your
personal docket.

In addition, while the Administrative Orders are in place, alf cases assigned to vour personal
docket will be civil. Ceniral Bcheduling is under instroction 1o inorense the percentsgs of wivil
sases sssipned o you in order to stabilize youx caseload duzing this pefiod and you are hereby
potified of an increase in vour assigament to Particular Session One vntid the certified complaint
pending againgt you before the Board of Commizsioners on Grisy
Please be informed that your access to all of the noted fles assigned o you before the isguance
of thgse orders is now embargoed while the transfer is affected. Resognizing that vou may
require access o some criminal, guasi-sriminal sodfor traffic matters in order 1o assist in the
preparation of your response 1o the cortified corplaint, pleass be informed that sccess may be




7
obizined through the office of the Administative Judge whils the Administrative Orders of

tranafer are in effect.
Thank vou in sdvance for yolr cooparafion.
EBAqcmy

Attachments

oo Assoelste Judgss :
- Berle B Turoer, Clerk of Cound
Diepartment Manngers

Victor Perez, Chief Prosecutos, Cly of Cleveland

Rabart Tobik, Cuyshoga County Public Defender
Biavid Corroll, Frterim Comimissioner, Dept. of Comections, Chiy of Cleveland







§ 4.02 Organization and jurisdiction of Suprems Court
{4) The Supreme Court shall, until otherwise provided by law, consist of seven judges, who shall
be known as the chief justice and justices. In case of the absence or disability of the chief justice,
the judge having the period of longest total service upon the covrt shall be the acting chief
justice. If any member of the court shall be unable, by reason of illness, disability or
disguglification, to hear, consider and decide 2 cause or causes, the chief justice or the acting
chief justice may direct any judge of any count of appeals to sit with the judges of the supreme
court in the place and stead of the absent judge. A majority of the Supreme Court shall be
necessary to constitute 2 guorum or o render a judgment.

(BY1) The Suprems Court shall have original jurisdiction in the following:

{a} Quo warranio;

{b)Mandsmus;

{c} Habeas corpus;

{d) Prohibition;

{e} Procedendo,

(3 In any cause on review as may be necessary to iis complate determination;

relating to the practice of law.






RULE 36.  Designation of Trial Attorney; Assignment System.

(A} Designation of trial attorney. In civil cases the sttorey who is to try the case
shall be designated as trial atforney on all pleadings. In criminal cases, except felonies, the
attorney who is to try the ease, upon being retained or appointed, shall notify the court that ke or
she is the trial attorney by filing a written statement with the elerk of the court.

(B){(1) Individual assxgnmem sysiem. As used in these rules, “individual assignment
systern™ mesns the systein in which, upon the filing in or transfer to the court or a division of the
court, a case immediately is assigned by lot to a judge of the division, who becomes primarily
responsible for the determination of every issue and proceeding in the case until its termination.
All preliminary matters, including requests for continuances, shall be submitted for disposition io
the judge to whom the case has been assigned or, if the assigned judge is unavailable, to the
administrative judge. The individual assignment syster ensures all of the following:

{(a) Judicial accountability for the processing of individual cases;

(b} Timely processing of cases through prompt judicial confrol over cases and the
pace of ltigation;

{c} Randem assignment of cases to judges of the division through an objective and
impartial system that ensires the equitable distribution of cases batween of among the judges of
the division,

(2} Each multi-judge general, domestic relations, and juvenile division of the court of
common pleas shall adopt the individual assignment system for the assignment of all eases to
judges of the division. Each multi-judge mmumicipal or county court shall adopt the individual
assignment system for the assignment of all cases to the judges of that court, except as otherwise
provided in division {C) of this rule. Modifications to the individual assignment system may be
adopted to provide for the redistribution of cases involving the same criminal defendant, parties,
family members, or subject-maiter. Any modifications shall satisfy divisions {B)(1)(a} to (c) of
this rule and be adopted by local rule of court.

{C}  Assignment system. In each multi-judge municipal or county court, cases may be
assigned 10 an individual judge or to a particular session of court pursuant to the following
system:

(1) Particular session. A particular session of court is one in which cases are
assigned by subject category rather than by the individual assignment system. The following
subject categories shall be disposed of by particular session:

{a} Civil cases in which a motion for default judgment is made;

(b)  Criminal cases in which a plea of guilty or no contest is entered;

{c) Initial appearance in criminal cases;



(d}  Preliminary hearings in criminal cases;
{e} Criminal cases in which an immediate trial is conducted upon injtial appearance;
(0  Small claims cases;

{g} Forcible entry and detainer cases in which the right to trial by jury is waived or
not demanded.

(b} Cases where a party has made application to, or has Been accepted info, a
specialized court or docket.

To guarantee a fair and equal distribution of cases, @ judge who is assigned a case by subject
mgtter pursuant 1o Sup. R. 36(BY2), or by virtue of a specialized court or docket pursuant to Sup.
R. 36{C)(1){h), may request the administrative judge to reassign a similar case by lot to another
Jjudge in that multi-judge common pleas, municipal, or county court,

{2} Assignment. Cases not subject t¢ agsigniment in & particalar session shall be
assigned using the individual assignment system. Civil cases shall be assigned under division
{C)(2) of this tule when an answer is filed or when a motion, other than one for default judement,
iz filed. Criminal cases shall be assigned under division (CX2) of this rnule when a plea of not
guilty is entered.

(3}  Duration of assignment to particular session. The administrative judge shall
equally apportion particular session assignments among all judges. A judge shall not be assigned
to a particular session of court for mare than two consecutive weeks.

- (B} Assignment of refiled cases. In any instance 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 judge is prechuded from hearing the case.

(8}  Assignment--new judicial positions. After the date of election, but prior fo the
first day of the term of a new judicial position, the administrative judge of a court or division
through a random selection of pending cases shall equitably reassign cases pending in the court
or division between or among the judges of the court or division and shall create a docket similar
to a representative docket. Reassignment shall be completed in & manner consistent with this
rule and may exclude criminal cases and cases scheduled for trial. Any matters arising in cases
assigned to the docket for the new judicial position prior to the date on which the judge elected to
that position takes office shall be resolved by the administrative judge or assigned io another
judge. :






RULE 25, Disability of a Judge

{A} During trisl. If for any reason the judge before whom a jury trial has comimeneced
is unable to procesd with the trial, another judge designated by the administrative judge, or, in
the case of a single-judge division, by the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Ohie, may
procesd with and finish the trial, upon certifyving in the record that he has familiarized himself
with the record of the trial. I such other judge is satisfied that he canriot adequately famitiarize
himself with the record, he may in his discretion grant a new trial.

(B} After verdict or finding of guilt. I for any reason the judge before whom the
defendant has been tried is unable to perform the duties of the court afler & verdict or finding of
guilt, another judge designated by the administrative judge, or, in the case of a single-judge
division, by the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Ohio, may perform those duties. If such
other judge is satisfied that he cannot perform those duties because he did not preside at the trial,
hie may in his discretion grant a new trial.

[Effective: July 1, 1973.]






§ 4.05 Other powers of the Supreme Court

(&)1} In addition 1o all other powers vested by this article in the supreme court, the supreme
court shall have general superintendence over all courts in the state. Such geners] superintending
power shall be exercised by the chief justice in accordance with rules promuigated by the
Suprems Court,

(2} The Bupreme Court shall appoint an administrative director who shall assist the chief justice
and who shall aerve at the pleasure of the court. The compensation and duties of the
administrative director shall be determined by the court.

{3} The chief justice or acting chief justice, as necessity arises, shall assign any judge of a court
of conunon pleas or a division thereof temporarily to sit or hold court on any other court of
commaon pleas or division thereof or any court of appeals or shall assign any judge of 2 court of
appeals temporarily {o sit or hold court on any other court of appeals or any couit of common
pleas or division thereof and upnn such assignment said judge shall serve in such assigned
capacity until the termination of the assignment. Rules may be adopted 1o provide for the
temporary assignment of judges to sit and bold court in any coust established by law.

{B} The Supreme court shall prescribe rules governing practiee and procedure in all courts of the
state, which rules shall not abridge, enlarge, or modify any substantive right, Proposed rules shall
be filed by the court, not later than the fifteenth day of Januery, with the clerk of each house of
the General Assembly during a regular ssssion theresf, and amendments 16 anry such proposed
rules may be so filed not later than the first day of May in that session, Such rules shall take
effect on the following first day of July, unless prior to such day the General Assembly adopts a
concurrent resolution of disgpproval. All laws in conflict with such rules shall be of no further
force or effect afier such rules have taken effect.

Courts may adopt additional rules concerning local practice in their respective courts which are
not inconsistent with the rules promulgated by the supreme cowrt. The supremé court may make
rules to require uniform record keeping for all courts of the state, and shall make rules governing
the admission to the practice of law and discipline of persons so admitted.

{C) The chief justice of the Supreme Court or any judge of that court designated by him shall
pass upon the disgualification of any judge of the courts of appeals or courts of common pleas or
division thereof. Rules may be adopted to provide for the hearing of disqualification mwatters
involving judges of courts established by law.

{Amended, effective Mov. 6, 1973; SR No.30. Adopted May 7, 1968)






1961.31 Clerk of court.

The clerk and deputy clerks of 5 municipal court shall be selected, be compensated, give bond,
and have powers and duties as follows:

{E) The clerk of 2 mundeipal court may do all of the following: administer oaths, take affidavits,
and issue executions upon any judgment rendered in the court, ncluding a judgment for unpaid
costs; issue, sign, and attach the seal of the court 1o all writs, process, subpoenas, and papers
issuing out of the court: and approve sll bonds, sureties, recognizaneces, and undertakings fixed
by any judge of the court or by law. The clerk may refuse to sceept for filing any pleading or
paper submitted for filing by & person who has been found 1o be 2 vexatious ltigator under
section 2323.52 of the Revised Code and who has failed to obtain leave to proceed under that
section, The clerk shall do all of the following: file and safely keep ail jowrnsls, records, books,
and papers belonging or appertaining to the court; record the procesdings of the eourt; perform
all other duties that the judges of the court may preacribe; and keep a book showing all receints
and disbursements, which book shall be open for public inspection at al] times,

The clerk shall prepare and maintain a general index, a docket, and other records that the court,
by mie requires, aﬂ' of which shaii ba ihe public rf:mrds of the court. In i:hf: dacket, the c;ierk

NEmes of the counsei and the nature of the proceedings. Undcr proper da,tes the c:ierk shali note
the filing of the coraplaint, issuing of swmmons or other process, returns, and any subsequent
pleadings. The clesk also shall enter all reports, verdicts, orders, judgments, and proceedings of
the cowrt, clearly specifying the relief granted or orders made in each action. The court may order
an extended record of any of the above o be made and entered, under the proper action heading,
upon the docket at the request of any party to the case, the expense of which record may be taxad
83 costs in the case or may be required to be propaid by the party demanding the record, upon
order of the court.






Section Sa. Interim Remedial Suspension.

{A}{1) Motion; Response.  Upon receipt of substantial, credible evidence
demonstrating that a Justice, judge, or attorney has committed 2 violation of the Code of Judicial
Conduet or Obio Rules of Professional Conduct and poses a substaniial threat of serious harm to
the public, the Disciplinary Counsel or appropriate Certified Grievance Comumiitee, which shall
he referred 1o as the relator, shall do both of the following:

{a) Prior to filing a motion for gn interim remedial suspenston, make g reasonable
atternpt to provide the Justice, judge, or attorney, who shall be referred to as the respondent, with
notice, which may inchude notice by telephone, that a motion requesting an order for an inlerim
remnedial suspension will be filed with the Supreme Court.

{(b)  File o motion with the Suprems Court requesting thal the Court order an interim
remedial suspension. The Disciplinary Counsel or appropriate Certified Grievance Coromities
shall include, in its motion, proposed findings of fact, proposed conchusions of law, and other
information in support of the requested order. Evidence relevant to the requested order shall be
attached to or filed with the motion. The motion may include a request for 4n immediate, interim
remedial suspension pursuant to Rule X1V, Section 4(C) of the Rules of Practice of the Supreme
Coyurt of Ohio. The motion shell include a certificate detailing the atternpts made by the relator to
provids advance notice to the respondent of the relator’s intent to file the motion. The motion
aiss 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 respondent
ktivwn to the relator, if differvent.

{2 Afier the filing of & motion for an interim remedial suspension, the respondent
may file & memorandum opposing the motion in accordance with Rule XIV, Seation 4.0f the
Rules of Practice of the Suprems Court of Ohilo. The respondent shall attach to or fils with the
memorandum any rebuttal evidence.

(B)  Order. Upon consideration of the motion and any memoranduin opposing the
motion, the Supreme Court may enter an interim remedial order iminediately suspending the
respondent, pending final disposition of disciplinary proceedings predicated on the conduct
threatening the serious harm or may order other action as the Court considers appropriate. If
requested by the relator, the Supreme Court may order an irsmediate interim remedial
suspension, prior to receipt of & memorandum opposing the relator’s motion, pursusnt 1o Rule
K1Y, Section 4(C) of the Rules of Practice of the Supreme Court of Obio. If an order is entered
pursuant to this division, an attorney may be appointed pursuant to Section 8(Fy of this rule to
protect the interest of the suspended attorney’s clients.

(CH1) Motion for Dissolution or Modification of the Suspension. The respondent
may request dissolution or modification of the order of suspension by filing 2 motion with the
Supreme Court. The motion shall be filed within thirty days of entry of the order imposing the
suspension, unless the respondent first oltains leave of the Supreme Court to tile a motion
beyond that time. The motion shall include a statement and all available evidence as to why the
respondent no longer poses a subsiantial threat of serious harm to the public. A copy of the
motion shall be served by the respondent on the relator. The relator shall have ten days from the
date the motion is filed to file a response to the motion. The Supreme Court promptly shall




review the motion after a response has been filed or after the time for filing a response has
passed.

{2 In addition to the motion allowed by division (CX1) of this section, the
respondent may file a motion requesting dissolution of the interim remedial suspension order,
alleging that one hundred eighty days have elapsed since the entry of the order and the relator
has failed to file with the Board a formal complaint predicated on the conduct that was the basis
of the order. A copy of the motion shall be served by the respondent on the relator. The relator
shall have ten days from the date the motion s filed to file a response to the motion. The
Suprame Court promptly shall review the motion after a response has been filed or after the time
for filing a response has passed.

{3} Procedure. The Rules of Practice of the Supreme Court of Ohio shall apply to
inferim remedial suspension proceedings filed pursuant to this section.

(E) Buty of Clerk on Entering Order.  Upon the eniry of an order suspending or
reinstating the respondent pursuant to this section, the Clark of the Supreme Court shall mail
certified copies of the order as provided in Section 8(D)(1) of this rule,






2701.031 Disqualification of municipal or county court judge -
affidavit.

{4) ¥ a judge of 2 municipal or county court allegedly is interested in 2 proceeding pending
before the judge, allegedly is related to or has a bias or prefudice for or againgt aparty to 2
procesding pending before the judge or to a party’s counsel, or allegedly otherwise is disqualified
to preside in a proceeding pending before the judge, any party 1o the proceeding or the party's
counsel may file an affidavit of disqualification with the clerk of the court in which the
proceeding is pending.

(B} An affidavit of disqualification shall be filed under this section with the dlerk of the court in
which the proceeding is pending not less than ssven calendar days before the day on which the
next hearing in the proceeding is scheduled sud shall include all of the following:

(1) The specific allegations on which the claim of interest, bias, prejudice, or disgualification is
based and the facts to support each of those allegations;

{2) The jurat of 2 potary public or another person authorized to administer oaths or affirmations:

{3} A certificate indicating that a copy of the affidavit has been served on the judge of the
municipal or county court against whem the affidavit is filed and on all other pariies or their
oounsel;

{4) The date of the next scheduled hearing in the proceeding or, if there is ne hearing scheduled,
a statement that thers is no bearing scheduled. .

{

{1} Except as provided in division (C}2) of this section, when an affidavit of disqualification is
presented io the clerk of 3 municipal or county court for filing under division (B} of this section,
the glerk shall enter the fact of the filing on the docket in that proceeding and shall provide notice
of the filing of the affidavit 1o one of the following: '

{a} The presiding judge of the court of commen pleas of the county;

{b} If there is no presiding judge of the court of coromon pleas of the county, a judge of the court
of common pleas of the county.

(23 The clerk of the numicipal or county court in which a proceeding is pending shall not scoept
an affidavit of disqualification presented for filing under division (B) of this section if it is not
timely presented for filing or does not satisfy the requirements of divisions (BY(2), {3), and (4) of
this section. ‘

{1}
{1} Except as provided in divisions (D)2} to (4) of this section, if the clerk of the municipal or

county court in which a proceeding is pending sccepts an affidavit of disqualification for filing
under divisions (B) and (C} of this section, the affidavit deprives the judge of a municipal or




county cout against whom the atfidavit was filed of any awthority to preside in the procesding
until the judge who was notified pursuant to division (C)Y(1) of this section rules on the affidavit
pursuant o division (B} of this section.

{2y Ajudgeofa mummpai or county court against whom an affidavit of dzsqualmcatmn has been
filed under divisions (B and {C) of this section may preside in the proceeding if, based on the
scheduled hearing date, the affidavit was not timely filed.

{3} A judge of a municipal or county cowt against whom an affidavit of disqualification has been
filed under divisions (B} and (U} of this section may determine a matter that does oot affect 3
substantive right of gny of the parties.

{4} If the clerk of 2 municipal or county couwt accepts an affidavit of disqualification for fling
under divisions (B) and (C) of this section, if the judge whe s notified pursuant to division
{C)(1}) of this section of the filing of the affidavit of disqualification dénies the affidavit pursuant
o division (B} of this section, and if, sfier the denisl, a second or subseguent affidavit of
disqualification regarding the same judge and the same proceeding is filed by the same party

* whe filed or on whose behalf was filed the affidavit that was denied or by counsel for the same
party who filed or on whose behalf was filed the affidavit thet was denied, the judge of a
nnmicipal or county court against whom the second or subsequent affidavit is filed may preside
in the procesding prior to the ruling, by the judge who is notified pursuant to division (C}(1) of
this section, on the second or subsequent affidavit pursuant to division (B) of this section.

{E} If the clerk of 2 municipal or county eourt aceepts an affidavit of dsqualification for filing
under division (B) and (C) of this section and if the judge who iz notified pursunant to division
{CK1) of this section of the filing of the affidavit determines that the interest, bias, prejudice, or
disqualification alleged in the affidavit doss not exdst, the hudge who is 50 notified shall issve an
entry denying the affidavit of disqualification. If the judge who is notified pursuant to division
{C)(1} of this section of the filing of the affidavit determines that the interest, bias, prejudice, or
disqualification slleged in the affidavit exists, the judge who is so notified shall issue wn entry
that disqualifies the judge against whom the affidavit was filed from presiding in the proceeding
and designate another judge of the municipal or county court, or of the court of common pless, to
pregide in the procesding in place of the disqualified judge.

Effective Diate: 11-20-1994






RULE 6. Time

{A} Time: computation. In computing any period of time prescribed or allowed by
these rules, by the local rules of any cowrt, by order of court, or by any applicable statute, the day
of the act, event, or default from which the designated period of time begins to run shall not be
included. The last day of the period so computed shall be included, vnless 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 2 legal holiday. When the period of time prescribed or allowed is
less than seven days, Intermediate Saturdays, Sundays, and legal holidays shall be excluded inthe
computation. When a public office in which an act, required by law, rule, or order of coust, is to
be performed is closed to the public for the entire day which constitutes the last day for doing
such an act, or before its usual closing time on such day, then such act may be performed on the
_next succeeding day which is not s Saturday, a Sunday, or a legal holiday.

{B) Time: extemsion. When by these rules or by a notice given thereunder or by
order of court an act is required or allowed 1o be done at or within a specified tine, the court for
cause shown may at apy time in its discretion (1} with or without motion or tiotice order the
period enlarged if request therefor is made before the expiration of the period originaily
preseribed or as extended by a previous order, or {2} upon motion made afier the expiration of the
specified period permit the act to be done where the fallure to aet was the result of excusable
neglect; but it may not extend the time fw taking any action under Civ.R. 50(B), Civ.R. 59(B),
Civ.R. 59(I3), and Civ.R. 60(B), except 1o the extent and under the conditions stated in them.

{C} Time: motions. A wriiten motion, other than one which may be heard ex parte,
and notice of the hearing thereof shall be served not later than seven days before the time fived
for the hearing, unless a different period is fixed by these rules or by order of the court. Such an
order may for cause shown be made on ex parie application. When a motion is supported by
affidavit, the affidavit shall be served with the motion; and, except as otherwise provided in
Civ.R. 39(C), opposing affidavits may be served not Tater than one day before the hearing, unless
the court permits them to be served &l some other time.

() Time: additional thme affer service by mail or commercial earsier_service.
Whenever a party has the right or is required to do some act or take some proceedings within a
prescribed period afler the service of a notice or other document upon that party and the noties or
paper is served upon that party by mail or commereial carrier service under Civ.R. S(B){(2)e) or
{d), three days shall be added 10 the prescribed period. This division does not apply to responses
1o service of summons under Civ R, 4 through Civ.R. 4.6.

[Effective: July 1, 1970; amended effective July 1, 1978; July 1, 2012,






2733.01 Proceedings against a person.
A civil action in quo warrante may be brought in the name of the state:

{A} Against a person who usurps, intrudes into, or unlawfully holds or exercises a public office,
civil or military, or 2 franchise, within this state, or an office in a corporation created by the
authority of this siate;

{B) Against a public officer, civil or rmhtary, who does or suffers an act which, by law, works a
forfeiture of his office;

{C) Againgt an associgtion of persons who actas a carparamn within this state without being
legally incorporated.

Effective Date: 10-01-1953






Section 7. Mental Diness Suspension; Standard; Findings; Examination; Duty of
Clerk; Termination.

(A}  Definition. “Mental illness” has the same meaning as in division {A) of section
3122.01 of the Revised Code.

(B} Mental Hiness Suspension.

{1}  After an answer has been filed or the time for answer has elapsed, the Board
torthwith shall certify a complaint to the Supreme Court if either of the following applies:

{a} The complaint, answer, or other subsequent pleading alleges mental illness that
substantially impairs the ability of the attormey to practice law and is supporied by a certified
copy of a’journal entry of a court of competent jurisdiction adjudicating mental illness:

(b After an examination as provided in division (C) of this section, the Board finds
an existing mental illness that substantially impairs the ability of the attorney to practice law.

{Z)  Upon receipt of a certified complaint pursuant to division {B)1) of this section,
the Supreme Cowrt may suspend the respondent from the practice of law,

{C}y Examination.

() The Board or hearing panel, on its own motion or motion of either party, may
order a medical or psychiatric examination of the respondent if either of the following applies:

{a)  The complaint, answer, or any subsequent pleading alleges existing mental illness
that substantially impairs the sbility of the attorney to practice law but is unsupported by a
Jjournal entry of a coust of competent jurisdiction;

(b}  Mental illness that substantially impairs the ability of the attorney to practice law
otherwise is placed in issue,

{2}  The medical or psychiatric examination of respondent shall be conducted by one
or more physicians designated by the Board or hearing panel. The findings of the physician or
physicians shall be presented to the Board or hearing panel as evidence and made available to
both parties. If the resulis of the examination are contested, the hearing panel shall submit its
findings of fact and conclusions to the Board:

(I}  Board Review. If, after reviewing the report of the hearing panel, the Board
concludes the record establishes that the respondent suffers from mental illness that subatantially
impairs the ability of the attorney to practice law, the Board forthwith shall certify the complaint
to the Supreme Court. The Supreme Court may suspend the respondent from the practice of law.

(£} Duty of Clerk on Entering Order. Upon the entry of an order suspending
respondent for mental iliness that substantially impairs the ability of the attorney to practice law,
the Clerk of the Supreme Court shall mail certified copies of the order as provided in Section
8(D(1) of this rule and shall change the registration of respondent to inactive status. The order
shali not be published but shall be a matter of public record.

(F})  Termination. A suspension under this section may be terminated on application
of the respondent to the Board and a showing of removal of the cause for the suspension. The
termination of the suspension shall be certified by the Board to, and affirmed by, the Supreme
Court.






RULE 4.81. Powers and Duties of Administrative Judge.
An administrative judge of a court or a division of a court shall do all of the foliowing:

{A} Be responsible for and exercise control over the administration, docket, and
calendar of the court or division;

(B}  Be responsible to the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court in the discharge of the
administrative judge’s dutics, for the observance of the Rules of Superintendence for the
Courts of Ghio, and for the termination of all cases #y the gourt or division without yndue
delay and in accordance with the time guidelines set forth in Sup.R. 39;

(Cy)  Pursuant 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 municipal and county courts, assign cases to particular sessions pursuant to
Sup.R. 36;

(B} Require timely and accurate reports from each judge of the court or division
eoncerning the status of individually assigned cases and from judges and court personne}
concerning cases assigned to particular sessions;

(F}  Timely file all administrative judge reporis required by the Case Mandgement
Section of the Supreme Cowrt;

(G} Develop accounting and auditing systems within the court or division and the
office of the clerk of the court that ensure the accuracy and completeness of all required
repotts;

{H} Reguest, as necessary, the assignment of judges to the court or division by the
Chief lustice or the presiding judge of the court;

H Administer personne] policies established by the court or division;

8)] Perform other duties as required by the Revised Code, the Rules of
Superintendence of the Courts of Chio, Jocal rules of the court or division, or the Chief
Justice;

() Perform any other duties in furtherance of the responsibilities of the
administrative judge.
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