IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO
State ex. rel., JURADO, et al.

Relators,
Case No. 2014-1225

Original Action in Mandamus
OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL, et

al.

Respondents.

MEMORANDUM IN RESPONSE TO
RELATOR’S MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION

ARISTIDES JURADO MIKE DeWINE (0009181)
3963 Easton Way Ohio Attorney General
Columbus, Ohio 43219

Relator, pro se JEFFERY W. CLARK (0017319)
*Counsel of Record

Assistant Attorney General
Constitutional Offices Section
30 E. Broad Street, 16th Floor
Columbus, Ohio 43215
T: (614) 466-2872
F: (614) 728-7592
jeffery.clark@ohioattorneygeneral.gov

Attorney for Respondent
Office of Disciplinary Counsel




IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO
State ex. rel., JURADO, et al.

Relators,
Case No. 2014-1225

Original Action in Mandamus
OFFICE OF DISCIPLINARY COUNSEL, et

al.

Respondents.

MEMORANDUM IN RESPONSE TO
RELATOR’S MOTION FOR RECONSIDERATION

Pursuant to S.Ct.Prac.R. 18.03, Respondent Office of Disciplinary Counsel hereby
submits the attached Memorandum in Response to Relator’s Motion for Reconsideration.
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MEMORANDUM IN RESPONSE TO REALTOR’S MOTION FOR
RECONSIDERATION OF THE COURT’S DISMISSAL ENTRY

This original action sought writs of mandamus against Respondents Ohio Office of
Disciplinary Counsel and Franklin County Court of Common Pleas, Domestic Relations
Division, Juvenile Branch (“Domestic Relations Court”), and a writ of prohibition against the
Domestic Relations Court. Both Respondents filed motions to dismiss, and on September 24,
2014 the court issued an entry dismissing the action.

On October 6, 2014 Relator filed a Motion for Reconsideration, in which he asked the
Court to consider “[n]ew facts and events” occurring after the filing of the Court’s dismissal
entry, and urging that “[o]ther standards of review be applied.” Motion for Reconsideration, p.
2. This Court recently held that:

Under S.Ct.Prac.R. 18.02, we use our reconsideration authority to “correct

decisions which, upon reflection, are deemed to have been made in error.” State

ex rel. Huebner v. W. Jefferson Village Council, 75 Ohio St.3d 381, 383, 662

N.E.2d 339 (1995). We will not, however, grant reconsideration when a movant

seeks merely to reargue the case at hand. S.Ct.Prac.R. 18.02(B).

Dublin City Sch. Bd. of Edn. v. Franklin Cty. Bd. of Revision, 2014-Ohio-1940,

139 Ohio St. 3d 212, 214
The new facts and events and standards argued in Relator’s Motion for Reconsideration are
directed exclusively to his claims against the Domestic Relations Court. Relator has not drawn

the Court’s attention to any error in dismissal of the action as it pertains to Respondent Ohio

Office of Disciplinary Counsel.



For the foregoing reasons, Respondent Ohio Office of Disciplinary Counsel respectfully

requests this Court to deny Relator’s Motion for Reconsideration of Dismissal.

Respectfully submitted,

MIKE DeWINE (0009181)

Ohio Attorney General
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JEFFERY W, CLARK (0017319)
¢ Assistant Attorney General
Constitutional Offices Section
30 E. Broad Street, 16th Floor
Columbus, Ohio 43215
T: (614) 466-2872
F: (614) 728-7592

jeffery.clark@ohioattorneygeneral.gov

Attorney for Respondent
Office of Disciplinary Counsel



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true copy of the foregoing Memorandum in Response to Relator’s
Motion for Reconsideration was served by regular U.S. mail, postage prepaid, on October 16,
2014, upon the following:

Aristides Jurado
3963 Easton Way

Columbus, Ohio 43219
Relator
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’ Ass1stant Attorney General
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