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Oral argument is neither warranted nor necessary where, as in this original action,
the briefs submitted by the parties and amici “are sufficient to resolve the issues raised, and
[the] case does not involve a substantial constitutional issue, conflict among courts of
appeals, or complex factual issues.” State ex rel. Davis v. Pub. Emps. Retirement Bd., 111 Ohio
St.3d 18, 2006-Ohio-5339, 855 N.E.2d 444, 9 16 (citing State ex rel. Physicians Commt. for
Responsible Medicine v. Ohio State Univ. Bd. of Trustees, 108 Ohio St.3d 288, 2006-Ohio-
903, 843 N.E.2d 174, 9 5).

Having already filed a nearly 50-page merits brief, Springfield City School District
uses the occasion of its motion for oral argument to present an additional eight-plus pages
of substantive argument. Springfield, however, previously made, and School Choice Ohio
has replied to, each argument Springfield’s raises in its motion." The Court therefore
should decline Springfield’s invitation to convene oral argument so it can have still another
opportunity to re-argue those issues. See State ex rel. WBNS TV, Inc. v. Dues, 101 Ohio St.3d
406, 2004-Ohio-1497, 805 N.E.2d m16, 9 21 (denying motion for oral argument filed “to
present additional argument”).

The dispositive question in this case is narrow: does Ohio law afford a public office
the power and discretion to unilaterally change its policies as a way to intentionally place
its records beyond the Public Records Act’s reach? Since school districts and their boards
are creatures of state law that have “no more authority than that conferred upon them by

statute,” Hall v. Lakeview Local School Dist. Bd. of Edn., 63 Ohio St.3d 380, 383, 588 N.E.2d

' School Choice Ohio respectfully asks the Court to strike, sua sponte, Springfield’s motion
to the extent it advances new or additional arguments that are contrary to S.Ct.Prac.R.
16.08’s prohibition on supplemental briefing.
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785 (1992), answering this question negatively wot 1 not limit or curtail the discretion
school districts and their boards actually enjoy under Ohio law. Oral argument therefore is
not warranted because, although this case implicates Ohio’s “fundamental policy of
promoting open government,” State ex rel. The Miami Student v. Miami Univ., 79 Ohio
St.3d 168, 171, 680 N.E.2d 956 (1997), the case itself is about Springfield’s attempt to deny
School Choice Ohio—and only School Choice Ohio—its public records rights. See State ex
rel. McGinty v. Cleveland City School Dist. Bd. of Edn., 81 Ohio St.3d 283, 286, 690 N.E.2d
1273 (1998) (denying oral argument where effect of case was limited to individual litigant).
Finally, Springfield does not contend that this case raises constitutional issues or
that a conflict exists among the courts of appeals. The Court therefore should deny
Springfield’s motion for oral argument and grant School Choice Ohio the relief it seeks for

the reasons set forth in its Merits and Reply briefs.
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