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The State of Ohio, on relation to the Ohio Republican Party (hereinafter, "Relator"), 

hereby moves, pursuant S. Ct. R. Prac. 16.08, to strike Respondents’ Reply to Relator’s 

Explanation of Why This Case Should Not be Dismissed as Moot (said document being filed 

herein on April 3, 2015).   

In response to the sua sponte inquiry of this Court (issued on March 25, 2015), Relator 

tendered a two-page response (filed on March 26, 2015) that posited the conclusion that this case was 

not moot because Respondents had still not produced the requested public records.  Instead of 

addressing the simple conclusion posited by Relator, Respondents elected to engage in a lengthy 

argument going to the validity vel non of their continued refusal to produce the requested records, 

including the submission of additional evidence, i.e., affidavits.  Throughout their putative reply, 

Respondents ignored the question of whether they have produced vel non the requested records.  

Instead, Respondents engaged in rehashing and supplementing their merit brief. 

S. Ct. R. Prac. 16.08 expressly dictates that, with certain exceptions not applicable herein, 

“merit briefs shall not be supplemented.”  Yet, in their Reply to Relator’s Explanation, Respondents 

have done nothing more than attempt to tender supplemental argument and briefing.  Doing so was 

not responsive to the direction of the Court that issued on March 25, 2015, and was in violation of S. 

Ct. R. Prac. 16.08. 

Accordingly, Respondents’ Reply to Relator’s Explanation should be stricken. 
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