
 
 
 
 
 
SUPREME COURT OF OHIO 
 
COLUMBUS 
 
ANNOUNCEMENT 
 
 
 TUESDAY 
 December 24, 1996 
 
 
MOTION DOCKET 
 
 
94-2622. State v. Otte. 
Cuyahoga App. No. 64617.  Upon consideration of the motion filed by counsel for 
appellant to continue stay of execution in the above-styled cause pending the 
exhaustion of state post-conviction remedies, and it appearing from the exhibits 
to the motion that a petition for post-conviction relief has been filed by 
appellant with the Cuyahoga County Common Pleas Court, 
 
 IT IS ORDERED by the court that said motion be, and the same is hereby, 
granted. 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED by the court that execution of sentence be, and the 
same is hereby, stayed pending the exhaustion of all proceedings for post-
conviction relief before courts of this state, including any appeals. 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that counsel for the appellant and for the appellee 
shall notify this court when all proceedings for post-conviction relief before 
courts of this state have been exhausted. 
 
 
96-2641. In re Hitchcock. 
Cuyahoga App. Nos. 69291 and 69292.  This cause is pending before the court as a 
discretionary appeal and a claimed appeal of right.  Upon consideration of the 
motion to stay proceedings pending this appeal filed by appellants Abdul and 
Mary Abdullah, 
 IT IS ORDERED by the court that the motion to stay proceedings be, and 
hereby is, denied as moot. 
 
 
RECONSIDERATION DOCKET 
 
 
96-2328. State ex rel. Guess v. Clerks, Common Pleas Court. 
Franklin App. No. 96APD05-660.  Reported at 77 Ohio St.3d 1464, __ N.E.2d __.  
IT IS ORDERED by the court that the motion for reconsideration in this case be, 
and hereby is, denied, effective December 17, 1996. 
 
 
MISCELLANEOUS DISMISSALS. 
 
 



96-2741. State v. Martin. 
Lake App. No. 93-L-042.  On December 12, 1996, appellant filed a notice of 
appeal from a judgment of the Lake County Court of Appeals entered in case No. 
93-L-042 on November 12, 1996, and a memorandum in support of jurisdiction.  
Attached to appellant's memorandum is a copy of the judgment entry being 
appealed, as required by S.Ct.Prac.R. III(1)(D).  The judgment entry bears a 
stamp indicating that it was filed with the clerk of the court of appeals on 
October 21, 1996.  Whereas the date the court of appeals filed its judgment 
entry for journalization with its clerk is, according to S.Ct.Prac.R. 
II(2)(A)(1), the date of entry of the judgment being appealed and, whereas 
appellant did not file his notice of appeal within forty-five days from the date 
of entry of the judgment being appealed, 
 IT IS ORDERED by the court, sua sponte, that this cause be, and hereby is, 
dismissed as untimely. 
 
 
 
MISCELLANEOUS DOCKET 
 
 
 1996 TERM 
 
In re Report of the Commission : 
on Continuing Legal Education. : 
    
 : O R D E R 
 
 
 This matter originated in this court on the filing of a report by the 
Commission on Continuing Legal Education (the "commission") pursuant to Gov.Bar 
R. X(6)(A)(1)(b) and (A)(2)(d).  The commission recommended the imposition of 
sanctions against certain attorneys, the respondents herein, for failure to 
comply with the provisions of Gov.Bar R. X, Attorney Continuing Legal Education, 
for the 1994-1995 reporting period. 
 On March 1, 1996, pursuant to Gov.Bar R. X(6)(B)(1), this court issued to 
each respondent an order to show cause why the commission's recommendation 
should not be adopted and an order so entered against the respondent.  One 
hundred sixty-two respondents filed objections to the commission's 
recommendation.  Pursuant to Gov.Bar R. X(6)(B)(2), the commission may file an 
answer brief to the objections within fifteen days. 
 IT IS ORDERED by the court, sua sponte, that the commission may 
consolidate its responses to the respondents' objections in a single answer 
brief that shall be filed no later than February 3, 1997. 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED by the court, sua sponte, that the notice and 
service requirements of Gov.Bar R. X(6)(C) shall not apply to this order; and 
announcement and publication of this order by the Supreme Court Reporter in the 
Ohio Official Reports and the Ohio State Bar Association Report shall constitute 
notice to the respondents. 
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