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                      SUPREME COURT OF OHIO 
 
                            COLUMBUS 
                                                                 
 
 
                          ANNOUNCEMENT 
 
 
                                             WEDNESDAY 
                                             April 9, 1997 
 
                          MOTION DOCKET 
 
95-42.  State v. Wogenstahl. 
Hamilton  App. No. C-930222.  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  a  notice  filed 
contemporaneously  with the motion, that a  petition  for  post- 
conviction relief has been filed by appellant with the  Hamilton 
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. 
 
97-487.  State ex rel. Enoch v. Ohio Adult Parole Auth. 
In  Mandamus.  This cause originated in this court on the filing 
of  a complaint for a writ of mandamus or alternate petition for 
habeas  corpus.  On April 1, 1997, respondent filed  a  document 
titled  "Motion  to  Supplement the  Record"  with  an  attached 
document titled "Certification of Record."  Respondent seeks  to 
supplement  its  earlier  filed  motion  to  dismiss  with   the 
certification of record. 
     Whereas S.Ct.Prac.R. VIII(7) requires that any additions to 
a  previously  filed  document must be  filed  within  the  time 
permitted  for  filing the original document,  and  respondent's 
original  document  was  due March 31,  1997,  and  S.Ct.Prac.R. 
VIII(7) prescribes that the Clerk shall refuse to file a revised 
document  that is not submitted within the deadlines  prescribed 
by the rules, 
      IT  IS ORDERED by the court, sua sponte, that respondent's 
motion to supplement the record be, and hereby is, stricken. 
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