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The Supreme Court of Ohio 
 
 
 

CASE ANNOUNCEMENTS AND ADMINISTRATIVE ACTIONS 
 

July 20, 2004 
 
 
 

MOTION AND PROCEDURAL RULINGS 
 
2003-1161. State v. Crotts. 
Cuyahoga App. No. 81477, 2003-Ohio-2473. This cause is pending before 
the court as a discretionary appeal.  Upon consideration of appellee's motion 
for release on bond,  
 IT IS ORDERED by the court that the motion for release on bond be, 
and hereby is, denied. 
 F.E. Sweeney and Pfeifer, JJ., dissent. 
 

DISCIPLINARY CASES 
 
2004-0971. In re Lanzillotta. 
On July 12, 2004, this court suspended respondent, Michael A. Lanzillotta, 
for an interim period pursuant to Gov.Bar R. V(5)(A)(4).  On July 15, 2004, 
the Board of Commissioners on Grievances and Discipline submitted a 
notice pursuant to Gov.Bar R. V(5)(D)(1)(c) notifying this court that 
respondent no longer was in default of the child support order previously 
submitted to the court. Upon consideration thereof, 
 IT IS ORDERED by the court that pursuant to Gov.Bar R. 
V(5)(D)(1), respondent, Michael A. Lanzillotta, Attorney Registration No. 
0012767, last known business address in Cincinnati, Ohio, be reinstated to 
the practice of law. 



 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that pursuant to Gov.Bar R. 
V(5)(D)(2), reinstatement of respondent shall not terminate any pending 
disciplinary proceedings against respondent. 
 IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk of this court issue 
certified copies of this order as provided for in Gov.Bar R. V(8)(D)(1), that 
publication be made as provided for in Gov.Bar R. V(8)(D)(2), and that 
respondent bear the costs of publication. 
 

MEDIATION REFERRALS 
 
2004-1112. UCAR Carbon Co. v. Cuyahoga Cty. Bd. of Revision. 
Board of Tax Appeals, No. 2003-R-261. The court refers this case to 
mediation under S.Ct.Prac.R. XIV(6) and stays the briefing schedule for this 
case until further notice.  The court will not issue any decision on the merits 
of this case until mediation has concluded. The lifting of this stay of briefing 
or the return of this case to the court’s regular docket will begin de novo the 
time for briefing prescribed in S.Ct.Prac.R. VI. 
 
2004-1113. UCAR Carbon Co. v. Cuyahoga Cty. Bd. of Revision. 
Board of Tax Appeals, No. 2003-R-262. The court refers this case to 
mediation under S.Ct.Prac.R. XIV(6) and stays the briefing schedule for this 
case until further notice.  The court will not issue any decision on the merits 
of this case until mediation has concluded. The lifting of this stay of briefing 
or the return of this case to the court’s regular docket will begin de novo the 
time for briefing prescribed in S.Ct.Prac.R. VI. 
 
2004-1114. UCAR Carbon Co. v. Cuyahoga Cty. Bd. of Revision. 
Board of Tax Appeals, No. 2003-R-263. The court refers this case to 
mediation under S.Ct.Prac.R. XIV(6) and stays the briefing schedule for this 
case until further notice.  The court will not issue any decision on the merits 
of this case until mediation has concluded. The lifting of this stay of briefing 
or the return of this case to the court’s regular docket will begin de novo the 
time for briefing prescribed in S.Ct.Prac.R. VI. 
 
2004-1115. UCAR Carbon Co. v. Cuyahoga Cty. Bd. of Revision. 
Board of Tax Appeals, No. 2003-R-264. The court refers this case to 
mediation under S.Ct.Prac.R. XIV(6) and stays the briefing schedule for this 
case until further notice.  The court will not issue any decision on the merits 
of this case until mediation has concluded. The lifting of this stay of briefing 



or the return of this case to the court’s regular docket will begin de novo the 
time for briefing prescribed in S.Ct.Prac.R. VI. 
 
2004-1116. UCAR Carbon Co. v. Cuyahoga Cty. Bd. of Revision. 
Board of Tax Appeals, No. 2003-R-265. The court refers this case to 
mediation under S.Ct.Prac.R. XIV(6) and stays the briefing schedule for this 
case until further notice.  The court will not issue any decision on the merits 
of this case until mediation has concluded. The lifting of this stay of briefing 
or the return of this case to the court’s regular docket will begin de novo the 
time for briefing prescribed in S.Ct.Prac.R. VI. 
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