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The official versions of the opinions listed below, which were previously
released as slip opinions, have been published in the January 18, 2010 Ohio
Official Reports advance sheet. These opinions should now be cited using the
Ohio Official Reports citation format.

2008-2365. Worthington City Schools Bd. of Edn. v. Franklin Cty. Bd. of
Revision, 124 Ohio St.3d 27, 2009-Ohio-5932.

2008-2462. Church of God in N. Ohio, Inc. v. Levin, 124 Ohio St.3d 36, 2009-
Ohio-5939.

2009-1020. State ex rel. Carr v. McDonnell, 124 Ohio St.3d 62, 2009-Ohio-
6165.

2009-1144. Disciplinary Counsel v. Smith, 124 Ohio St.3d 49, 2009-Ohio-5960.

2009-1145. Cleveland Metro. Bar Assn. v. Nance, 124 Ohio St.3d 57, 2009-
Ohio-5957.

2009-1279. State ex rel. Martin v. Ohio Adult Parole Auth., 124 Ohio St.3d
63, 2009-Ohio-6164.

MOTION AND PROCEDURAL RULINGS



In re Starks.

On December 31, 2008, this court found Verdell Starks to be a vexatious litigator
under S.Ct.Prac.R. 14.5(B). This court further ordered that Starks was prohibited
from continuing or instituting legal proceedings in this court without first obtaining
leave. On January 13, 2010, Starks submitted a motion for leave to file an
appeal/memorandum in support of jurisdiction. Upon review of the proffered
filing the court finds it without merit. Accordingly,

It is ordered by the court that Starks is denied leave to file an appeal.

2001-0524. State v. Brown.

Mahoning App. No. 96 C.A. 56. By entry filed June 17, 2009, this court ordered
that appellant’s sentence be carried into execution on Thursday, February 4, 2010.
In order to facilitate this court’s timely consideration of any matters relating to the
execution of appellant’s sentence,

It is ordered by the court that the Chief Justice may suspend application of
any provisions of the Rules of Practice of the Supreme Court, including but not
limited to the filing requirements imposed by S.Ct.Prac.R. 14.1.

It is further ordered that service of documents as required by S.Ct.Prac.R.
14.2 shall be personal, by facsimile transmission, or by email.

It is further ordered that counsel of record for the parties shall provide this
court with a copy of any document relating to this matter that is filed in or issued
by any other court in this state or any federal court, as well as any commutation,
pardon, or warrant of reprieve issued by the governor. A copy of the document
shall be delivered to the Office of the Clerk as soon as possible, either personally,
by facsimile transmission, or by email.

2007-1261. State v. Ketterer.
Butler C.P. No. CR 2003-03-0309. This cause is pending before the court as a
death penalty appeal from the Court of Common Pleas for Butler County. Upon
consideration thereof,

It is ordered by the court, sua sponte, that oral argument will be limited to 15
minutes per side in this case.

2007-2425. State v. Ketterer.
Butler C.P. No. CR-2003-03-0309. This cause is pending before the court as a
death penalty appeal from the Court of Common Pleas for Butler County. Upon
consideration thereof,

It is ordered by the court, sua sponte, that oral argument will be limited to 15
minutes per side in this case.
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2009-2226. Inre L.J.
Logan App. No. 8-09-07, 2009-Ohio-5658. This cause is pending before the court
as a discretionary appeal and claimed appeal of right. Upon review of the appeal,
it appears that the case involves the termination of parental rights. Accordingly,

It is ordered by the court, sua sponte, that this case shall proceed according
to the Rules of Practice of the Supreme Court of Ohio governing the termination of
parental rights or adoption of a minor child.

MISCELLANEOUS DISMISSALS

2008-1292. [State ex rel.] Mid-Ohio Wood Prods., Inc. v. Indus. Comm.
Franklin App. No. 07AP-478, 2008-Ohio-2453. This cause is pending before the
court as an appeal from the Court of Appeals for Franklin County. Upon
consideration of appellant's application for dismissal,

It is ordered by the court that the application for dismissal is granted.
Accordingly, this cause is dismissed.
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