The Supreme Court of Ohio

CASE ANNOUNCEMENTS

August 11, 2011

[Cite as08/11/2011 Case Announcements, 2011-Ohio-3948.]

MOTION AND PROCEDURAL RULINGS

2010-0740. Berry v. Lucas Cty. Bd. of Comm.
Certified Question of State Law, United States District Court, Northern District of Ohio, Western
Division, No. 3:08CV3005. This cause is pending before the Court on the certification of a state
law question from the United States District Court for the Northern District of Ohio, Western
Division.

Upon consideration of the joint motion of the parties to withdraw certified question, it is
ordered by the court that the motion is granted. Accordingly, this cause is dismissed.

2010-1542. Statev. Jackson.

Cuyahoga App. No. 92531, 2010-Ohio-3080. This cause, here on appeal from the court of
Appeals for Cuyahoga County, was considered in the manner prescribed by law. On
consideration thereof, this cause is remanded to the court of appeals for application of our
decision in Sate v. Johnson, 128 Ohio St.3d 153, 2010-Ohio-6314.

2011-1266. Stateex rel. EdwardsLand Co., Ltd. v. Delaware Cty. Bd. of Elections.
In Mandamus and Prohibition. This cause originated in this court on the filing of a complaint for
awrit of mandamus and prohibition and relators’ motion to expedite.

Upon consideration thereof, it is ordered by the court that the motion to expediteis
granted to the extent indicated herein. It isfurther ordered by the court that an alternative writ is
granted on relators’ complaint in prohibition, and the following briefing scheduleis set for the
presentation of evidence and filing of briefs pursuant to S.Ct.Prac.R. 10.6:

Relators shall file their brief and evidence within seven days of the date of this entry,
respondent shall fileits brief and evidence within seven days after the filing of relators’ brief,
and relators may file areply brief within three days after the filing of respondent’s brief.

It is further ordered by the court that relators’ complaint in mandamus is dismissed for
want of jurisdiction.

It isfurther ordered that service of documents shall be on the date of filing by personal
service, facsimile transmission, or e-mail, as provided in S.Ct.Prac.R. 10.9(C).



MISCELLANEOUS ORDERS

Gov.Bar R. VI, Section 1(B), requires all attorneys admitted to the practice of law in
Ohio to file a Certificate of Registration within thirty days of the date of admission. Section
5(A) establishes that an attorney who failsto file the Certificate of Registration on or before the
due date, but pays within sixty days of the deadline, shall be assessed a late fee. Section 5(B)
provides that an attorney who failsto file a Certificate of Registration and pay the fees either
timely or within the late registration period shall be notified of noncompliance and that if the
attorney failsto file evidence of compliance with Gov.Bar R. VI or to come into compliance with
this rule within the | ate registration period, the attorney will be suspended from the practice of
law.

The following attorneys have not registered for the 2009/2011 attorney registration
biennium within thirty days of the date of admission, and have not filed evidence of compliance
with Gov.Bar R. VI or come into compliance with this rule within the late registration period
and, consequently, have been suspended from the practice of law pursuant to Gov. Bar R. V1,
Section 5(B), effective August 9, 2011

Name Reqistration Number City and State
Brittany Ann Braig 0087332 Maineville, OH
Jessica Noel Shamshoum 0087312 Lebanon, OH
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