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MOTION AND PROCEDURAL RULINGS 
 
2014-1966.  Tribett v. Shepherd. 
Belmont App. No. 13 BE 22, 2014-Ohio-4320.  This cause is pending before the 
court as an appeal from the Court of Appeals for Belmont County. 

Upon consideration of appellants’ motion for clarification regarding sua 
sponte order dated February 10, 2016, it is ordered by the court that the motion is 
granted.  Briefing shall proceed on Proposition of Law Nos. III and VII only.  
Appellants’ merit brief remains due within 40 days of the date of the filing of the 
record in this case as provided by S.Ct.Prac.R. 16.02(A), and the parties shall not 
be granted extensions of time other than as permitted by S.Ct.Prac.R. 3.03. 

Pfeifer, Lanzinger, and O’Neill, JJ., dissent. 
 
2016-0313.  Ohio Mfrs. Assn. v. Ohioans for Drug Price Relief Act. 
Miscellaneous case.  This cause originated in this court on the filing of a complaint 
invoking this court’s original jurisdiction under Article II, Section 1g of the Ohio 
Constitution. 

Upon consideration of relators’ motion for appointment of a master 
commissioner for purposes of overseeing discovery and conducting an evidentiary 
hearing, if necessary, it is ordered by the court that the motion is granted.  Any 
request for resolution of discovery disputes shall be filed with the clerk’s office 
and must comply with the applicable provisions of the rules of practice for filing 
documents. 

O’Connor, C.J., and Pfeifer and Lanzinger, JJ., dissent. 
 
2016-0339.  State v. Dickerson. 
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Cuyahoga App. No. 102461, 2016-Ohio-807.  This cause is pending before the 
court as a jurisdictional appeal. 

Upon consideration of appellant’s motion for immediate stay of the court of 
appeals’ judgment, it is ordered by the court that the motion is granted. 

Pfeifer, J., dissents. 
 
2016-0464.  State ex rel. Ethics First – You Decide Ohio Political Action 
Commt. 
In Mandamus.  This cause originated in this court on the filing of a complaint for a 
writ of mandamus. 

Upon consideration of relators’ motion to expedite consideration of 
complaint and the issuance of writ of mandamus, it is ordered by the court that the 
motion is granted. 

Respondent shall file a response to the complaint as provided for by 
S.Ct.Prac.R. 12.04 within five days of the date of this entry. 

O’Connor, C.J., and Lanzinger, J., dissent. 


