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MERIT DECISIONS WITH OPINIONS 

 

2026-0213, 2026-0287, and 2026-0341.  In re A.G., Slip Opinion No. 2026-

Ohio-4293.   

Summit App. Nos. 31490 through 31495 and 31521 through 31526.  Judgment 

reversed and cause remanded for further consideration in light of In re A.S., 2026-

Ohio-3906. 

Kennedy, C.J., and Fischer, DeWine, Brunner, Deters, Hawkins, and 

Shanahan, JJ., concur. 

 

 

MOTION AND PROCEDURAL RULINGS 

 

2026-0973. State ex rel. Mattox v. Clark Cty. Court of Common Pleas, 

Domestic Relations Div.  

In Prohibition.  On relator’s emergency motion to suspend relator’s July 14, 2026 

custody provision or, alternatively, for a writ of supersedeas.  Motion denied. 

 Kennedy, C.J., dissents. 

 

2026-1260.  Rowley v. Jackson Cty. Common Pleas Court Clerk’s Office.   

Jackson App. No. 25CA0008.  On appellant’s “emergency motion for a temporary 

stay of deadlines and dismissal risk in related Fourth District case No. 25CA0006 

pending this appeal or further order.”  Motion denied.   

 

 

 

 

https://www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/Clerk/ecms/#/caseinfo/2026/0213
https://www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/Clerk/ecms/#/caseinfo/2026/0287
https://www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/Clerk/ecms/#/caseinfo/2026/0341
https://www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/rod/docs/pdf/0/2026/2026-Ohio-4293.pdf
https://www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/rod/docs/pdf/0/2026/2026-Ohio-4293.pdf
https://www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/rod/docs/pdf/0/2026/2026-Ohio-3906.pdf
https://www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/rod/docs/pdf/0/2026/2026-Ohio-3906.pdf
https://www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/Clerk/ecms/#/caseinfo/2026/0973
https://www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/Clerk/ecms/#/caseinfo/2026/1260
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DISCIPLINARY CASES 

 

2026-0702.  Disciplinary Counsel v. Butler.   

Sua sponte, matter remanded to the Board of Professional Conduct for further 

proceedings to clarify the evidence relating to respondent’s payment of her 

personal credit-card obligations from law-firm funds.  Specifically, the board and 

the parties are instructed to address the following inconsistencies: (1) the parties’ 

stipulations and the board’s findings that respondent had written the checks from 

her firm’s operating account when the checks placed into evidence show that they 

were drawn from the firm’s IOLTA, and (2) the parties’ stipulations and the 

board’s findings that respondent converted $68,074.88 in firm funds, when the 

checks placed into evidence show payments totaling $99,260.64.  Proceedings 

before this court in this case are stayed until further order of this court. 

 Brunner, J., not participating. 

https://www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/Clerk/ecms/#/caseinfo/2026/0702

