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No later than July 22, 2013, respondents shall file and serve the following: 
 Written direct testimony, 
 If applicable, a list of hostile witnesses, adverse parties, or witnesses 

identified with an adverse party that respondents intend to call, and 
 Any motion to strike relators’ previously filed evidence. 

No later than August 12, 2013, relators shall file any motion to strike 
respondents’ previously filed evidence. 

Memoranda contra any motions to strike shall be due within seven days after 
the filing of the motion to strike.  Memoranda in reply shall be due within three 
days after the filing of any memoranda contra. 

An entry scheduling the hearing and related deadlines will be issued in 
consultation with counsel.  Following the initial presentation of evidence, relators 
shall have an opportunity to present rebuttal evidence.   

Following the conclusion of the presentation of evidence, an entry 
scheduling posthearing briefs and any other related or necessary matters shall be 
issued.   

Andrew J. Campbell 
Special Master 

 
2012-1490.  State ex rel. Weatherford v. Tibbals. 
This cause came for further consideration upon petitioner’s request for oral 
argument.  Upon consideration thereof, it is ordered by the court that the request is 
denied. 
 
2013-0296.  State ex rel. Klayman v. Cuyahoga Cty. Court of Common Pleas. 
In Mandamus.  This cause originated in this court on the filing of a complaint for a 
writ of mandamus.   

Upon consideration of relator’s motion to strike the motion to dismiss of 
Cuyahoga County Court of Common Pleas, Domestic Relations Court, it is ordered 
by the court that the motion is denied as moot. 
 
2013-0453.  U.S. Bank v. Downey. 
Cuyahoga App. No. 98598, 2013-Ohio-494.  This cause is pending before the court 
as a jurisdictional appeal.  

Upon consideration of appellant’s emergency motion for stay of the lower 
court decision, it is ordered by the court that the motion is denied. 
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MEDIATION MATTERS 
 
The following case has been referred to mediation pursuant to S.Ct.Prac.R. 
19.01(A): 

 
2012-1841.  State ex rel. Kempinski v. Indus. Comm. 
Franklin App. No. 10AP-1144, 2012-Ohio-4125. 
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