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105 Ohio St.3d] IN RE UHm@C>meJHO>ﬂ.HOZ OF SQUIRE 1221
Opinion in Chambers, per Moyer, C.J. ,

In RE DISQUALIFICATION OF SQUIRE.
JOHNSON v. JOHNSON.

[Cite as In .~.m b&n:a:.man:..ea of Squire, 105
Ohio St.3d 1221, 2004-Ohio-7358.]

.\2&@%|®$.§Sﬁ of disqualification—Protracted discord between judge and
party’s attorney creates appearance of lack of objectivity—Disqualification
ordered. .

(No. 04-AP-031-—Decided April 9, 2004.)

ON AFFDAVIT OF DisQuaLiFIcATION in Franklin County Court of Common
Pleas, Domestic Relations Division, Case No. 03-DR~03-1125.

MOYER, ,o..u .

{11} Plaintiff’s counsel Alex J. Pomerants has filed an affidavit with the Clerk
of this court under R.C. 2701.03 seeking the disqualification of Judge Carole
Squire from acting on any further proceedings in case No. 03-DR-03-1125 in the
Court of Common Pleas for Franklin County, Domestic Relations Division.

{72} Affiant alleges that Judge Squire used demeaning and hostile language
when speaking to him at a hearing in November 2003. Aeccording to affiant,
Judge Squire told him that he had “no business being in court,” that it is not her
job to prepare findings of fact and conclusions of law, and that he was “wasting
the court’s time.”

. {13} The hearing was not transcribed or recorded. Judge Squire has ac-
knowledged in a’written response that she did indeed ecriticize affiant in her
courtroom for his “lack of preparation, lack of familiarity with procedures, and his
refusal to accept instruction,” and, decording to the judge, those failings “resulted
in an unnecessary waste of court time.” She denies, however, that she harbors
any hostility or ill will toward affiant or his client, and she does not believe that
any of her comments could be “characterize[d] as disparaging.”

{74} Certainly a judge is entitled to speak with counsel about the kinds of
issues that both Judge Squire and affiant acknowledge.they discussed. An
attorney’s unfamiliarity with' court rules and procedures, as well as his or her lack
of preparation, need not go unnoticed and unmentioned by a judge who observes
them.







