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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Ohio affirmed a contempt judgment against Judge Tracie Hunter for violating
an alternative writ that required her to stay enforcement of orders revoking the Cincinnati Enquirer’s
permission to attend, broadcast, photograph, or record juvenile proceedings. The court held that the
writ clearly required suspension of the orders, including the related prohibition on publishing the
juveniles’ names, and that the judge’s asserted agreement with the juveniles’ attorneys did not justify
noncompliance.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Judge Hunter's asserted enforcement of an alleged agreement by the Enquirer not to publish the
juveniles' names provided a defense to the contempt charge.

2. Whether the alternative writ was sufficiently clear and definite to support a contempt finding based on
Judge Hunter's continued enforcement of the publication ban.

3. Whether the First District abused its discretion by finding Judge Hunter in contempt for violating the
alternative writ.

HOLDINGS

1. Judge Hunter's reliance on the alleged agreement between the Enquirer and the juvenile defendants did
not provide a defense because the issue before the Supreme Court was whether her June 24, 2013 entry
violated the alternative writ.

2. An order forming the basis of a contempt charge must be clear, definite, unambiguous, and not subject to
dual interpretations; the alternative writ clearly required Judge Hunter to suspend the March 15 and
March 25 orders, including the publication ban those orders purported to enforce.

3. The First District did not abuse its discretion in finding Judge Hunter in contempt, and its contempt
judgment was affirmed.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“If a contempt charge is premised on a party’s failure to obey an order of the court, then the order must be
clear and definite, unambiguous, and not subject to dual interpretations.” (¶ 25)

“Thus, the appellate court’s alternative writ would provide the Enquirer only the illusion of relief.” (¶ 26)

“The appellate court is in the best position to interpret its own mandate and determine whether a trial court
judge has complied with that mandate.” (¶ 29)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The Cincinnati Enquirer published the names of juvenile defendants charged with assault and later published the
names and ages of additional juveniles. Judge Hunter initially permitted the Enquirer to broadcast or photograph
proceedings subject to a condition barring publication or broadcast of the juveniles' names, then revoked the
Enquirer's access after it published the names. The First District issued an alternative writ requiring Hunter to
stay enforcement of the revocation orders and permit Enquirer representatives in the courtroom, but Hunter
reinstated access while maintaining the publication ban.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Cincinnati Enquirer sought a writ of prohibition and related preliminary relief after Judge Hunter revoked its
permission to attend, broadcast, photograph, or record juvenile proceedings because it published the juveniles'
names. The First District issued an alternative writ requiring Hunter to stay enforcement of the revocation orders
and permit Enquirer representatives in the courtroom. After Hunter reinstated access subject to a continued ban
on publication of the juveniles' names, the First District found her in contempt and ordered her to vacate the
entry. The Supreme Court of Ohio affirmed.
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