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PRESS RELEASE 

 
For Immediate Release: 
 
The Complaint is without legal merit, reflects a lack of understanding of Ohio juvenile 
law and procedures, and contains many factually incorrect allegations that are 2 years old 
and older.  Judge Timothy Grendell followed the law, protected children, spoke truthfully, 
and exercised his constitutionally protected free speech rights, especially as they pertain 
to protecting public confidence in the court. Judge Grendell violated no ethic rules and 
looks forward to the opportunity to prove that ALL of his actions were proper and ethical. 
 
The Complaint contains speculation and false allegations from two individuals who 
violated numerous court orders (in one case, court orders from three different courts). 
Those individuals made false abuse allegations against their children’s fathers and actively 
worked to alienate the children from their fathers. [The child mental health expert opined 
that allowing the children in one case to terminate visitations with their father would be 
extremely harmful to the children.] 
 
The Complaint improperly cites a non-lawyer (deputy sheriff) as a legal authority, which 
appears to condone the unauthorized practice of law.  Moreover, the deputy was wrong as 
to Ohio juvenile law.  
 
The attorneys for the two juveniles placed in detention for repeatedly disobeying their 
mother have stated, under oath, that Judge Grendell acted properly and ethically.  
 
The Complaint misstates or ignores Ohio juvenile law and the Ohio Juvenile Rules and 
totally ignores and abridges the First Amendment Rights of Judge Grendell. 
As a faculty member of the Ohio Supreme Court’s Judicial College, Judge Grendell is 
specifically tasked with teaching Ohio Judges and Court Clerks about legislative matters 
affecting Courts, and as a member of the Law and Policy Committees of the Ohio Judicial 
Conference, Judge Grendell is frequently asked to review, comment, and testify in front of 
the Legislature on pending legislative matters. It is inconceivable that the Disciplinary 
Counsel would have any authority to pick and choose, in hindsight, the appropriateness 
of any such testimony. It is even more inconceivable that the Disciplinary Counsel would 
have any authority over the free speech of anyone testifying as an individual Ohio citizen, 
as Judge Grendell did in his personal testimony regarding HB 624, which is protected by 
both the First Amendment of the U.S. Constitution, and Article I, Section 11 of the Ohio 
Constitution. 
 
Justice (Ret.) Paul Pfeiffer, Executive Director of the Ohio Judicial Conference, reviewed 
Judge Grendell’s committee testimony on HB 624, and said he “cannot comprehend that 
your testimony or work on either proposal [HB 624 or HB 488] would in any respect 
violate Rule 3.2 of the Code of Judicial Conduct. As Juvenile and Probate Judge for Geauga 
County you hold unique responsibilities for the well-being of both children and the 



elderly. If anything, your expressed concerns regarding COVID reporting policy was 
ahead of many so called health experts and looking now in the rear view mirror critical 
mistakes were made to the long term detriment of childhood education and the mental 
health of all.” 
 
Notably, none of these eight different sets of attorneys who represented the grievants 
sought the Judge’s recusal, grieved his conduct, or even sought to appeal the merits of his 
numerous rulings.  
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