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EXPLANATION OF WHY THIS IS A CASE OF PUBLIC OR GREAT GENERAL
INTEREST AND INVOLVES A SUBSTANTIAL CONSTITUTION QUESTION.
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“Court of Appeals of Ohio, Eighth District
County of Cuyahoga |
Gerald E. Fuerst, Clerk of Courts

CiTY OF BROOKLYN
Appellee

Appeliant

Date 12/11/2009

COA NO. LOWER COURT NO.
94124 09 CRB 02437
PARMA MUNI.

MOTION NO. 428195
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SUA SPONTE, THIS APPEAL IS DISMISSED AT APPELLANT'S COST FOR FAILURE TO FILE THE

RECORD. SEE APP.R. 3(A), 10(A), & LOCAL APP.R. 10. MANDATE TO ISSUE,

ANNOUNCEMENT CF DECISION

FILED ANB JOURNALIZED ! | !
PER APPR. 22(C) PER APP.R, 22(B) AND 26(4)
NS DEC 11 7009
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-N.B. This entry is-an announcement of the court's decision. See App.R. 22(B) and 26(A); Loc.App.R. 22.

- This decision will be journalized and will hecome the judgment.and order of the court pursuant to App.R.
22{C) unless a motian for reconsideration with supporting brief, per App.R. 26(A), is filed within ten {10}
days of the announcement of the court's decision. The time period for review by the Supreme Court of
* Ohio shall begin to rin upon the journalization of this court's announcement of decision by the clerk per
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Memorandum in Support of Jurisdiction was
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