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NOTICE OF APPEAL OF APPELLANTS

Appellants, City of Elyria, Ohio ("Elyria"), City of North Ridgeville, Ohio ("North

Ridgeville"), City of Avon Lake, Ohio ("Avon Lake") and Amherst Township, Ohio

("Amherst"), hereby give notice of their appeal as of right to the Supreme Court of Ohio,

pursuant to R.C. 5717.04 and Rules 2.1(B) and 2.3(A) of the Supreme Court Rules of Practice,

from the Decision and Order of the Ohio Board of Tax Appeals entered in City of Elyria, et al.

vs. Lorain County Budget Commission, et al., Case Nos. 2003-M-1533, 2004-M-1 166 and 2005-

M-1301, entered on March 2, 2010, a true copy of which is attached hereto and incorporated by

reference herein.

Appellants complain of the following errors in the Decision and Order of the Board of

Tax Appeals:

In light of the Board's finding that R.C. 5747.55(D) precludes reducing the shares

of state Local Government Fund (LGF) and Revenue Assistance Fund (RAF)

allocations from taxing subdivisions that were not parties to an earlier appeal to

the Board, the Board of Tax Appeals erred in finding the alternative formula for

the 2004 distribution-year (and subsequent 2005 and 2006 distribution-years) to

be valid, as the result of erroneously finding that Appellants had withdrawn their

claim as to the manner in which the alternative formula for distribution-year 2004

was approved, notwithstanding Appellants' contention (never withdrawn) that the

percentages of the LGF/RAF due to them for the 2004 distribution-year (and

subsequent 2005 and 2006 distribution-years) could not lawfully be reduced,

pursuant to R.C. 5747.55(D), based on the settlement of an earlier year's appeal in

which they were not named as parties.
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2. The Board of'fax Appeals erred in finding that Appellants had withdrawn their

claim as to the nianner in which the alternative formula for distribtriion-year 2004

(and subsequent distribution-years) was approved, when in reality all Appellants

had withdrawn was their subordinate contention that the new alternative method

of apportionment had not been timely and properly adopted under the timetable

and procedures prescribed by R.C. 5747.53 and 5747.63. In fact, Appellants

continue to press their claim that the mamier of approval of the alternative

formula for distribution-year 2004 (and applicable to subsequent distribution-

years) was completely unlawful because it was the product of the settlement of

the earlier appeal in which Appellants were not named as parties in violation of

R.C. 5747.55(D).

3. The Board of Tax Appeals erred in Case No. 2005-M-1301 in failing to address or

hold a hearing on the issue Appellants had raised that, since the percentage of the

municipal population within Lorain County had reached 81% or more, Lorain

County's share allocation for the 2006 distribution-year was limited to 30% of

annual LGF/RAF by R.C. 5747.51(H), and further erred in failing to reallocate

each Appellant's share of the LGF/RAF ainounts for the 2006 distribution-year,

based upon Lorain Courriy's 18.302% over-allocation for that year, as required by

R.C. 5747.51(H) and (I) and 5747.53(E).
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Dated: March 31, 2010 Respectfully submitted,

Terry S. X illing (qVI8763)
Counset tof Recor
LAW DIRECTOR, CITY OF ELYRIA

Miclielle D. Nedwick (0061790)
ASSISTANT LAW DIRECTOR

131 Court Street, #201
Elyria, Ohio 44035
(440) 326-1464 (telephone)
(440) 326-1466 (facsimile)
tshillinR&cityofel r^g (e-mail)

Counsel for Appellants, City of'Etyria
and Amherst Township, Ohio

'^
Eric 11. Zagralls (00 1 3 108
Counsel ofRecqr^
ZAGRANs LAw Fn^N[}LLC
474 Overbrook Road

Elyria, Ohio 44035

(440) 452-7100 (telephone)
eric(gzagrans.com (e-mail)

Couns•el for Appellant, City of North
Ridgeville, Ohio



William J. Kerner, Si! (0006853)
Counsel of Record
LAW DIRECTOR, CITY OP AVON LAKE

150 Avon Belden Road

Avon Lake, Ohio 44012
(440) 930-4122 (telephone)
wkernerLi)avonlake.org (e-mail)

Counsel for Appellant, City qfAvon Lake,
Ohio
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OHdO BOARD OF TAX APPEALS

City of Elyria, City of Avoti Lake,
City of North Ridgeville, and Amherst

Township,'

Appellants,

vs.

Lorain County Budget Commission,

et al„

Appellees.

APPEARANCES:

For the City of Elyria and
Amherst Twp. -
Terry S. Shilling
Law Director, City of Elyria

13 1 Court Street
Elyria,'Ohio 44035

Copy to -
John Koval
Clerk, Amherst Township
7530 Oberlin Road
Elyria, Ohio 44035

For Lorain Cty. and Lorain
County Commissioners -
Thompson Hine LLP
John T. Sunderland
John B. Kopf
41 South High Street
Suite 1700
Columbus, Ohio 43215

CASE NOS. 2003-M-1533
2004-M-1166
2005-M-1301

(BUDGET COMMISSION)
(ULGF & ULGRAF)

DECISION AND ORDER

For City of N. Ridgeville - For City of Avon -
Eric H. Zagrans Geoffrey R. Smith
Attorney at Law Law Director, City of Avon Lake
1401 Eye Street, NW 150 Avon Beldon Road
7'h Floor Avon Lake, Ohio 44012

Washington, DC 20005

For the Budget Comm. -
Dennis Will
Lorain Cty. Prosecuting Attorney

Gerald A. Innes
Assistant Prosecuting Attorney
226 Middle Avenue

3`d Floor
Elyria, Ohio 44035

Kenneth S. Stumphauzer John A. Gasior
Law Director, City of Amherst Law Director, City of Avon

Abraliam Lieberman 36815 Detroit Road
Assistant Law Director Avon, Ohio 44011

5455 Detroit Road
Sheffield Village, Ohio 44054

I The Lorain County Metropolitan Park District did not participate in the appeal of this matter.
Therefore, the board's previous determination controls its claim and it has been removed as a party

appellant.



For the City of Lorain - Eric R. Severs Stanley Zaborski

John R. Varanese Oberlin City Solicitor Treasurer, City of Sheffield Lake

85 East Gay Street 5 South Main Street 609 Harris Road

Suite 1000 Oberlin, Ohio 44074 Sheffield Lake, Ohio 44054

Columbus, Ohio 432 1 5-3 1 1 8

Lawrence Rush Linda S. Bales Rite K. Ruot

City of VermilionFinance Dir. Clerk, Grafton Village Clerk-Treasurer, LaGrange Village,
5511 Liberty Avenue 960 Main Street P.O. Box 597

Vermilion, Ohio 44089 Grafton, Ohio 44044 LaGrange, Ohio 44050

Jr.Albert Buck Laura Brady Timothy J. Pelcic,
Kipton VillageClerk Clerk, Rochester Village Clerk-Treasurer, Sheffield Village,

42 Court 52185 Griggs Road 4820 Detroit Road

Kipton, Ohio 44049 Wellington, Ohio 44090 Elyria, Ohio 44035

Janice J. Szmania Karen J. Webb Marilyn McClellan

South Amherst VillageClerk Clerk, Wellington Village Clerk, Brighton Township,
103 West Main Street Willard Memorial Square 19996 Baird Road

South Amherst, Oliio 44011 Wellington, Ohio 44090 Wellington, Ohio 44090

Marsha Fink Cheryl Parrish Barbara VanMeter

Brownhelm TownshipClerk Clerk, Camden Township Clerk, Carlisle Township,
1940 North Ridge Road 15374 Baird Road 11969 LaGrange Road

Vermilion, Ohio 44089 Oberlin, Ohio 44074-9696 LaGrange, Ohio 44050

Mary Lou Berger Linda Spitzer Barbara Baker

Columbia TownshipClerk Clerk, Eaton Township Clerk, Elyria Township,
25496 Royalton Road 12043 Avon Beldon Road 41416 Griswold Road

P.O. Box 819 Grafton, Ohio 44044 Elyria, Ohio 44035

Columbia Station, Ohio 44028

Mary Rose Dangelo Francis J. Knoble Margaret Harris

Grafton TownshipClerk Clerk, Henrietta Township Clerk, Huntington Township,
18789 Avon Wooster Road 10413 Vermilion Road 26309 State Route 58

Grafton, Ohio 44044 Oberlin, Ohio 44074 Wellington, Ohio 44090

Roberta M. Dove Elaine R. King Eleanor Onandt

LaGrange TownshipClerk Clerk, New Russia Township Clerk, Penfield Township,
Box 565P O 46268 Butternut Ridge Road 42760 Peck Wadsworth Road. .

LaGrange, Ohio 44050 Oberlin, Ohio 44074 Wellington, Ohio 44090

James R. McConnell Laura Brady Angelo J. Marotta

Pittsfield TownshipClerk Clerk, Rochester Township Clerk, Sheffield Township,
17567 Hallauer Road 52185 Griggs Road 5166 Clinton Avenue

Wellington, Ohio 44090 Wellington, Ohio 44090 Lorain, Ohio 44055

Bernie Nirode Mark R. Stewart

Clerk, Wellington Township Lorain County Auditor

44627 State Route 18 226 Middle Avenue

Wellington, Ohio 44090 2"a Floor
Elyria, Ohio 44035-5640

Entered MAR 0 2 ?O10
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Ms. Margulies, Mr. Johrendt, and Mr. Dunlap concur.

These matters have been remanded to the Board of Tax Appeals

following a decision by the Ohio Supreme Court in Elyria v. Lorain Cty. Budget

Comm., 117 Ohio St.3d 403, 2008-Ohio-940, This board had previously dismissed

the appeals, finding that the notices of appeal filed by appellants, city of Elyria, city of

Avon Lake, city of North Ridgeville, Amherst Township, and the Lorain County

Metropolitan Park District, in each case were jurisdictionally deficient. The Ohio

Supreme Court reversed, and directed this board to consider whether the Lorain

County Budget Commission ("LCBC") properly allocated the undivided local

government fund ("ULGP") and the undivided local government revenue assistance

fund ("ULGRAF"). The court. further clarified the scope of our jurisdiction on

remand:

"First, *** the BTA has jurisdiction to determine the
validity of Elyria's primary claim for relief on the merits.
Accordingly, on remand, the BTA will have the authority
to decide whether Elyria is entitled to the specific relief
reflected by the figures in Exhibit G of the notice of

appeal.

"Second, the BTA on remand will not have jurisdiction to
entertain any theory of relief not consistent with Elyria's
identification of Lorain County as the only overallocated

subdivision. In Union Twp., 101 Ohio App.3d at 218,

***, the court of appeals explained that the `purpose of
appeai is to permit a subdivision receiving less than its
statutory [or alternative-method] share to seek to recover
that share,' and it does so from the fund consisting of `the
over-allocations to the named appellees.' By requiring an
appellant to name the appellees and identify their potential
liability, the statute furnishes notice to those other
subdivisions about what they stand to lose and thereby
puts them on guard to defend. It follows that the BTA
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may not exercise jurisdiction to consider a claim that the
earlier alternative metliod of apportionment should be
completely reinstated. As the BTA correctly found, this
theory cannot be squared with the notice of appeal
because reinstating the earlier formula, with adjustment
for the settlement, would mean that Lorain City has been
overallocated, but the notice of appeal does not identify
that city as being overallocated.

"Finally, the BT'A will not have jurisdiction to apply the
statutory method. We understand that the BTA, in the
decision under review, has already found that the statutory
method is not jurisdictionally before it, and the appeal to
this court did not challenge that disposition. See Dayton-

Montgomery Cty. Port Auth., 113 Ohio St.3d 281, 2007-

Ohio-1948, 865 N.E.2d 22, ¶33." Id., ¶28-30.

Our consideration relates to three matters filed with the Board of Tax

Appeals regarding the propriety of actions of the LCBC for distribution years 2004,

2005, and 2006. As the Supreme Court noted in Elyria v. Lorain Cty. Budget Comm.

117 Ohio St.3d 403, 2008-Ohio-940, its consideration of these matters, the present

appeal was instituted after a settlement of an earlier appeal to this board. In 2002, the

city of Lorain challenged the amount apportioned to it by the LCBC for distribution

year 2003. The settlement of that claim resulted in an agreement by the parties to the

settlement that the city of Lorain would receive a lump-sum payment of $500,000 for

the 2003 distribution year. Further, the parties agreed that a new altemative formula

would be adopted for the 2004 distribution year that would adjust apportionment

percentages. The adjustment of the apportionment percentages had the effect of
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increasing the funds received by the city of Lorain and decreasing the funds received

by all of the remaining taxing subdivisions.2

In order to effectuate the settlement, Lorain County paid the agreed

lump sum of $500,000. However, as part of the agreement, Lorain County agreed to

absorb only one-half of the settlement amount. It was agreed by the participants to

the settlement that the county would be reimbursed for the remaining $250,000 from

2004 ULGF and ULGRAF
funds. H.R. at 59. The participants to the settlement then

voted into place a new alternative formula. The new formula changed the percentages

due the subdivisions by increasing the percentages to the city of Lorain and

decreasing percentages to every other taxing subdivision receiving
ULGF and

ULGRAP funds.
Additionally, the new alternative formula increased Lorain

County's allocation by $250,000 for distribution year 2004 only. The $250,000

increase (and corresponding pro rata deduction to each taxing subdivision) reimbursed

the county for one-half of the settlement paid by the county to the city. Appellee's

E x. H.

Appellants claim that the percentage amounts due them in 2003 cannot

be changed in subsequent years if the basis for that change is a settlement of an earlier

year's appeal in which they were not named as parties. Appellants claim that R.C.

5747.55 precludes funds of a non-participating subdivision from being changed.

Indeed, R.C. 5747.55 provides:

2 The Lorain County Metropolitan Park District's allocation was reduced to zero.
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"The action of a county budget commission under sections
R.C. 5747.51 and 5747.62 of the Revised Code may be
appealed to the board of tax appeals in the manner and
with the effect provided in section 5705.37 of the Revised
Code, in accordance with the following rules:

{f%k**

"(C) There shall also be attached to the notice of appeal a

statement showing:

"(1) The name of the fund involved, the total amount in
dollars allocated, and the exact amount in dollars allocated

to each participating subdivision.

"(2) The amount in dollars which the complaining
subdivision believes it should have received;

"(3) The name of eacli participating subdivision, as well
as the name and address of the fiscal officer thereof, that
the complaining subdivision believes received more than
its proper share of the allocation, and the exact amount in
dollars of such alleged over-allocation.

"(D) Only the participating subdivisions named pursuant
to division (C) of this section are to be considered as
appellees before the board of tax appeals and no change
shall, in any amount, be made in the amount allocated to

participating subdivisions not appellees." (Emphasis

added.)

We agree with the appellants in part.

While the appellants originally challenged the manner in which the

2004 alternative formula (sometimes referred to as the "new alternative formula" to

distinguish it from the alternative formula that had previously been in place and had

been challenged by the city of Lorain), they have withdrawn that claim. Appellants'

brief regarding Ohio Supreme Court's instructions to the board on remand, at 6.

Therefore, in accordance with the court's instructions to this board, the only issue for
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our consideration is whether the appellants are entitled to additional funds from

Lorain County, the entity identified through the notice of appeal as the

"overallocated" subdivision.

We first consider the appellants' claim that the change made to the new

alternative formula can never affect those taxing subdivisions that either were not a

part of the earlier appeal or did not agree to the change. To fully understand

appellants' position, a review of how local government funds are apportioned is

necessary. Each year the Tax Comtnissioner estimates the amount to be paid into the

local government fund for distribution for the following year. R.C. 5747.51. The

budget commission then apportions funds to taxing subdivisions yearly. R.C.

5747.51.

Under R.C. 5745.51, local government funds are apportioned to taxing

subdivisions on the basis of need. The determination of need is made by each county

budget commission after a consideration of statutorily defined resources and

expenditures of each subdivision. However, R.C. 5747.53 provides for an alternative

method of apportionment. Under the alternative method, a county budget commission

may consider "any factor" it deems to be "appropriate and reliable" in apportioning

funds.' R.C. 5747.53(D). The alternative method must be approved by the board of

county commissioners, the legislative authority of the city located wholly or partially

in the county with the greatest population, and the majority of the boards of township

3 The statute provides for certain minimums and maximums that are not in issue in this appeal.
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trustees and legislative authorities of municipal corporations located wholly or

partially within the county. R.C. 5747.53(B),

In the present matter, the appellants have withdrawn their claim as to the

manner in which the alternative formula for distribution-year 2004 was approved.

Therefore, the board finds the alternative formula for the 2004-distribution year to be

valid. While we acknowledge that the appellants were not a part of the majority of

taxing subdivisions voting for the new alternative formula, a sufficient number of

taxing subdivisions did vote for the new alternative formula so that affirmative votes

of the appellants were not necessary for passage. The appellants claim, however, that

because the new alternative formula was conceived as a settlement of an earlier

distribution year, and because they were not parties to the earlier settlement, their

allocations cannot be changed in later years. We do not agree.

As the budget commission acts yearly, it follows that appeals from an

action of a budget commission relate to a specific year. South Russell v. Geauga Cty.

Budget Comm. (1984), 12 Ohio St.3d 126. R.C. 5747.55(D), therefore, guarantees the

funds of a non-participating subdivision only for that year in which it was not

included in an appeal. The statute does not address the effect of settlements on

distributions in subsequent years.

There is no requirement that an alternative formula be approved by all

taxing subdivisions within a county. Therefore, it may always be the case that an

individual taxing subdivision may not wish to have its allocation adjusted.

Nevertheless, the legislature has concluded that a county, the most populous city in
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that county, and a majority of other taxing subdivisions have the power to makc

allocation adjustments, relying upon any factor considered appropriate and reliable.

The board
concludes that one factor taken into consideration in this

matter was the

settlement of litigation.

Once an alternative method that has no time limits is approved, it

remains in force for ensuing years until it is revised, amended, or repealed pursuant to

statute. Reynoldsburg v. Licking Cty. Budget Comm., 104 Ohio St.3d 453, 2004-

Ohio-6773; Lancaster v. Fairfield Cty. Budget Comm. (1999), 86 Ohio St.3d 137.

While the appellants may be unwilling participants, they are participants nonetheless.

Were we to agree with the appellants' claim, it could have the effect of denying a

change to an alternative formula,, even if the votes are present for such a change. The

General Assembly did not provide an alternative for the minority of subdivisions,

other than the county or the most populous city, which may not agree with the

majority. Therefore, this board concludes that the appellants must accept the

allocations made under the new alternative formula for tax years 2005 and 2006.

However, for distribution year 2004, the alternative formula included

what the parties characterized as a "carve out," a fund of money to reimburse Lorain

County for funds it provided to settle the 2002 challenge by the city of Lorain relating

to funds apportioned for distribution-year 2003. It is clear from the record
that the

alternative formula approved for 2004 includes this amount for only distribution year

2004. Attachment
to Appellant's Ex. 53, approved September 24, 2003. It is also

clear from the record that these funds are paid to Lorain County from all the taxing
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subdivisions except the city of Lorain, not only the subdivisions that were parties to

the 2002 appeal.

The board finds that the deduction of $250,000 is based upon a

settlement of an appeal in which the appellants were not parties. R.C. 5747.55(D)

precludes funds from being removed from taxing subdivisions that were not parties to

the appeal. The fact that the funds were removed in a later year does not transform

the funds into later-year funds. The $250,000 is traceable to the 2003-allocation

settlement. The alternative formula attempted to reimburse Lorain County for

settlement dollars from parties that were not a part of the 2003-allocation appeal.

Such a reimbursement is contrary to law.

Therefore, the board finds that the 2004 alternative formula must be

amended for the city of Elyria, the city of Avon Lake, the city of North Ridgeville,

and Amherst Township to remove the reimbursement of their pro-rata share of the

$250,000 settlement of the 2002 appeal. As these funds were allocated to Lorain

County, and the parties identified Lorain County as the over-allocated subdivision, the

Ohio Supremc Court's instructions have been met. This board finds that Lorain

County was over-allocated by the pro-rata amounts of the $250,000 settlement only.

The matter is remanded to the LCBC for reallocation of the 2004 distribution year

only. The alternative formulas in place for the 2005 and 2006 years are found to be

lawful, and are affirmed.
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I hereby certify the foregoing to be a
true and complete copy of the action
taken by the Board of Tax Appeals of
the State of Ohio and entered upon its
journal this day, with respect to the
captioned matter.

SYlly F. VYn Meter, Board Secretary



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

We hereby certify that a copy of this Notice of Appeal was sent by certified mail to
Counsel for Appellees and to all Appellees as herein listed on the 31 st day of March, 2010:

BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSION-
ERS OF LORAIN COUNTY, OHIO
226 Middle Avenue
Elyria, Ohio 44035

and

CITY OF AMHERST
David C. Kukucka, Auditor
480 Park Avenue
Amlierst, Ohio 44001

and

CITY OF AVON
William Logan, FinanGe Director
36080 Chester Road
Avon, Ohio 44011

and

CITY OF OBERLIN
Salvatore Talarico, City Auditor
69 S. Main Street
Oberlin, Ohio 44074

and

CITY OF VERMILION
Wayne Hamilton, Finance Director
5511 Liberty Avenue
Veimilion, Ohio 44089

and

KIPTON VILLAGE
Thomas Bray, Clerk-"I'reasurer
P. O. Box 177
Kipton, Ohio 44049

and

ROCHESTER VILLAGE
Laura A. Brady, Clerlc
52185 Griggs Road
Wellington, Ohio 44090

and

CITY OF LORAIN
Ron L. Mantini, Auditor
200 West Erie Avenue, 6` Floor
Lorain, Ohio 44052-1647

and

CITY OF SHEFFIELD LAKE
Tamara L. Smith, Finance Director
609 Harris Road
Sheffield Lake, Ohio 44054

and

GRAFTON VILLAGE
Linda S. Bales, Clerk-Treasurer
960 Main Street
Grafton, Ohio 44044

and

LAGRANGE VILLAGE
Sheila Lanning, Clerk-Treasurer
P. 0. Box 597
LaGrange, Ohio 44050

and

SHEFFIELD VILLAGE
Tim Pelcic, Treasurer
4820 Detroit Road
Elyria, Ohio 44035

and



SOUTH AMHERST VILLAGE
Nancy Gildner, Clerk-Treasurer
103 West Main Street Square
Amherst, Ohio 44001

WELLINGTON VILLAGE
Karen J. Webb, Clerk-Treasurer

115 Willard Memorial Sq.
Wellington, Ohio 44090

and and

BRIGI-ITON TOWNSHIP
Marilyn Siekeres, Fiscal Officer
19996 Baird Road
Wellington, Ohio 44090

and

BROWNHELM TOWNSHIP
Marsha Doane Funk, Fiscal Officer

1940 North Ridge Road
Vermilion, Ohio 44089

and

CAMDEN TOWNSHIP
Cheryl Parrish, Fiscal Officer
15374 Baird Road

CARLISLE TOWNSHIP
Marlene Thompson, Fiscal Officer

11969 LaGrange Road

Oberlin, Ohio 44074 LaGrange, Ohio 44050

and
and

COLUMBIA TOWNSHIP
Rita Plata, Fiscal Officer
P.O. Box 819

EATON TOWNSHIP
Linda Spitzer, Fiscal Officer
12043 Avon Belden Road

Columbia Station, Ohio 44028 Grafton, Ohio 44044

and
and

ELYRIA TO WNSI IIP
Robert Repas, Fiscal Officer GRAFTON TOWNSHIP

42378 Griswold Road
John Bracken, Fiscal Officer

dRli
OhioElyria 44035 oan17310 Chamber,

Grafton, Ohio 44044

and

HENRIETTA TOWNSI-IIP
Francis J. Knoble, Fiscal Officer

and

HUNTINGTON TOWNSHIP

10413 Vermilion Road
Margaret Harris, Fiscal Officer

Ohio 44074Oberlin
26309 State Route 58,
Wellington, Ohio 44090

and
and

LAGRANGE TOWNSIIIP NEW RUSSIA TOWNSHIP
Roberta M. Dove Moore, Fiscal Officer Elaine R. King, Fiscal Officer
P.O. Box565 46268 Butternut Ridge Road
355 South Center Oberlin, Ohio 44074



LaGrange, Ohio 44050

and

and

PENFIELD TOWNSHIP PITTSFIELD TOWNSHIP
Eleanor Gnandt, Fiscal Officer James R. McConnell, Fiscal Officer

42760 Peck Wadsworth Road 17567 Hallauer Road
Wellington, Ohio 44090 Wellington, Ohio 44090

and and

ROCT-IESTER TOWNSHIP SHEFFIELD TOWNSHIP
Laura Brady, Fiscal Officer Patricia F. Echko, Fiscal Officer
52185 Griggs Road 5166 Clinton Avenue
Wellington, Ohio 44090 Lorain, Ohio 44055

and anc(

WELLINGTON TOWNSIIIP LORAIN COUN"I'Y

Louise Grose, Fiscal Officer METROPOLITAN PARK
P. 0. Box 425 DISTRICT
Wellington, Ohio 44090 Denise Gfell, Treasurer

12882 Diagonal Road
LaGrange, Ohio 44050



Anthony Pecora
Law Director, City of Amherst
5455 Detroit Road
Sheffield Village, Ohio 44054

Eric R. Severs, Solicitor
City of Oberlin
85 South Main Street
Oberlin, Ohio 44075

Dennis Will, Lorain County
Prosecuting Attorney
Gerald A. Innes, Assistant
Lorain County Prosecuting Attorney
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