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NOTICE OF DENIAL OF MOTION TO CERTIFY CONFLICT
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Respondent-Appellee.

MEMORANDUM DECISION

Rendered on April 12, 2011

Reginald Cook, pro se.

Ron O'Brien, Prosecuting Attorney, and Steven L. Taylor, for
appellee.

ON MOTION OF APPELLEE TO CERTIFY A CONFLICT

TYACK.J

{1} The state of Ohio has filed a motion requesting that we certify a confiict
between our decision in this case and the decision of the Twelith Disrict Court of Appeais
in Lyttle v. State, 12th Dist No CA2010-04-089, 2010-Ohio-6277.

{12} A panei of this court has addressed this issue in Core v. State (Dec. 21,
2010), 10th Dist No 09AP-182. We agree with that panel's decision that no certfiable
conflict exisls We therefore overrule the state of Chia's motion to certify a conflict.

Motion fo certify a confiict overruled.

KLATT and CONNOR, JJ., concur.
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