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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF OHIO Zx R Z-o
SIXTH APPELLATE DISTRICT e o
ERIE COUNTY
- State of Ohio | - -Court of Appeals No. E-95-011
Appellee - Trial Court No. 91-CR-253
V. |
 Sean Swain DECISION AND JUDGMENT
Appellant o . Decided:
R kR

JUL 38 201

This matter s before the court on appellant, Sean Swain's, second "request for
leave pursuart to App. R. 14(B) to seek en banc reconsideration after the expiration of the

 proscribed time upon a showing of extraordinary cirqmnstandes" filed on February 24,

2011. Appellant has failed to show extraordinary circumstances, therefore, appellant's
moti Dﬁ is denied.

Peter M. Handwork, I

Arlene Singer. 1.

Thomas I. Osowik. P.J.
CONCUR.
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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF CHIG

SIXTH APPELLATE DISTRICT
ERIE COUNTY :
State of Ohic Court of Appeals No. E-95-011
Appellee Trial. Court No. 91-CR-253
V.
Sean Swain DECISION AXD mDGMENT
Appel]ant Decided: JUL28 200
EE N R

This matter is before the court on appellant, Sean Swain's, “request for En Banc

remns.ideration pursuant to App R. 26(A)}2)" filed on January 20, 2011, On February 135,
2011, we denied appé:llaﬂfs motion for leave to file en bane reconsideration out of time, as

he failed to show extraordinary circumstances. Therefore, appellant's request is stricken

Peter M. Handwork, J. . @\&/‘m j L”V'Mf '

' - JUDGE 'ﬁ
Arlene Singer, J. ‘ /\M .‘ .
Thomas I. Osowik. P.J. | il TUDGE (O3

CONCUR. | . 25 %/%

from the record.
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