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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS
ELEVENTH APPELLATE DISTRICT

LAKE COUNTY, OHIO

CITY OF KIRTLAND, : MEMORANDUM OPINION
Plaintiff-Appellee,
CASE NO. 2005-L-083
- VS -

WILLIAM J. NOVAK,

Defendant-Appellant.

Criminal Appeal from Willoughby Municipal Court, Case No. 05 TRD 04063

Judgment: Appeal Dismissed.

Michael P. Germano, City of Kirtland Prosecutor, Centre Plaza South, 35350 Curtis
Boulevard, #530, Eastlake, OH 44095 (For Plaintiff-Appellee).

William J. Novak, pro se, 3130 West 97th Street, Cleveland, OH, 44102 (Defendant-
Appellant)

COLLEEN MARY O'TOOLE, J.

{1} On May 25, 2005, appellant, William J. Novak, filed a notice of appeal
from a May 17, 2005 judgment of the Willoughby Municipal Court. In that judgment, the
trial court denied appellant’s motion challenging the jurisdiction of the court to proceed.

{12} It is well established that the denial of a motion to dismiss for lack of

jurisdiction is not a final appealable order. This is due to the fact that the underlying



reasons for the motion remain undisturbed until final judgment. Thus, an appellant can
always appeal the issue of jurisdiction after disposition of the entire case. State ex rel.
Seaton v. Holmes, 100 Ohio St. 3d 265, 2003-Ohio-5897.

{113} We also note that appellant captioned all of his pleadings as being filed in
the Eighth District Court of Appeals. For his future reference, Lake County is part of the
Eleventh District Court of Appeals.

{14} Accordingly, this appeal is hereby sua sponte dismissed due to lack of a

final appealable order.

WILLIAM W. O'NEILL, J.,
CYNTHIA WESTCOTT RICE, J.,

concur.
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