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Taxation—Real property valuation—Party does not have standing to file a 

complaint seeking a decrease in the value of property owned by another—

R.,C. 5715.13, construed and applied. 

(Nos. 94-2399, 94-2534, 95-300 and 95-463—Submitted December 6, 1995—

Decided January 10, 1996.) 
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{¶ 1} Case Nos. 94-2399, 94-2534, 95-300 and 95-463 are consolidated. 

{¶ 2} The decisions of the Board of Tax Appeals are affirmed on the 

authority of Middleton v. Cuyahoga Cty. Bd. of Revision (1996), ___ Ohio St.3d 

___, ___ N.E.2d ___, decided today. 

 MOYER, C.J., DOUGLAS, WRIGHT, RESNICK, F.E. SWEENEY, PFEIFER and 

COOK, JJ., concur. 
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