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Upon consideration of appellant’s application for dismissal, it is ordered by 
the court that the application for dismissal is granted.  Accordingly, this cause is 
dismissed. 

 
2010-2225.  State v. Miller. 
Clark App. No. 08CA0090, 2010-Ohio-4760.  This cause is pending before the 
court as a discretionary appeal and claimed appeal of right.  The records of this 
court indicate that appellant has not filed a merit brief, due March 18, 2011, in 
compliance with the Rules of Practice of the Supreme Court and therefore has 
failed to prosecute this cause with the requisite diligence.   

Upon consideration thereof, it is ordered by the court that this cause is 
dismissed. 

 
MISCELLANEOUS ORDERS 

 
In re Continuing Legal Education Suspension : 
David Henry Landis     :            ORDER OF 
  Respondent.     :      REINSTATEMENT 
        : 
        :            (0015021) 
David Henry Landis      : 
500 Cincinnati Avenue #33    :  
Lebanon, OH  45036     :        March 18, 2011  
        :  
 
 On January 9, 2009, respondent was suspended from the practice of law 
pursuant to Gov.Bar R. X(5).  On January 20, 2011, respondent applied for 
reinstatement to the practice of law and complied with the requirements for 
reinstatement set forth in Gov.Bar R. X(7). 
 Upon consideration thereof and pursuant to Gov.Bar R. X(7), respondent is 
reinstated to the practice of law. 
 
In re Continuing Legal Education Suspension : 
Carolyn Claire Cobb     :            ORDER OF 
  Respondent.     :      REINSTATEMENT 
        : 
        :   (0041074) 
Carolyn Claire Cobb      : 
612 McNeill Road       :  
Silver Spring, MD  20910-5541    :          March 10, 2011  
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        :  
 
 On December 17, 2010, respondent was suspended from the practice of law 
pursuant to Gov.Bar R. X(5).  On March 7, 2011, respondent applied for 
reinstatement to the practice of law and complied with the requirements for 
reinstatement set forth in Gov.Bar R. X(7). 
 Upon consideration thereof and pursuant to Gov.Bar R. X(7), respondent is 
reinstated to the practice of law. 
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