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 As a result of a clerical error, the motion for reconsideration was timely 
presented but not filed in on its presentment date until after the response time for a 
memorandum opposing a motion for reconsideration had passed.  Therefore, it is 
ordered by the court, sua sponte, that the appellee may file a response to the motion 
for reconsideration within ten days from the date of this entry. 
 
2011-0138.  State ex rel. Brown v. Oliver. 
Seneca App. No. 13-10-31.  This cause came on for further consideration upon 
appellant's filing of a motion for reconsideration.   
 As a result of a clerical error, the motion for reconsideration was timely 
presented but not filed in on its presentment date until after the response time for a 
memorandum opposing a motion for reconsideration had passed.  Therefore, it is 
ordered by the court, sua sponte, that the appellee may file a response to the motion 
for reconsideration within ten days from the date of this entry. 
 

MISCELLANEOUS DISMISSALS 
 
2011-1037.  Guernsey Bank v. Milano Sports Ents., L.L.C. 
Franklin App. No. 09AP-1015, 2011-Ohio-2162.  This cause is pending before the 
court as a discretionary appeal.   
 Upon consideration of the joint application for dismissal, it is ordered by the 
court that the joint application for dismissal is granted. Accordingly, this cause is 
dismissed. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


