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MISCELLANEOUS DISMISSALS 
 
2010-1969.  Huntington Natl. Bank v. Dixon. 
Cuyahoga App. No. 93604, 2010-Ohio-4668.  This cause is pending before the 
court as a discretionary appeal.   

Upon consideration of appellants’ application for dismissal, it is ordered by 
the court that the application for dismissal is granted. Accordingly, this cause is 
dismissed. 
 
2011-1783.  State ex rel. Burton Health Care Ctr., Inc. v. Ohio Dept. of 
Health. 
In Mandamus.  This cause originated in this court on the filing of a complaint for a 
writ of mandamus.   

Upon consideration of relator’s application for dismissal, it is ordered by the 
court that the application for dismissal is granted. Accordingly, this cause is 
dismissed. 
 
2011-2133.  State ex rel. Brown v. Seneca Cty. Bd. of Commrs. 
In Mandamus.  This cause originated in this court on the filing of a complaint for a 
writ of mandamus.   

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

MEDIATION MATTERS 
 

The following cases have been returned to the regular docket pursuant to 
S.Ct.Prac.R. 17.1: 
 
2010-0725.  Cleveland Mun. School Dist. Bd. of Edn. v. Cuyahoga Cty. Bd. of 
Revision. 
Board of Tax Appeals, No. 2008-K-291. 
 
2010-1812.  Cleveland Mun. School Dist. Bd. of Edn. v. Cuyahoga Cty. Bd. of 
Revision. 
Board of Tax Appeals, No. 2008-M-299. 
 
2010-1813.  CRE JV Mixed Five OH 2 Branch Holdings, L.L.C. v. Cuyahoga 
Cty. Bd. of Revision. 
Board of Tax Appeals, Nos. 2008-M-270, 2008-M-281, and 2008-M-300. 
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