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appellant inform the court of the status of the motion to certify a conflict, in 
writing, within 14 days of the date of this entry, or this court shall proceed to 
consider the jurisdictional memoranda in this appeal pursuant to S.Ct.Prac.R. 3.6. 
 
2013-1234.  State ex rel. Elmwood Place v. Ruehlman. 
In Mandamus and Prohibition.  This cause originated in this court on the filing of a 
complaint for a writ of mandamus and prohibition. 
 Upon consideration of relator’s motion to strike the motion to dismiss, it is 
ordered by the court that the motion is denied as moot. 
 
 

MEDIATION MATTERS 
 

The following cases have been referred to mediation pursuant to 
S.Ct.Prac.R. 19.01(A): 
 
2013-1426.  Cincinnati School Dist. Bd. of Edn. v. Testa. 
Board of Tax Appeals, No. 2012-Q-1047. 
 
2013-1432.  Diley Ridge Med. Ctr. v. Fairfield Cty. Bd. of Revision. 
Board of Tax Appeals, No. 2012-L-429. 
 
2013-1455.  State ex rel. Strayer v. Franklin Cty. Commrs. 
Franklin App. No. 12AP-855, 2013-Ohio-3601. 
 
2013-1457.  Carter Lumber Dev. Co. v. Medina Cty. Bd. of Revision. 
Board of Tax Appeals, No. 2011-W-4160. 
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