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 It is further ordered that mandates be sent to and filed with the Board of Tax 
Appeals and the Franklin County Board of Revision. 
 
2015-0192.  State v. Brookshire. 
Montgomery App. No. 25859, 2014-Ohio-5368.  This cause is pending before the 
court on the certification of a conflict by the Court of Appeals for Montgomery 
County. 
      Upon consideration of appellant’s motion to correct typographical error, it is 
ordered by the court that the motion is granted.  The issue to be briefed by the 
parties is corrected as follows:     
 “Once an adult court determines under R.C. 2152.121(B)(4) that at least one 
charge for which the juvenile was convicted is subject to mandatory transfer, is 
that court permitted to sentence the juvenile under R.C. Chapter 2929 on all 
charges in the case, or must the adult court complete a separate analysis under R.C. 
2152.121(B) for each charge individually?” 
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