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On June 4, 2008, this court found Steven A. Bozsik to be a vexatious litigator 
under S.Ct.Prac.R. 14.5(B). This court further ordered that Bozsik was prohibited 
from continuing or instituting legal proceedings in this court without first obtaining 
leave. On March 2, 2011, Bozsik submitted a motion for leave to commence an 
original action in prohibition. Upon review of the proffered filing, the court finds it 
to be without merit.  

Accordingly, it is ordered by the court that Steven A. Bozsik’s March 2, 
2011 motion for leave is denied. 
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2010-2182.  State v. Grant. 
Cuyahoga App. No. 94101, 2010-Ohio-5241.  This cause is pending before the 
court as a discretionary appeal and claimed appeal of right.  It appears from the 
records of the court that the appellant has not filed a memorandum in support of 
jurisdiction, due March 4, 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. 
 
 


		reporters@sconet.state.oh.us
	2011-03-08T14:19:32-0500
	Supreme Court of Ohio
	Ohio Supreme Court
	this document is approved for posting.




