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IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
CUYAHOGA COUNTY, OHIO 

Case No: C:V-11-767457 

Judge: JOSF A VILLA. '-IUEVA 

JOURNAL ENTRY 

FINAL PRETRJAL HAD ON 1117/2012. PLA1NTfFFi/\l'PELLANT APPEARED PROSE. DEFENI])AN!/APPELLEE 
REPRESENTED BY COUNSEL EXtENSIVE DISCUSSIONS WERE HAD REGARDING DEFENDANT/APPELLEE'S 
11/15/20 II MOTION TO DISMISS THAT ASSERTS PLAINTIFF/APPELLANT DID NOT TIMELY FILE HER 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL THE ADMINISTRATIVE DECISION FROM WHICH APPEAL WAS TAKEN WAS ISSUED 01' 
SEPTEMBER 21.201 L PURSUANT TO STATCTE. THE APPEAL WAS TO HAVE BEEN FILED NO LATER THAN 
OCTOBER 21.2011. PLAINTIFF/!IJ'PELLA.NT STATED TO II-IE COURT THAT SHE MAILED HER APPEAL TO THE 
CLERK OF COURTS FOR THE COURT OF C01vltv!ON PLEAS ON OR ABOUT 10117/2011 ASKJNG THAT IT BE FILED. SHE 
FURTHER STATED THAT FOR REASONS SHE CA.N'NOT PRECISELY RECALL (SHE VAGL'ELY RECALLS THAT THE 
DOCUMENTS MAY !·LA. VE BEEN RETl.Jru'\'ED FOR LACK OF ORJGINALS OR A MISSING CASE NlJ1'viBER AS 
EVlDENCED BY A "POST-IT" NOTE AFFIXED TO THE RETUru'\'ED DOCUMENTS THAT SHE NO LONGER HAS IN HER 
POSSESSION). THESE DOCIJMENTS \\''ERE RETURl'<'ED TO HER BY THE CLERK OF COURTS WITHOUT HA V1NG BEEN 
DOCKETED. SHE RECEIVED THE RETURN OF HER APPEAL DOCL1v!ENTS ON OR ABOUT OCTOBER 20. 2011. SHE 
DISCOVERED THEM TN HER MAILBOX WHEN SHE REllJRl\'ED HOME FROM WORK THAT EVENING. SHE 
ltvltv!EDIATELY RE-1vLA.ILED THE DOClJ1v!EN!S TO THE CLERK OF COURTS (EITHER nLA.T VERY EVENING OR THE 
NEA.'lMORNTNG) ANTICIPATING THAT THEY WOULD ARRJVE AT TI-lE CLERK OF COURTS AND BE DOCKETED ON 
OCTOBER 21,2012. A FRIDAY. CNFORTL'NATELY. THE APPEAL WAS NOT DOCKETED lJ'NTIL TI·IE FOLLOWING 
MOI,iDAY. OCTOBER H 20 I1 AT I: 12 P.M. DURlNG THE FINAL PRETRIAL HEARJNG PLAINTIFF/APPELLANT 
FURTHER ADVlSED THE COURT SHE WAS A WARE THE APPEAL NEEDED TO BE FILED BY OCTOBER 21. 2011. SHE 
ALSO REVEALED SHE WAS BEING .AD\>lSED BY AN ATTORNeY THROUGHOUT THE PROCESS. ALTHOUGH SHE 
\VAS PREPARJNG AND FILING DOCUiviENTS ON HER OWN AS A PROSE LITIGANT. UNDER THESE FACTS. THE 
COURT FINDS THAT THE APPEAL WAS NOT Tltv!EL Y FILED AND GRANTS DEFENDANT/APPELLEE'S 11/15/2012 
MOTION TO DIS!Y!ISS . FINAL. 
COURT COST ASSESSED AS EACH THEIR OWN. 
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