
! IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
HAMILTON COUNTY, OHIO ENT15AtlSO 

MAY 02 2012 JASON WESTBROOK, Case No. A12003S6 

Appellant, 

V(£. 

DIRECTOR, OHIO OI;!PARTMENT OF 
J06 AND FAMILY SeRVICES, et Ill, 

Appell~efl, 

Judg@ N~dlnl' AIIIfm 

Ii!N'f'RY ADOPTING THe 
MAGIS'f'RA'fI'S I!f.!C1810N 

'Phis eraUSil ()J;ln'le to bf) heard upon an appeal from the d@cislon of the Ohio 

Unemployment Compen~IIi1t1on Review Commission ("Revlflw Commll1slon") th t denied 

benefits to the Appellemt, Jason Westbrook, After due consideration of the Qrilll 

ar9u.ments and the apPlica. ble legal authority. ' the Magistrate fou.nd that the AI1.

f
Peliant

l

S 

appeal to this Court was untimely, The objection period has expired ancl no 0 jactlons 

to the decision were flied nor were there any I!Ixtenslonli granted, WHEREFO· E, IT IS 

ORDeRED, AOJUDGEO AND DECREEt:) th/,lt the Magistrate's Decision I hereby 

~fflrmed. 

Cotlle to the Appellant. This Is the fin III I IllPpt)alable order, There Is flO Just 

rea~on for delay. 

JVDG~~;:' 
"U~I~T.RIATE 

< • 

MAY ,0..1 ZO 2 
I"'IA~ ~I:: N 



. , 

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
HAMIL TON COUNTY, OHIO 

JASON WESTBROOK, 

. Appellant, 

Viii. 

OHIO·DEPARTMENT OF JOB AND 
FAMILY SERViCeS, et al., 

Appelle@s. 

.. 

RENDERED THIS 1~ DAY OF APRIL 2012 

. Case No. A1200386 

Magistrate Mlohael Baohman 

-

This case is an appeal from the Unemployment Compensation Review 

Commission's ("Review Commission") November 18, 2011, Decision finding that 

Appellant Jason Westbrook ("Appellant") did not have Just cavse for failing to appear at 

iii hearing. 

The Review Commission Issued Ittl final decision In this Case on November 18, 

2011. The Review Commission's decision W!,!S sent to ali Interested parties and to the 

last known address of tl16 Appellant. The Appellant had thirty days to appeal the 

Review Commls.sion's Peclsion. R.C.4141.282(A). At the latast, the Appellant should 

h!'lve filed his QPpeal by December 19, 2011, The Appellant did not file an appeal until 

January 18, 2012. 



DISc(V§S'9~ 

Where iii statute oonfers a right of appeal, such appeal may be perfected only by 

oompllance with. the mandatory statutory requirements. Griffith v. J. C. Penny Co., Inc., 

24 Ohio St.3d 112, 493 N.E. 2d 959 (1986). An appeal filed just one day late i~ 

suffic!'ent to divest the court of subject matter Jurisdiction. See, Fowler v. Summa Health 

Systems, 9th Dist. CA 22091, 2004·0hI0-6740, 1f 7. Here, the Appellant did not file his 

appeal within the thirty day time period. The Appellant's appeal Is untimely. Therefore, 

thl$ Court lacks subject matter jurisdiction to render a decision In this Case. 

D5CISIO~ 

The Appeal is DISMISSED. The Appellant'$ appeal to this Court was untimely. 

2 

~ufi~~ 
MICHAEL L. BACHMAN 
MAGISTRATE, 
COURT OJ= COMMON PLEAS 



NOTIC§ 

Ol:)jections to the Magistrate's Decision must be filed withl.n fourteen days of the 

filing date of the Magistrate's Decision, A party shall not assign as error on appeal the 

court's adoption of any factual finding of fact or legal conclusion, whether or not 

specifically deSignated as a finding of fact or conclusion of law under Civ, R. 

53(0)(3)(11)(11), unless the party timely and specifically objects to that factual finding or 

legal cpnclusion as required by Civ, R. !l3(D)(3)(b), 

Copies sent by Clerk of Courts to: 

Jason Westbrook 
604 BF.lecher St., Apt. 4 
Cincinnati, OH 45206 

Jason W. Palme'r, Esq. 
Denlinger, Rosenthal & Greenberg 
425 Walnut Street, Suite 2300 
Cincinnati, OH 45202 

Robin A. JarviS, Esq. 
441 Vine Street 
1600 Carew Tower 
Cincinnati, OH 45202 

PERIIFI9~Tg QF §ERVICg 

I HEREBY CERTIFY THAT COPIES OF THE FOREGOING DE;CISIONHAV!; BEEN 
SENT BY ORDINARY MAIL TO ALL PARTIES OR THEIR ATTORNEYS AS 
PROVIDED ABOVE. 

Date:' ')4kz.. Deputy Clerk: 6:&4:-
., 


