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EXPLANATION OF WHY THIS IS A CASE OF PUBLIC OR GREAT GENERAL
INTEREST AND INVOLVES A SUBSTANTIAL CONSTITUTION QUESTION.
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE AND THE FACTS
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ARGUMENT IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSITION OF LAW
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Respectfully submitted,

DEFENDANT-APPELLANT, PRO SE

Name and Inmate Number

Name of Institution

Address

City, State and Zip Code
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I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoping MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF

JURISDICTION was forwarded by regular U.S. mail to the Qﬂ’ice_ of the \ffri; ErS O N

County Prosecutor this [ dayof v & ,20073,

Mailed to:

Name: _ VG e A WAVULIN

Street Address: __\l> 00\ S+ D4 )

City: S bbenuille State: _O [4 Zip Code: _“\3 9 § >




IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO

STATE OF OHIO, . CaseNo. 2.3 - 034D

Plaintiff-Appellee, ,
: On Appeal from the )¢ (RS0 A/
v. : County Court of Appeals
SCVENTH  Appellate District

NeseN (- Twitey,

C.A.CaseNo. 7\ \L &g

Defendant-Appellant.
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Supreme Court of Ohio Clerk of Court - Fited May U9, 2023 - Case No. 2023-0340

The Supreme Gourt of Bhio

State of Ohio Case No. 2023-0340
v. : ENTRY
Jason Cortez Twiley

Upon consideration of appellant’s motion for delayed appeal, it is ordered by the court
that the motion is granted.

It is further ordered by the court that appellant shall file a memorandum in support of

jurisdiction within 30 days from the date of this entry.

(Jefferson County Court of Appeals; No. 21 JE 0007)

\‘/I AL -
SHaron L. Kennedy

hief Justice

The Official Case Announcement can be found at lmp://www.supremetourt.ohio.gov/ROD/docs/



