
BEFORE THE OIL AND GAS BOARD OF REVIEW 
STATE OF OHIO 

Horn Resources Corp. , 

Appellant, 

vs. Appeal No. 58 

Andrew G. Skalkos, 
Ch1ef of the D1v1s10n of 
011 and Gas of the 
Department of Natural Resources 

Appellee. 

AMENDED ENTRY AND ORDER 

Th1s matter was called for hear1ng before the Board, 

pursuant to not1ce, on Fr1day. February 18. 1983. No one 

appeared on behalf of the Appellant Horn Resources Corp. 

Pr10r to the hear1ng of th1s matter the Attorney General 

had filed a Mot10n to D1sm1SS for failure to comply with the 

]ur1sdict10n requ1rements of Sect10n 1509.36 of the Oh1o 

Rev1sed Code. Spec1fically the Attorney General alleged 

fa1lure to comply w1th the requ1rement that the Ch1ef be 

not1fied w1th1n three days after an appeal 1S filed w1th the 

Board. No memorandum contra the Attorney General's Mot10n to 

D1sm1ss has been filed w1th the Board. 

The Board finds the Mot10n to D1sm1ss to be well taken. 

THEREFORE, 1t 15 Ordered that Appeal No. 58 be and same 

hereby 15 dism1ssed. 

Dated th1s3/~day of March, 1983. 

t~~~an~ 
;:r~ ~,S~6--

Lance W. Schne1er 

Secretary 



BEFORE THE OIL AND GAS BOARD OF REVIEW 
STATE OF OHIO 

Horn Resources Corp., 

Appellant, 

vs. 

Andrew G. Skalkos, 
Chief of the Division of 
Oil and Gas of the 

Appeal No. 58 

Department of Natural Resources 

Appellee. 

ENTRY AND ORDER 

This matter was called for hearing before the Board, pursuant 

to notice, on Friday, February 18, 1983. No one appeared on behalf 

of the Appellant Horn Resources Corp. 

Prior to the hearing of this matter the Attorney General had 

filed a Motion to Dismiss for failure to comply with the 

Jurisdiction requirements of Section 1509.36 of the Ohio Revised 

Code. Specifically the Attorney General alleged failure to comply 

with the requirement that the Chief be notified within three days 

after an appeal is filed with the Board. No memorandum contra the 

Attorney General's Motion to Dismiss has been filed with the Board. 

The Board finds the Motion to Dismiss to be well taken and the 

Board further finds that dismissal of this Appeal to be proper 

because the Appellant did not appear to prosecute the appeal. See 

the Board's decision in the Gallenz case Appeal No. 28. Likewise, 

the Attorney General's motion to dismiss is well taken. 

THEREFORE, it is Ordered that Appeal No. 58 be and same hereby 

is dismissed. 

Dated this 22: day of February, 1983. 

~tv'~'A~~~ 
Lance w. Schneier 




