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SUMMARY:

Because an appellate court’s jurisdiction is limited to review of final judgments or orders, it must determine its own jurisdiction to proceed before reaching the merits of any appeal; when the record certified for review does not contain a final appealable order, the court must dismiss the appeal for lack of subject-matter jurisdiction.  
A reviewing court’s decision in a case remains the law of that case on the legal questions involved for all subsequent proceedings in that case, and an inferior court has no discretion to disregard the mandate of the superior court.
Where neither party sought review, by means of an appeal to the Ohio Supreme Court, of the appellate court’s decision that certain orders not touching immunity in the trial court’s prior judgment were not final and that only after the trial court had resolved those matters and had entered a final judgment would they be ready for appellate review, and where neither party added evidentiary material to the record after remand to the trial court, the trial court’s decision declining to change or reconsider those orders was contrary to the law of the case and was not final.  [But see DISSENT:  The trial court’s attempt on remand to comply with the appellate court’s instructions by stating in its entry that it “declines to change or reconsider” its decisions on certain claims and that it is entering final judgment was sufficient to constitute a final appealable order.]

JUDGMENT:

APPEAL DISMISSED
JUDGES:
OPINION by CUNNINGHAM, P.J.; MYERS, J., CONCURS and MILLER, J., DISSENTS.
