[Cite as In re Plant, 2007-Ohio-2933.]

IN THE COURT OF CLAIMS OF OHIO

VICTIMS OF CRIME DIVISION
WwWw.cco.state.oh.us

IN RE:LOUISE PLANT Case No. V2006-20135
LOUISE PLANT : ORDER
Applicant : Judge Joseph T. Clark

{1} On March 9, 2007, a hearing was held in this matter before a magistrate
of this court. On April 4, 2007, the magistrate issued a decision wherein he found that
applicant had proved by a preponderance of the evidence that she was entitled to an
award of reparations.

{12} Civ.R. 53 states that: “[a] party may, within fourteen days of the filing of
the decision, serve and file written objections to the magistrate’s decision.” To date, the
Attorney General has not filed an objection to the magistrate’s decision.

{13} Upon review of the claim file, and the magistrate’s decision, it is the
court's finding that the magistrate was correct in his analysis of the issues and
application of the law. Accordingly, this court adopts the magistrate’s decision and
recommendation as its own.

{14} IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:

{5} 1) The April 4, 2007, decision of the magistrate and the April 6, 2007,
amending entry are ADOPTED;

{6} 2) The order of November 22, 2006, (Jr. Vol. 2262, Pages 132-133) is
approved, affirmed and adopted,;

{17} 3) This claim is REMANDED to the Attorney General for economic loss
calculations and decision;

{118} 4) Costs assumed by the reparations fund.
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JOSEPH T. CLARK
Judge

AMR/cmd

A copy of the foregoing was personally served upon the Attorney
General and sent by regular mail to Montgomery County
Prosecuting Attorney and to:
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