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  JUDGMENT ENTRY. 

We consider this appeal on the accelerated calendar, and this judgment entry 

is not an opinion of the court.  See R.Rep.Op. 3.1; App.R. 11.1(E); 1st Dist. Loc.R. 

11.1.1. 

Plaintiff-appellant Gilbert Parker appeals from a judgment of the trial court 

entered in favor of Parker’s landlord, defendant-appellee St. Charles Place Properties 

LLC (“St. Charles Place”), on Parker’s complaint for failure to return a security 

deposit, damage to his refrigerator and bed, and moving expenses.  The matter 

proceeded to trial before a magistrate, and the magistrate entered a decision in favor 

of St. Charles Place.  Gilbert filed objections to the magistrate’s decision.  The trial 

court then entered an order adopting the magistrate’s decision and finding in favor 

of the defendant; however, the trial court never indicated that it had reviewed and 

ruled upon Gilbert’s objections. 



OHIO FIRST DISTRICT COURT OF APPEALS 

 

2 
 

Civ.R. 53(D)(4)(d) provides: “If one or more objections to a magistrate’s 

decision are timely filed, the court shall rule on those objections.  In ruling on 

objections, the court shall undertake an independent review as to the objected 

matters to ascertain that the magistrate has properly determined the factual issues 

and appropriately applied the law.”  This court has determined that where the record 

does not “affirmatively reflect” that the trial court complied with the requirement of 

Civ.R. 53(D)(4)(d) to independently review objections to a magistrate’s decision, the 

judgment of the trial court should be reversed and the matter remanded for review of 

the objections.  See Chan v. TASR, Total Abatement Specialist & Remodelers, 1st 

Dist. Hamilton No. C-070275, 2008-Ohio-1439, ¶ 10-12.  

Therefore, because our review of the record does not indicate that the trial 

court independently reviewed or ruled upon Parker’s objections to the magistrate’s 

decision, we reverse the judgment of the trial court, and remand the matter to the 

trial court to review and rule upon Parker’s objections.  See Chan; App.R. 4(B)(2)(c). 

Further, a certified copy of this judgment entry shall constitute the mandate, 

which shall be sent to the trial court under App.R. 27.  Costs shall be taxed under 

App.R. 24. 

ZAYAS, P.J., MILLER and DETERS, JJ. 

To the clerk: 

 Enter upon the journal of the court on September 29, 2017 
 
per order of the court ____________________________. 
            Presiding Judge 
 

 

 

 


