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SUMMARY

An Ohio Court of Claims magistrate considered damages after the Ohio Department of Rehabilitation
and Correction stipulated that its employees breached their duty of care and caused harm when an
inmate was attacked by other inmates. The magistrate found that the plaintiff established temporary
physical injuries, pain and suffering, and emotional distress, but did not prove that the attack caused
his need for hip-replacement surgery. The magistrate recommended an award of $175,000 in

compensatory damages plus the $25 filing fee.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE An inmate brought a negligence action against the Ohio Department of

Rehabilitation and Correction. The Department stipulated that its
employees breached their duty of care and that the breach proximately
caused harm. After the stipulation was approved, the magistrate
conducted a trial limited to damages and recommended judgment for
the plaintiff.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Plaintiff bore the burden of proving the nature and extent of damages
by a preponderance of the evidence and was required to establish
damages with reasonable certainty rather than speculation or
conjecture. Expert testimony was required to establish causation for

medical issues outside a layperson's knowledge.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Published magistrate decision; subject to objections and adoption
under Ohio Civ.R. 53.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. What compensatory damages did plaintiff prove after the defendant stipulated to duty, breach, and

proximate causation?
2. Whether plaintiff proved that the attack caused a need for hip-replacement surgery.

3. Whether plaintiff proved pain-and-suffering and emotional-distress damages with sufficient certainty.

HOLDINGS

1. Plaintiff did not prove that the attack caused the need for hip-replacement surgery because he presented
no expert testimony establishing that causal connection, and the medical evidence characterized his hip

condition as degenerative osteoarthritis rather than an acute injury.

2. Plaintiff proved compensable pain-and-suffering and emotional-distress damages arising from the
approximately 90-minute beating, rape, and restraint, including injuries that gradually healed over

approximately one month.

3. Plaintiff was entitled to $175,000 in compensatory damages, plus the $25 filing fee, for a total

recommended award of $175,025.

KEY QUOTATIONS

““damages must be shown with reasonable certainty and may not be based upon mere speculation or

conjecture . ...”” (1 11)

“The assessment of such damage is, however, a matter solely for the determination of the trier of fact because

there is no standard by which such pain and suffering may be measured.” (| 14)

“Based upon the foregoing, plaintiff is entitled to compensatory damages in the amount of $175,000, plus the
$25 filing fee, for a total award of $175,025.” (1 19)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

On April 9, 2023, approximately eight inmates entered plaintiff's cell at the Lebanon Correctional Institution and
beat, bound, and raped him for approximately 90 minutes before correctional staff intervened. Plaintiff sustained
a scalp laceration, concussion, nasal fracture, contusions, abrasions, swelling, pain, and emotional distress, and
received treatment at two medical centers. Medical evidence indicated that his hip osteoarthritis was

degenerative wear and tear rather than an acute injury caused by the attack.
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Plaintiff was attacked and raped by other inmates at the Lebanon Correctional Institution. On December 4, 2025,
the defendant stipulated to duty, breach, and proximate causation. Following a damages-only trial, the magistrate
recommended an award of $175,000 in compensatory damages plus the $25 filing fee, subject to objections
under Civil Rule 53.
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