UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF
OHIO, WESTERN DIVISION AT DAYTON

Frank J. Hora, et al. v. Perry Township, Ohio, et al.

Hora - No. 3:22-cv-326 - Decided January 16, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of Ohio granted Frank J. Hora’s unopposed
motion to reopen the action due to settlement issues and denied his request to recuse Magistrate Judge
Caroline H. Gentry. The court referred the matter to Judge Gentry for a mediation conference
concerning the existence and enforceability of any settlement, potential sanctions, and the effect of an
unrepresented plaintiff entity, and denied the defendants’ summary-judgment motions without

prejudice.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE The district court considered Plaintiff Frank J. Hora's unopposed

motion to reopen the action due to settlement issues, his request to
recuse the assigned magistrate judge, and Defendants' motions for

summary judgment.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether the action should be reopened because of settlement issues.
2. Whether Plaintiff's request to recuse Magistrate Judge Caroline H. Gentry should be granted.

3. Whether the case should be referred to Magistrate Judge Gentry for a mediation conference addressing

the existence and enforceability of any settlement agreement.

4. Whether Defendants' motions for summary judgment should be resolved while the settlement issues

were being addressed.

HOLDINGS
1. The court granted Frank J. Hora's unopposed pro se motion to reopen the action due to settlement issues.
2. The court denied Plaintiff's request to recuse Magistrate Judge Caroline H. Gentry.

3. The court referred the case to Magistrate Judge Gentry for a mediation conference addressing whether
the parties settled, whether any settlement was enforceable, whether sanctions were warranted for failure

to comply, and whether Tukens LLC's lack of counsel affected settlement validity.

4. The court denied Defendants' motions for summary judgment without prejudice and subject to renewal.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The Court REFERS this case to Judge Gentry for a mediation conference to determine:” (Order)

“Finally, given this referral, the Court DENIES WITHOUT PREJUDICE AND SUBJECT TO RENEWAL

Defendants’ motions for summary judgment.” (Order)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The parties disputed whether they had reached an enforceable settlement agreement and, if so, whether the
agreement's terms had been satisfied. The court also identified potential issues concerning sanctions for

noncompliance and whether Tukens LLC's lack of counsel affected the settlement's validity.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The action had been closed or otherwise inactive in connection with alleged settlement issues. The court
reopened the action, denied the request to recuse Magistrate Judge Caroline H. Gentry, referred the matter to her
for a mediation conference and any necessary order or report and recommendation, and denied Defendants'

summary-judgment motions without prejudice and subject to renewal.
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