
STATE OF OHIO
STATE PERSO:\fNEL BOARD OF REVIEW

Lisa D. Karas,

Appellon!.

v.

Columbus State Community College,

Appel/ee.
ORDER

Case No.1 O-REM-09-0250

This matter came on for consideration on the Report and Recommendation c f the
Administrative l.aw Judge in the above-captioned appeal.

After a thorough examination of the record and a review of the Report and
Recommendation of the Administrative Law Judge, 8long with any objections to that r~port
which have been timdy and properly filed, the Board hereby adopts the Recommendation of
the Administrative La\v Judge.

Wherefore, it is hereby ORDERED that the instant appeal be DISIVI ISSEI) I()t"

Appellant's failure to appear, pursuant to O.A.C'. q 124-11-19 (A).

Casey - Aye
Lumpe - Aye
Tillery - Aye

CERTlFICATlO:"

The State of Ohio, State Personnel Board of Revie\\, ss:
L the undersigned clerk of the State Personnel Roard of RC\lCW, hereby eertij~/ that

this document and any attachment thereto constitute (the original/a true copy of the oririnal)
order or n~s()lutjon of the State Personnel Board of ReVIew as entered upon the Bmrd's

Journal. a copy ofwhich has been fon\ arded to the parties this dati:. C\\ 0...,<-,- "" \ C, __,
2011.

,VOTE: !)Ieosc seE' the rcw,l'se side of/his Order or the o/{uchlllelit to this Order !C)!' il/lormorioll
regording l'Our appeol rights.



Lisa D. Karas,

Appellant,

v.

STATE OF OHIO
STATE PERSONNEL BOARD OF REVIEW

Case No. 2010-REM-09-0250

February 16, 2011

Columbus State Community College,

Appellee.
BETH A. JEWELL
Administrative Law Judge

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION

To the Honorable State Personnel Board of Review:

This matter came on for consideration on February 16, 2011, for preheming
and record hearing. Appellee appeared and was represented by Timothv A.
Lecklider and Timothy M. Miller, Assistant Ohio Attorneys General. Appellant failed
to appear, and Appellee moved to dismiss this appeal pursuant to Ohio Adm. Code
Rule 124-11-19(A).

The record reflects that on December 1, 2010, Appellant requestE!d a
continuance of the prehearing and record hearing, which had been previcusly
scheduled for December 7 and 8, 2010. Appellant's request for continuance was
granted. A new Record Hearing Notice was properly served upon Appellart on
December 15, 2010, by regular mail, rescheduling the prehearing and re~ord

hearing to February 16, 2011. No good cause has been shown for Appellant's
failure to appear.

Therefore, I RECOMMEND that Appellee's motion be GRANTED anc the
appeal be DISMISSED.

BAJ:


