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WILLIAM J. BROWN )
Attorney General of Ohio
} - ~CaseNo. CV82513
Plaintiff
) Judze Reed

Y.

UNITED RESEARCH, AI\C and :
UNI\’ERSAL ACCEPTANCE CORP, ) JUDGMENT ENTRY

Defend&nts )

This cause came on for hearing upon the Defandant's Motion to Compel

.

Discovery and the Plaintiff's Motion for a Protective Order from such discovery.
The Defendants sought 1o discover the following doeuments:
Decument No. Ix

Ceounty Legal Aid
Supervisor, Comp

A letter from Gary Smith, Summit

, Staff Attorney, to Marcia Musk
laint Section, dated Xarch 30, 198L
Document No. 2: Letter from Gary Smith to Marcia
Muske, dated February 3, 1881,

Decument Xo 3: Memorandum from co"‘xplaint specizlist,
Jill Todd 4 Mareia M uske, dated Tebruary 27, 1981

Document No. &1 Memerandum from Alarcia 3
te James Strameancs, Chief Investigator, dated

Document N - 6:  The personal statement of Jeann
Persinger, Crisumer, by Peggy Coneilla. Dated June 3,
198l

: NMamorandum from Willlam C. Backer
v, dated April 23, 1332.

Document No, §
.to James Meang

Documant No, 1t Affidavit {rom Consumer, Joanne
Persinger, dated dlarch 22, 1882,

Upon due consideration thereof, it is hereby ORDERED tha!’ Defendants
Motion for the discovery of these documents is deni .

The Defendants have sgught to Giscov:z? intra~governmental memorandum
from

the Attorney Generals Uifice which is privileged {rom discovery under the

execulive privilege, 3tiftun

curium without opinjon,
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{1367). This execulive privilege reacznizes that internal memorandum ronersted by

government bedies contain ad




oes dircetly Lo the governmenta) units decision

- the eificient and effective workings of a
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governmental unit that such information be privileged from discovary so that the

smental unit o] nicate within Msed I er to daveloy 1
governmental unit may freely commmunicate within itself in order to develop pelicy
and make decisions,

Defendants have also sought to discover the Plaintiffis trial preparation

materials which are privileged from discovery, Sec Chio Civil Rule 256(3)}3);

Hiekman v. Taylor, 329 U.3. 495 (1947). This privilege protects the discovery of

meaterials prepared in anticipation by the Plaintiff’s attorney or by ihe Plaintills

Y—in

nvestizator, who is an agent for the attorney.
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