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Case Name: John T. Walsh v. Terry L. Smith, et al.
Case No.: Montgomery App. No. 25879
Panel: Froelich, Hall, Welbaum
Author: Jeffrey E. Froelich
Summary: Trial court did not err in granting motion for the appointment of a

receiver.  Trial court did not abuse its discretion in admitting evidence
presented at the hearing, and the court did not rely on inadmissible
evidence, to defendant’s prejudice, in its decision.  Judgment
affirmed.

Case Name: Don A. McMahan dba McMahan’s Mobile Home Park v. Drema
Mabberly

Case No.: Montgomery App. No. 25998
Panel: Froelich, Hall, Welbaum
Author: Jeffrey E. Froelich
Summary: Trial court did not err in granting default judgment to plaintiff on

plaintiff’s claim for unpaid rent and utilities in its forcible entry and
detainer action.  Judgment affirmed.

Case Name: State of Ohio v. Timothy J. Hill
Case No.: Montgomery App. No. 25717
Panel: Fain, Donovan, Hall
Author: Mary E. Donovan
Summary: Trial court did not err when it overruled appellant’s motion to suppress

the results of his blood test.  The evidence adduced by the State at
the suppression hearing clearly established that appellant knowingly,
intelligently, and voluntarily consented to the blood draw.  Judgment
affirmed.   

Case Name: State of Ohio v. James K. White 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 25792
Panel:  Fain, Donovan, Hall
Author:  Mike Fain
Summary: Defendant’s conviction for Domestic Violence is supported by the

evidence, and is not against the manifest weight of the evidence.
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Victim’s testimony supports a finding that she was living with the
defendant, in a sexual relationship, for at least two months preceding
the offense.  Under State v. McGlothan, 138 Ohio St.3d 146, 2014-
Ohio-85, 4 N.E.3d 1021, this is sufficient to establish that she was
cohabiting with the defendant, and was therefore a family or
household member for purposes of the Domestic Violence statute,
R.C. 2919.25.  Affirmed. 

Case Name: Clara Taylor v. Susan M. Taylor
Case No:  Miami App. No. 2013-CA-43
Panel:  Froelich, Hall, Welbaum
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum
Summary: In an action brought by a former mother-in-law against her former

daughter-in-law, the trial court did not err in granting summary
judgment and dismissing the complaint.  At the request of her son
during the marriage, the mother-in-law paid $32,680.19 for family bills
of her son and daughter-in-law.  The son gave a promissory note to
his mother evidencing his debt.  However, the daughter-in-law did not
participate in any discussions about the mother-in-law’s payments.
Furthermore, the daughter-in-law did not agree to a loan, nor did she
promise to repay her mother-in-law.  She also had no knowledge of
the payments until after the fact. Thus, the trial court did not err in
granting summary judgment on the claims of the mother-in-law.
Affirmed.

Case Name: State of Ohio v. Mayan Shah
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 25855
Panel:  Fain, Donovan, Welbaum
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum
Summary: The trial court did not abuse its discretion in denying Appellant’s

motion in limine.  Any delay in disclosing a state witness was not the
State’s fault, and Appellant did not show prejudice as the result of the
delay, because he elected not to ask for a continuance.  The
testimony of the witness was also properly admitted under Evid.R.
404(B).  Furthermore,  the judgment was supported by sufficient
evidence, and was not against the manifest weight of the evidence.
The victim’s testimony was supported by sufficient corroboration, and
Appellant’s voluntary intoxication could not be taken into
consideration to determine the existence of a mental state that is an
element of the crime that was charged.  Affirmed.


