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These case summaries are issued for the convenience of the public, the bench, and 
the bar. They are a brief statement of the court’s holdings and are not to be 
considered headnotes or syllabi. Copies of opinion are available from the particular 
county's clerk of courts. The full text of each opinion is also available on the  
Ohio Supreme Court’s Website at www.sc.ohio.gov/ROD/docs/default.asp  
 

 

DECISION AND FINAL JUDGMENT ENTRY RENDERED JUNE 8, 2015: 
 

Case Name:  In re D.J. 
Case No.:  Montgomery App. No. 26599 
Panel:    Froelich, Donovan, and Welbaum 
Author:   Per Curiam  
Summary:  Trial court order adopting the magistrate’s decision was not final 

and appealable where the court did not make its own order on the 
underlying motion and the parties had to refer to the magistrate’s 
decision to understand their rights and obligations.  Appeal 
dismissed.  

 
OPINIONS RENDERED JUNE 12, 2015: 
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Ryan J. Few 
Case No.:  Montgomery App. No. 25969 
Panel:   Fain, Donovan, Hall 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: Having determined, after a thorough and independent review of the 

record pursuant to Anders v. California, that no meritorious issues 
exist for appellate review, the judgment of the trial court is affirmed.  

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Michael Darney  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26250 
Panel:    Donovan, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The appellant’s guilty plea to a unique unclassified felony was not 

knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily made when the trial court 
failed to inform him that either a 2 to 4 year prison sentence or a fine 
of $10,000 to $25,000 was mandatory. Whether the trial court erred 
by failing to find the defendant indigent is moot. Judgment reversed 
and cause remanded.  

http://www.sc.ohio.gov/ROD/docs/default.asp
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Henry L. Gillis 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26348 
Panel:   Froelich, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: Appellant’s Anders appeal from the trial court’s decision revoking his 

community control sanctions and sentencing him to 12 months in 
prison presents no issues with arguable merit, as the facts and 
applicable law provide no basis for reversal.  Affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  Lone Star Equities, Inc., et al. v. George Dimitrouleas, et al. 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26321 
Panel:   Froelich, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not err in rendering summary judgment in favor of 

all Appellees in connection with property sold to Appellants.  
Concerning contract claims against the seller, the purchase 
agreement merged with the general warranty deed.  To the extent 
that the purchase agreement excepted certain representations from 
merging, the statements the seller made were not actionable 
representations.  Further, additional taxes assessed against the 
property following a decision of the Board of Tax Appeals 18 months 
after the closing did not constitute an encumbrance or lien on the 
property at the time of the closing, contrary to the seller’s 
representation that the property was free of encumbrances.  And, 
even if one assumes that the seller falsely or recklessly 
misrepresented facts about pending valuation proceedings, the 
purchasers could not have justifiably relied on these representations, 
because valuation proceedings are matters of public record.  The 
purchasers, therefore, had the ability to inquire into the status of any 
such proceedings.  Summary judgment was also properly rendered 
in favor of the title examiner, who did not deviate from accepted 
standards of care when examining the title.  Finally, the insurer who 
issued the policy of title insurance was not liable for any losses 
because the policy excludes coverage for taxes and assessments 
that are not due and payable at the time of closing.  Affirmed. 
(Froelich, P.J., concurring in part and dissenting in part). 

 
 

 
    
 


