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Case Name: Donna Seege v. Christopher B. Smith, et al.
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26210
Panel:  Froelich, Hall, Welbaum
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum
Summary: The trial court did not err in rendering summary judgment on immunity

grounds on behalf of a police officer and his employer.  The
undisputed facts, construed most strongly in Appellant’s favor,
indicate that the police officer was on an emergency call (statutorily
defined as a call to duty) and did not act in a wanton or reckless
manner when his police cruiser collided with Appellant’s wheelchair.
Affirmed.  (Froelich, P.J., concurring).

Case Name: State of Ohio v. Ernest Landgraf, Jr.
Case No.: Clark App. No. 2014 CA 12
Panel: Froelich, Hall, Welbaum
Author: Jeffrey E. Froelich
Summary: Trial court failed to inform defendant of the maximum penalty he

faced when it failed to state that 1) as a result of his guilty plea to a
new felony, the court could terminate his post-release control from a
prior felony case, 2) if a prison term were imposed for the new felony,
the trial court could impose a prison term for the post-release control
violation, which would be served consecutively, and 3) the possible
maximum prison term he faced for the post-release control violation.
Judgment reversed, plea vacated, and case remanded for further
proceedings.  (Hall, J., concurring.)  (Welbaum, J., concurring). 

Case Name: In the Matter of: T.T., E.H. and Q.B.
Case No.: Clark App. No. 2014 CA 48
Panel: Froelich, Donovan, Welbaum
Author: Jeffrey E. Froelich
Summary: Trial court reasonably concluded that three children could not be

reunified with Mother within a reasonable period of time and that
children’s best interest would be served by awarding permanent
custody to children services agency.  Judgment affirmed.  

http://www.sconet.state.oh.us


. . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    Court of Appeals Case Summary, December 12,  2014               Page 2

Case Name: Kimberlee R. Raska v. Vincent M. Raska
Case No.: Clark App. No. 2014 CA 29 and 2014 CA 35
Panel: Froelich, Donovan, Welbaum
Author: Jeffrey E. Froelich
Summary: In response to numerous post-divorce decree disputes regarding the

parties’ property settlement, the trial court acted within its discretion
in rejecting each party’s arguments that the other party should be held
in contempt.  The trial court acted reasonably in dividing the
appreciation on a trust fund equally, rather than proportionately,
where the appreciation and delay in distribution were unanticipated,
and distribution of the trust fund was intended to equalize the
distribution of other assets.  Judgment affirmed.

Case Name: State of Ohio v. Carl A. Strickland
Case No.: Montgomery App. No. 25673
Panel: Froelich, Fain, Hall
Author: Jeffrey E. Froelich
Summary: Defendant was denied his Sixth Amendment right to counsel during

the hearing on his presentence motion to withdraw his guilty plea
when the court called defense counsel to testify at the hearing
regarding plea negotiations without affording new counsel for
defendant.  Judgment reversed and case remanded for a new hearing
on defendant’s presentence motion to withdraw his guilty plea.  (Hall,
J., concurs in judgment only.) 
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