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IN THE ATEENS COUNTY MUNICIPAL COURT

ATHENS OHIO
Mm D. Amick,
Plainﬁftj, Case Number 2006CVG01277 .
v. | |
Deborah Sue Sickels, ‘ '
Defendant. ‘ Journal Batry

This matter came on this 1" day of February 2007 for consxdemuon of Plamtxﬁ’s Decem—
ber 29, 2006 Complamt in Forcible Detention and Defendant's J, gntiary 31, 2007 Motion to Dis-
miss, Plaintiff was present without counsel; Defcndant was present with her attdrmeys Anne
Rubin and Stuart Itani. -

This case is a refiling of an earlier “évictioa action filed September 21, 2006 in Case
Number 2006CVG00846, That matter was dismissed without prejudice for filure to allow three
full business days between the Septembef 18, 2006 Notic.e to Leave Premises and the filing of
the first Complaint, Plaintif’s September 18, 2006 Notlcc indicated the grounds as “'Notxce to

Quit™.

: Upon consideration of the testimony and arguments, the Coust finds as follows:



EACTS:

1. Plaintiff is the owner of the subject M, having acquired title for monetary consid-
eration on September 14, 2006, The transfer of this property was for $1,000, which was
below the tax eppraisal value of $12,000. '

2. Plaintiff’s immediate predecessor in title was Mary Robinsor who lived on an adjeining

parcel. Mary Robinson is the mother of Michael Robinson who is married to Defendant
Deborzh Sickels.

3. For approximately six years, Michael Robinson and Deborah Sickels lived at the subject

property rent free, There was no written of oral agreement, but Michael and Deborsh ex-
pected that someday the property would be given to them.

4. Tn 2006, Michael and Deboreh sepatated and began divorce proceedings. Defendant re-
mained in these subject premises, Shortly thereafter, Mary Robinson transferred the fitle
to thi.s property to Plaintiff, who is a friend of Michael Robinson. The divorce remains
pending. : '

'5, The property has a fair market rental value of $200 per month.

CONCLUSIONS:

A, Plaintiff s, and always has been, a tonant at will. No copsideration hias been given 10
Plaintiff or het predecessor in title. The Court does not consider routirie maintenance and
paying for utilities used to be consideration.

B. Plaintifs September 18, 2006 notice was sufficient to noﬁfy‘Defcndant of the end of the
tenancy at will effective October 31, 2006.

" C. Plaintif’'s December 23, 2006 Notice To Leave Premises, attachéd to the December 29,
2006 Complaint, satisfies the jurisdictional requiremezits of R.C. Chapter 1923.

D. As the titled owner, Plaintiff is entitled to either ‘posses..sion ot fair market rent.

E. Given the pendency of the divorce and the poss_ibility fhat the subject premises will be
determined to be marital property, a stay of execution is appropriate.

DECISION:

The eviction is granted effective February 7, 2007, However, the eviction is condition-

ally stayed until there is a final order in e divorce of Defendant and Michael Robinson. The




conditions for the stay are that Defendant pay Plaintiff $200 on the 7% of each month, beginning
February 2007, and that she continue to maintain the property, It is so ordered.

‘William A. Grim, Judge ;
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Karen Harvey, Magistrate . '
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