STATE OF OHIO ) IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
)SS:
CUYAHOGA COUNTY ) CASE NO. 484523

BROADVIEW MULTI-CARE CENTER )

Haintiff
OPINION AND ORDER

VS

CLAUDE MEADE, et d.

N s o

Defendants

MICHAEL J. RUSSO, JUDGE:

ThisCourt conducted abenchtrial on October 3, 2003. Stipulationswere submitted and testimony
was given by Ann Rojas and Chrigtine Meade. For the following reasons, the Court finds in favor of
Haintiff Broadview Multi- Care Center and against Defendant Christine Meade.

Defendant Claude Meade isaresdent of Plaintiff Broadview Multi-Care Center and the husband of
Defendant ChritineMeade.  Mr. Meade became aresident at the Plaintiff’ sfacility in May 2000 following
adroke, which left him pardyzed. ThePantiff daimsDefendant Chrisine Meadeisindebted toit pursuant
to Ohio Revised Code 83103.03. (Complaint paragraph 3). R.C. §3103.01 provides that spouses owe
one another an obligation of support. R.C. §3103.03 sets forth the parameters of the support owed as
follows

(A) Each married person must support himself or herslf and hisor her spouse out of
hisor her property or by hisor her labor. I1f amarried person isunableto do so,

the spouse of the married person must assist in the support so far asthe spouse



isable.
The application of this statute hasrepeatedly been upheld. Ohio Sate University Hospital v.
Kinkaid (1990), 48 Ohio St.3d 78 and Fulton Cty. Health Ctr. v. Underwood (1995), 100
Ohio App.3d 451.

The evidence demongtrates, and the parties do not dispute, that Mr. Meade is unable to support
himsdf. Mrs Meade tedtified that her husband is paralyzed. The rdevant inquiry of thistrid thusisthe
extent towhich Mrs. Meadeis“abletopay.” Attrid, Mrs. Meade admitted that her husband received the
sarvices provided by Plantiff Broadview Multi-Care Center and she admitted that adebt isowed. Further
evidencing her obligation to pay is the fact that she made some payments in the amount of $12.00 per
month. She dso tedtified that she is not able to pay because in March 2003 she lost her job as a
housekeeper a Parma Hospita. While the Court is not unsympathetic to Mrs. Meade' s Situation, no
testimony was given that sheis disabled or unable to work. Furthermore, she owns an asset - ahouse that
isappraised by the County Auditor at $60,700.00. (Stipulations1 & 2). Thus, Mrs. Meade hasthe ability
to find employment or to encumber her dwelling in order to satisfy the debt. In addition, Mrs. Meade
received money from Socia Security that wasto pay for her husband'sinitia care, which shedid not utilize
to satisfy this obligation, athough she was aware of the debt.

Based upon dl of the foregoing, the Court finds that Defendant Claude Meade is unableto pay
for his support and that Defendant Christine Meade is adle to pay; thus, sheis lidble to the Plaintiff for
providing necessary servicesto her husband. Judgment is hereby rendered in favor of Plaintiff and against
Defendant Chrigtine Meade in the amount of $11,834.44, with interest heresfter at the rate of 10% per

annum.



ITISSO ORDERED.

Date: 2003

MICHAEL J. RUSSO, JUDGE
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

A copy of the foregoing Opinion and Order has been sent by regular mail this day of
October, 2003 to:

Scott S. Weltman, Esg.

323 Lakeside Avenue, West
Lakeside Place, Suite 200
Clevdand, Ohio 44113
Attorney for Plantiff

and

Karla Perry, Esg.

1223 W. 6th Street
Cleveland, Ohio 44113
Attorney for Defendant

MICHAEL J. RUSSO, JUDGE



