UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF
OHIO, EASTERN DIVISION

Long Point Energy, LLC v. Gulfport Energy Corporation, et al.

Long Point Energy - No. 2:20-cv-4644 - Decided February 11, 2026

SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Southern District of Ohio addresses cross-motions for
summary judgment concerning ownership of oil and gas rights underlying a 163.5-acre tract in
Belmont County, Ohio. The court holds that Long Point Energy owns the reserved oil and gas rights,
and rejects defenses based on champerty and maintenance, the Ohio Marketable Title Act, bona fide
purchaser status, and laches. The court also rules on motions to dismiss and strike and addresses the
parties’ remaining claims and defenses, including trespass, conversion, waste, and equitable
disgorgement.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Following the Sixth Circuit's reversal of the district court's prior grant

of summary judgment to the Perkins and Lessee Defendants, the
parties cross-moved for summary judgment on ownership of oil and
gas rights and related claims. The court also considered a joint motion

to dismiss and Long Point's motion to strike.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Summary judgment is appropriate when there is no genuine dispute as
to any material fact and the movant is entitled to judgment as a matter
of law. On cross-motions, each motion is considered separately, with
facts and reasonable inferences viewed in favor of the nonmoving

party for the motion under review.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpublished district court opinion
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Long Point's purchase of the Freudiger Reservation was barred by champerty or maintenance.
. Whether the Freudiger Reservation was extinguished under Ohio's Marketable Title Act.

. Whether the Lessee Defendants acquired superior title as bona fide purchasers for value.

. Whether laches barred Long Point's claims.
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. Whether Long Point was assigned claims relating to oil and gas production occurring before March 1,
2019.

6. Whether the Lessee Defendants were entitled to partial summary judgment on Long Point's trespass and

conversion claims based on the location of particular wells.
7. Whether Long Point could maintain waste claims while owning all of the oil and gas rights.
8. Whether equitable disgorgement was an independent cause of action or only a remedy.

9. Whether the Perkins Defendants were entitled to indemnification for damages arising from Long Point's

title-related claims.

[0. Whether the joint motion to dismiss and motion to strike should be granted.

HOLDINGS

1. The doctrines of champerty and maintenance did not apply because Long Point purchased the mineral
reservation and assigned claims as the real party in interest, rather than assisting another litigant or

purchasing only a lawsuit involving mineral rights already abandoned under the Dormant Mineral Act.

2. The Freudiger Reservation was not extinguished by Ohio's Marketable Title Act because the 1971 root-

of-title deed contained a specific, identifiable reference to the oil and gas reservation.

3. The Lessee Defendants were not bona fide purchasers for value because they did not acquire legal title
to the oil and gas rights; the Perkins Defendants did not own the reservation and therefore could not
transfer title to the Lessee Defendants.

4. Long Point was entitled to summary judgment establishing its ownership of the Freudiger Reservation

and on the related declaratory-judgment and quiet-title claims concerning the Subdivision.



5. Laches did not bar Long Point's claims because the Defendants failed to establish material prejudice

caused by any delay.

6. Long Point was assigned all claims related to the oil and gas underlying the Subdivision, including

claims based on production occurring before March 1, 2019.

7. The Lessee Defendants were not entitled to partial summary judgment on the trespass and conversion

claims based on their assertion that particular wells did not traverse the Subdivision.

8. Long Point's waste claims failed as a matter of law because waste claims are viable only between

cotenants, and Long Point owned 100 percent of the oil and gas rights underlying the Subdivision.

9. Equitable disgorgement is a remedy rather than an independent cause of action; Long Point could pursue
it as a remedy for a successful claim, but summary judgment was proper to the extent it was pleaded as a

stand-alone claim.

10. The Perkins Defendants were not entitled to indemnification from the Lessee Defendants for the title-
related judgments because the lease's indemnity provision covered damages arising from Lessee

operations, not the declaratory-judgment and quiet-title claims.

L1. Long Point's motion to strike was denied because the evidence raised in the Lessee Defendants' reply
was addressed by Long Point in its own reply, and inadmissible or irrelevant material could simply be

disregarded rather than stricken.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Summary judgment is appropriate when “there is no genuine dispute as to any material fact and the movant

is entitled to judgment as a matter of law.”” (Section IV)
“The doctrines of champerty and maintenance do not deprive Long Point of standing.” (Section IV.A.1)

“The 1971 Deed’s reference to the Fruediger Reservation is sufficient to preserve the interest from being
extinguished under the MTA.” (Section IV.A.2)

“Under Ohio law, “equitable disgorgement” is not a claim or a cause of action, it is a remedy.” (Section
IV.B.5)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

In 1948, Bertha Freudiger conveyed the surface rights to the Subdivision while reserving the oil and gas and the
right to lease them. The reservation passed through Freudiger's estate and heirs, and Long Point purchased the
reservation from the Freudiger Heirs in 2019 through deeds that were backdated to 2013. The Perkins
Defendants had leased the Subdivision's oil and gas rights to Rice Drilling, which later assigned part of its
purported leasehold interest to Gulfport; wells were drilled in 2014 and 2015 and began producing in 2016. The
title documents and internal title opinions identified uncertainty concerning ownership and the possible

application of Ohio's Dormant Mineral Act.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



Long Point sued to establish ownership of oil and gas rights underlying a 163.5-acre subdivision in Belmont
County, Ohio, and asserted related tort, equitable, accounting, and declaratory claims. After the Sixth Circuit
reversed the court's earlier summary-judgment ruling, the parties bifurcated ownership and damages and filed
renewed cross-motions for summary judgment. The court resolved ownership and several liability and defense

issues, leaving trespass, conversion, accounting, and unjust-enrichment claims for further proceedings.

DISPOSITION

other

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The parties were ordered to meet and confer and file a proposed case schedule addressing damages discovery,

any dispositive motions, and trial within fourteen days.
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