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SUMMARY

The Ohio Eighth District Court of Appeals affirmed the Lyndhurst Municipal Court’s dismissal with

prejudice of Stedson McIntyre’s small-claims negligence action against Landscape Management &

Design, Inc. McIntyre alleged that the company’s snowplow damaged driveway lights, but the court

concluded that competent, credible evidence supported the finding that the lights were covered by

displaced snow and that the company used ordinary care. The court also rejected arguments

concerning video presentation, settlement negotiations, and alleged procedural irregularities.
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affirmed

Plaintiff appealed from the Lyndhurst Municipal Court's judgment
dismissing his small-claims negligence complaint with prejudice and

entering judgment for Landscape Management.

A civil appeal from a bench trial, including a small-claims judgment,
is reviewed under the manifest-weight-of-the-evidence standard, with
a presumption that the trial court's findings are correct. Legal
questions are reviewed de novo, and an appellate court will generally
uphold the judgment when some competent and credible evidence

supports it.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the municipal court's finding that Landscape Management did not breach its duty of care was
against the manifest weight of the evidence.

2. Whether the municipal court abused its discretion in connection with Mclntyre's presentation and

description of the video recording.

3. Whether Landscape Management's settlement-related communications constituted an admission of
liability.
4. Whether MclIntyre could raise a new breach-of-contract argument in his reply brief and challenge

statements allegedly made outside the record without an App.R. 9(C) statement.

HOLDINGS

1. The municipal court's finding that L.andscape Management used ordinary care and did not breach its
duty was supported by competent, credible evidence and was not against the manifest weight of the

evidence.

2. The municipal court did not abuse its discretion in allowing McIntyre to play the video on his phone,
failing to facilitate use of the court's Wi-Fi system, or referring to the recording as coming from a

doorbell rather than a garage camera.

3. Evidence of settlement negotiations may not be introduced to prove liability, the invalidity of a claim, or
the amount of a claim; therefore, Landscape Management's settlement communications did not establish

an admission of liability.

4. A party may not advance a new argument in a reply brief, and an argument concerning statements
allegedly made outside the record must be presented through an App.R. 9(C) statement; absent such a
statement, the appellate court will not consider the argument.

KEY QUOTATIONS

€«

[I]n a civil appeal from a bench trial, we apply a manifest weight standard of review, guided by a

presumption that the trial court’s findings are correct.””

““Following a bench trial, a reviewing court will generally uphold a trial court’s judgment as long as the

manifest weight of the evidence supports it — that is, as long as “some” competent and credible evidence

29

supports it.

““Under Ohio Evid.R. 408, admission of evidence of settlements or settlement negotiations is prohibited when

offered to prove liability, the invalidity of a claim, or the amount of a claim.””

FACTUAL BACKGROUND



MclIntyre contracted with Landscape Management to plow his residential driveway during the 2024-2025 winter
season. After a February 16, 2025 snowplowing, Mclntyre alleged that five driveway lights had been struck and
damaged, although the video showed the truck remaining on the driveway and the lights appearing covered by
displaced snow after plowing. McIntyre sought $650 in small claims, but the municipal court found that
Landscape Management used ordinary care and that the evidence did not establish a breach or damage caused by
the company.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Mclntyre filed a small-claims complaint seeking $650 plus interest and costs after alleging that Landscape
Management's snowplow damaged five driveway lights. After a hearing, the magistrate found that the snowplow
had used ordinary care and that the lights had been obscured by displaced snow rather than damaged. The
municipal judge overruled McIntyre's objections, adopted the magistrate's decision, and entered judgment for

Landscape Management. The Court of Appeals affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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