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LISA B. FORBES, J.:
{91} S. Karen Machen appeals from the trial court’s “Qualified Domestic

Relations Order” in this divorce case. After reviewing the facts of the case and



pertinent law, we affirm in part, reverse in part, and remand this case to the trial
court for further proceedings consistent with this opinion.

{12} A detailed recitation of the underlying facts in this case can be found
in our opinion regarding the companion cases, Machen v. Miller, 8th Dist. Cuyahoga
Nos. 112453, 112454, and 112479 (the “Companion Case”). Furthermore, the four
assignments of error in this case are duplicative of four of the 18 assignments of
error in the Companion Case. Assignment of error No. 1 is the same as assignment
of error No. 2 in the Companion Case, which was sustained. Assignment of error
No. 2 is the same as assignment of error No. 10 in the Companion Case, which was
sustained. Assignment of error No. 3 is the same as assignment of error No. 17 in
the Companion Case, which was overruled as moot. Assignment of error No. 4 is
the same as assignment of error No. 18 in the Companion Case, which was sustained.

{13} Accordingly, and for the same reasons as in the Companion Case,
assignments of error Nos. 1, 2, and 4 are sustained, and assignment of error No. 3 is
overruled as moot.

{94} Judgment affirmed in part, reversed in part, and remanded to the
trial court for further proceedings consistent with this opinion.

It is ordered that appellant/cross-appellee and appellee/cross-appellant costs
share costs herein taxed.

The court finds there were reasonable grounds for this appeal.

Itis ordered that a special mandate be sent to said court to carry this judgment

into execution.



A certified copy of this entry shall constitute the mandate pursuant to Rule 27

of the Rules of Appellate Procedure.

LISA B. FORBES, JUDGE

MARY EILEEN KILBANE, P.J., and
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