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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Richard Evans  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26574 
Panel:    Froelich, Fain, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The trial court did not err in denying the appellant’s motion for relief 

from judgment under Civ.R. 60(B). The trial court properly treated the 
motion as a statutory post-conviction relief petition and found it 
untimely. Even if the appellant’s motion were treated as one seeking 
to invoke the trial court’s inherent power to vacate a void judgment, 
which may be done at any time without regard to the requirements 
for statutory post-conviction relief, his arguments fail because his 
judgment of conviction is not void. Judgment affirmed. 

    
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Arlondo E. Redd  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26273 
Panel:    Froelich, Fain, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The trial court did not err by accepting Appellant’s plea of no contest. 

Appellant entered the plea knowingly and voluntarily. Defense 
counsel did not render ineffective assistance. It was not 
unreasonable for counsel not to object to the state’s cross-
examination of Appellant. Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  M. Bassem Rayess v. Cynthia P. McNamee, et al.   
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26543 
Panel:    Froelich, Fain, Hall 
Author:   Mike Fain  
Summary:  Plaintiff in unsuccessful legal malpractice action moved for relief from 

that part of the judgment overruling his motion for exemption from 
court costs.  He appeals from the overruling of his Civ.R. 60(B) 
motion for relief.  He did not set forth a sufficient basis for relief, 
merely claiming ignorance of the law relating to claims for exemption 
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from court costs.  He also fails to demonstrate that he had a 
meritorious claim for exemption.  Therefore, the trial court did not err 
in overruling his motion for relief from the judgment.  Affirmed.  

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. John Shutway   
Case No:  Champaign App. No. 2013-CA-47 
Panel:    Froelich, Fain, Hall 
Author:   Mike Fain  
Summary:  Defendant’s conviction for Attempted Obstruction of Official 

Business is supported by sufficient evidence, and is not against the 
manifest weight of the evidence.  Affirmed.      

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. John A. Music  
Case No:  Champaign App. No. 2014-CA-20 
Panel:    Fain, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:   Mike Fain  
Summary:  Appeal from conviction and sentence for two counts of Domestic 

Violence, Assault Upon a Police Officer, and Burglary.  Anders brief 
filed.  No potential assignments of arguable merit found.  Affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  City of Dayton, Ohio v. State of Ohio 
Case No.:  Montgomery App. No. 26643 
Panel:   Froelich, Donovan, Hall 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: Trial court erred when it granted partial summary judgment to 

appellee, finding that certain provisions of Am.Sub.S.B. No. 342 
unconstitutionally violated appellee’s home rule powers.  When 
properly analyzed in its entirety, Am.Sub.S.B. No. 342 constitutes a 
comprehensive, uniform, statewide regulatory scheme which clearly 
prescribes a rule of conduct upon citizens generally.  Accordingly, 
we find that Am.Sub.S.B. No. 342 is a general law that does not 
violate Article XVIII, Section 3 of the Ohio Constitution, the “Home 
Rule Amendment.”  Judgment reversed and permanent injunction 
vacated.     

 
Case Name:  Lloyd T. Whitaker, Trustee, et al. v. Paru Selvam, LLC, et al. 
Case No.:  Montgomery App. No. 26555 
Panel:   Froelich, Donovan, Hall 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The trial court did not err in denying Appellant’s motion for Civ.R. 

60(B) relief from judgment in a matter that was affirmed on appeal 
prior to the trial court’s ruling on the Civ.R. 60(B) motion.  Appellants 
waived their lis pendens argument (which is not jurisdictional in 
nature) that the trial court erred in appointing a receiver based upon 
the Trustee’s alleged lack of standing due to a pending tax 
foreclosure action.  Judgment affirmed. 
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Brittany L. Wilson 
Case No.:  Montgomery App. No. 26488  
Panel:   Froelich, Fain, Hall 
Author:  Jeffrey E. Froelich 
Summary:  Trial court did not abuse its discretion in awarding restitution to two 

individuals who were not named as victims in the indictment, where 
they were identified in the presentence investigation or testified at 
the restitution hearing as victims who had suffered economic loss as 
a result of the offenses for which Defendant was convicted.  
Judgment affirmed. 

 
 
 


