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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Michael J. Martin 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 27844; T.C. No. 2016-CR-977 
Panel:    Donovan, Froelich, Tucker 
Author:   Jeffrey E. Froelich 
Summary:  Trial court did not abuse its discretion in denying defendant’s petition 

for post-conviction relief without a hearing.  Judgment affirmed. 
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Christopher A. Silcott 
Case No:  Darke App. No. 2017-CA-12; T.C. Case No. 2017-CR-170 
Panel:   Donovan, Hall, Tucker     
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: Appellant’s convictions for aggravated trafficking in drugs, 

aggravated possession of drugs, possessing criminal tools, and 
having weapons while under disability are supported by sufficient 
evidence and not against the manifest weight of the evidence.  The 
trial court did not err, on the day of trial, in amending the indictment 
to reflect the correct amount of the drug involved in Count II, 
aggravated possession of drugs, since the indictment identified 
Count II as a felony of the second degree with mandatory time and 
correctly identified the offense as a violation of R.C. 
2925.11(A),(C)(1)(c). Ineffective assistance of counsel is not 
demonstrated in defense counsel’s failure to file a pre-trial motion to 
suppress and an affidavit of indigency at sentencing, since an audio-
video recording of the controlled buy supports the confidential 
informant’s version of events, and it is not established that an 
affidavit of indigency would have resulted in an absence of fines at 
sentencing.  The trial court did not err in imposing mandatory 
sentences for aggravated trafficking in drugs and aggravated 
possession of drugs.  Judgment affirmed.     

  
Case Name:  Richard W. Dickerson v. Michelle L. Dickerson 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2018-CA-21; T.C. No. 2016-DS-0208 
Panel:    Welbaum, Froelich, Hall 
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Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The trial court did not err by ordering child support retroactive to the 

date that Appellee filed her motion for support. The court could have 
reasonably found that no circumstances required a different date. 
The trial court did not err by terminating shared parenting and 
awarding Appellee custody of the parties’ minor children. Judgment 
affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Kevin R. Lucas 
Case No:  Greene App. No. 2017-CA-15; T.C. No. 2011-CR-280 
Panel:    Donovan, Froelich, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  Anders appeal. The record reveals no non-frivolous issues for 

appellate review. Judgment affirmed. 
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Dlaquan Cantrel 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 27839; T.C. Case No. 2015-CR-3802 
Panel:   Welbaum, Froelich, Tucker     
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not err in overruling Appellant’s motion to suppress 

because the drug evidence at issue was discovered as the result of 
a lawful traffic stop, inventory search, and search incident to arrest.  
In addition, Appellant failed to establish that his trial counsel was 
ineffective in failing to make certain arguments regarding the validity 
of the inventory search. Trial counsel’s decision not to pursue the 
arguments in question was a matter of trial strategy, and Appellant 
failed to demonstrate that the outcome of the proceedings would 
have been different had the arguments been made.  Judgment 
affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Donte Murphy   
Case No: Montgomery App. Nos. 27801 and 27802; T.C. Case Nos. 2016-

CR-1547 and 2016-CR-2363 
Panel:   Welbaum, Froelich, Tucker       
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: Defendant-appellant’s convictions for sexual battery in violation of 

R.C. 2907.03(A)(7), for tampering with records in violation of R.C. 
2913.42(A)(1), and for forgery in violation of R.C. 2913.31(A)(3) are 
supported by sufficient evidence and they are not against the 
manifest weight of the evidence.  Further, R.C. 2907.03(A)(7) is not 
an unconstitutional statutory enactment.  Judgment affirmed.   

  
 
 


