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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Schuante M. Hill 
Case No.:  Montgomery App. No. 26581 
Panel:   Froelich, Fain, Hall 
Author:  Jeffrey E. Froelich 
Summary: Defendant’s conviction for assault was based on sufficient evidence 

and was not against the manifest weight of the evidence.  The State 
also presented sufficient evidence of disorderly conduct, as charged, 
and the trial court’s verdict on the charged offense was not against 
the manifest weight of the evidence.  However, the judgment entry 
misidentified the subsection of the disorderly conduct statute under 
which defendant was charged, and it is not apparent from the record 
that the trial court sentenced defendant on the correct subsection.  
Judgment affirmed in part (assault), judgment reversed in part 
(disorderly conduct), and case remanded for sentencing on 
disorderly conduct under the correct statutory section. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Luther Wade 
Case No.:  Clark App. No. 2015-CA-45 
Panel:   Froelich, Fain, Hall 
Author:  Jeffrey E. Froelich 
Summary: The trial court did not properly impose post-release control because 

Defendant was not fully informed of the consequences of a violation. 
The trial court also did not properly impose jail-time credit, as 
Defendant was not heard on this issue, and the trial court did not 
reduce the amount of jail-time credit to a number of days.  
Defendant’s arguments that the trial court was required to inform him 
of 1) drug testing requirements and 2) the possibility of being ordered 
to perform community service to pay court costs, although he was 
sentenced to prison, are without merit.  Judgment affirmed in part, 
reversed in part, and remanded for further proceedings. 

http://www.sc.ohio.gov/ROD/docs/default.asp
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Case Name: State of Ohio v. Anthony S. Bridgeman  
Case No:  Miami App. No. 2015-CA-10 
Panel:    Froelich, Fain, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  Appellant’s 16-month prison sentence for a fourth degree felony is 

not contrary to law when the record supports the conclusion he 
served two previous prison sentences and the court considered the 
purposes and principles of sentencing. Affirmed. 

    
Case Name:  M. Bassem Rayess v. James C. Staton, et al.  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26683 
Panel:    Froelich, Fain, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  Plaintiff in legal malpractice action who voluntarily dismissed the 

claim filed motion for exemption from court costs. He failed to 
demonstrate a meritorious claim for exemption. Trial Court did not 
abuse its discretion by denying Appellant’s “Motion for Exemption 
from Paying the Court Costs.” Affirmed.  

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. William Lambert 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2015-CA-5 
Panel:   Fain, Donovan, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not err in ordering Appellant to pay $2,425 in 

restitution, as the record establishes that the trial court considered 
Appellant’s present and future ability to pay the financial sanction.  
However, the trial court did err in ordering Appellant to pay court-
appointed counsel fees as part of his sentence, as the county’s right 
to reimbursement of such costs must be prosecuted in a civil action.  
Finally, because Appellant’s six-month consecutive prison sentence 
was an agreed sentence that was imposed by the trial court and 
authorized by law, pursuant to R.C. 2953.08(D)(1), we are precluded 
from reviewing that sentence on appeal.  Affirmed in part and 
vacated in part.  (Donovan, J., dissenting). 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Michael Cartwright, III  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26150 
Panel:    Fain, Donovan, Hall 
Author:   Mike Fain  
Summary:  Because defendant’s two Aggravated Robbery offenses were based 

on conduct targeting only one victim, without identifiably separate 
harm, were not committed separately, or committed with separate 
animus, the trial court erred by failing to merge the two offenses for 
purposes of sentencing. The issue of whether the trial court erred by 
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imposing consecutive sentences is moot.  Reversed and Remanded 
for re-sentencing; judgment otherwise affirmed. (Hall, J., concurring.)
   

Case Name:  State of Ohio v. K-Vonne Jenkins 
Case No.:  Greene App. No. 2015-CA-6 
Panel:   Fain, Donovan, Welbaum 
Author:  Mike Fain 
Summary: Defendant’s sexual battery conviction is supported by sufficient 

evidence, and is not against the manifest weight of the evidence.  
Evidence in record permitted a reasonable jury to find that the victim 
was substantially impaired, for purposes of R.C. 2907.03(A)(2), and 
that the defendant was aware of the impairment when he engaged 
in sexual conduct with her.  The trial court did not err in overruling 
defendant’s objection, under Batson v. Kentucky, 476 U.S. 79, 106 
S.Ct. 1712, 90 L.Ed.2d 69 (1986), to State’s peremptory challenge 
to a prospective juror.  State offered race-neutral explanation – family 
member of prospective juror having been convicted of an offense 
related to the charge against the defendant.  Affirmed.  (Donovan, J., 
dissenting). 

   
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. James Tate, III 
Case No.:  Clark App. No. 2014-CA-126 
Panel:   Fain, Donovan, Hall 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary:  Anders brief. Independent review of the record reveals no arguably 

meritorious issues for appellate consideration.  Appeal entirely 
frivolous.  Affirmed. 

 
 
 


