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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Darryl Core 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 27512; T.C. No. 16-CR-3508  
Panel:    Donovan, Hall, Tucker 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The appellant’s conviction for promoting prostitution is based on 

legally sufficient evidence and is not against the manifest weight of 
the evidence. The evidence supports a finding that he knowingly 
supervised, managed, or controlled the activities of a prostitute in 
engaging in sexual activity for hire. Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Deonte L. Gause 
Case No.:  Montgomery App. No. 27527; T.C. No. 16-CR-3917 
Panel:   Welbaum, Donovan, Froelich   
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court erred in dismissing Appellee’s indicted charge of 

having weapons while under disability. In dismissing the charge, the 
trial court misapplied the Supreme Court of Ohio’s holding in State v. 
Hand, 149 Ohio St.3d 94, 2016-Ohio-5504, 73 N.E.3d 448, and 
erroneously concluded that the statute governing the offense of 
having weapons while under disability, R.C. 2923.13(A)(2), 
unconstitutionally permits a juvenile adjudication to serve as an 
element of the offense. Contrary to the trial court’s holding otherwise, 
Hand does not ban the use of a prior juvenile adjudication as an 
element of an offense. Reversed and remanded for further 
proceedings.  (Donovan, J., dissenting.) 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Michael Moore 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2017-CA-49; T.C. No. 06-CR-1487 
Panel:   Welbaum, Donovan, Froelich   
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not abuse its discretion in denying Appellant’s 

untimely motion for new trial without first holding an evidentiary 
hearing because Appellant failed to request leave to file the motion 
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out of time and failed to establish by clear and convincing proof that 
Appellant was unavoidably prevented from timely filing the motion as 
required by Crim.R. 33(B).  Affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  Robynn Williamson v. Elesa Caldwell 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 27621; T.C. No. 17-CV-2101 
Panel:   Froelich, Hall, Tucker     
Author:  Michael L. Tucker   
Summary: The trial court denied Appellant’s petition seeking a civil stalking 

protection order (CSPO).  Appellant asserts that the trial court’s 
denial of the petition is against the manifest weight of the evidence.  
The Appellant did not file a transcript of the CSPO hearing, and 
without a transcript, a weight of the evidence argument may not be 
considered on appeal.  Judgment affirmed.    

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Brett M. Meddock 
Case No.:  Clark App. No. 2016-CA-55; T.C. No. 15-CR-308 
Panel:   Donovan, Froelich, Hall 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan   
Summary: Appellant’s convictions for one count of murder, one count of 

involuntary manslaughter, one count of felonious assault, and two 
counts of endangering children were not against the manifest weight 
of the evidence.  The evidence adduced by the State supports a 
finding that the fatal injury occurred during the time that appellant had 
exclusive care and control of the infant victim.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Michael D. Lancaster, Sr. 
Case No.:  Greene App. No. 2016-CA-39; T.C. No. 15-CR-414 
Panel:   Donovan, Hall, Tucker 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan   
Summary: The trial court did not err in overruling Michael Lancaster’s motion to 

suppress, since he was not in custody and entitled to Miranda 
warnings when he spoke to law enforcement.  The trial court did not 
abuse its discretion when it allowed the State to re-open its case to 
confirm venue. Michael Lancaster was not denied effective 
assistance of counsel based upon counsel’s failure to call any expert 
witnesses, ineffective cross-examination, deferral of his opening 
statement, or failure to request a competency hearing for the victim. 
Defense counsel failed to renew his Crim.R. 29 motion for acquittal 
at the close of all the evidence, and plain error is not demonstrated.  
Michael Lancaster’s convictions for rape, gross sexual imposition, 
and use of a minor in nudity-oriented material are not against the 
manifest weight of the evidence. Michael Lancaster did not object to 
his convictions at sentencing, thus his allied offenses claim on appeal 
is waived but for plain error. Furthermore, since Michael Lancaster’s 
offenses of rape and gross sexual imposition were committed 
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separately, the court properly sentenced Michael Lancaster to 
consecutive sentences.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  David A. Parker v. Ace Hardware Corporation, et al. 
Case No.:  Champaign App. No. 2017-CA-8; T.C. No. 16-CV-131 
Panel:   Donovan, Hall, Tucker 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan   
Summary: Appellees were entitled to summary judgment as a matter of law, 

since Appellant’s common law claims of negligence, negligent failure 
to warn, negligent misrepresentation, and breach of warranties were 
abrogated by the Ohio Products Liability Act.  Judgment affirmed.  
(Tucker, J., concurring in part and dissenting in part.)   

 
Case Name: In Re: A. F.   
Case No.:  Montgomery App. Nos. 27611, 27625; T.C. No. JC 2014-2041 
Panel:   Donovan, Froelich, Hall 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan   
Summary: As to Mother’s appeal, the juvenile court’s grant of legal custody of 

A.F. to Father’s relatives was in A.F.’s best interest, and the court did 
not err in failing to grant a second extension of temporary custody. 
As to Father’s appeal, the Agency made reasonable efforts to 
prevent the removal of A.F. from the parental residence, to eliminate 
the continued removal of the child from the parental home, or to 
make it possible for the child to return safely to the home of Mother 
and Father. Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:   State v. Issac Morgan 
Case No.:   Clark App. No. 2017-CA-29; T.C. No. 16-CR-132 
Panel:    Donovan, Hall, Tucker  
Author:   Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: Appellant’s guilty plea to one count of rape was not made in a 

knowing, intelligent, and voluntary fashion.  The trial court failed to 
inform appellant that he was subject to a mandatory prison term 
before it accepted his guilty plea to the rape count.  The trial court 
also failed to inform appellant that because the prison time was 
mandatory for a rape conviction, he was ineligible for community 
control sanctions in lieu of prison.  Furthermore, the plea form 
signed by appellant incorrectly stated that a mandatory prison term 
was “not applicable” to his conviction for rape.  Judgment reversed 
and remanded. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Lindrell E. Maloney 
Case No.:  Montgomery App. No. 27269; T.C. No. 16-CR-00312 
Panel:   Welbaum, Donovan, Hall   
Author:  Mary E. Donovan   
Summary: Appellant’s convictions on two counts of rape (under 13) and two 
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counts of sexual battery (natural parent) are supported by sufficient 
evidence and not against the manifest weight of the evidence.  The 
record does not reflect that Appellant was denied effective 
assistance of counsel for defense counsel’s alleged failure to engage 
in reasonable investigation and trial preparation, to communicate a 
plea offer, to subpoena expert testimony concerning DNA analysis 
and results, for advising Appellant to waive a jury, and for failing to 
file a motion to suppress.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Dequan N. Heard 
Case No.:  Montgomery App. No. 27454; T.C. No. 07-CR-1256 
Panel:   Donovan, Froelich, Hall 
Author:  Jeffrey E. Froelich   
Summary: Trial court properly denied defendant’s motion to withdraw his plea 

due to a breach of the plea agreement; contrary to defendant’s 
assertion, the record reflects that defendant pled guilty to Counts 
One and Two, not just Count Two. Defendant’s argument that the 
trial court had erred in imposing post-release control on Count One 
was barred by res judicata.  Even assuming that the court erred in its 
imposition of post-release control on Count One, a fifth-degree 
felony, when it stated that defendant would be subject to three years, 
not “up to three years,” of post-release control, defendant was also 
subject to a mandatory term of five years of post-release control for 
a first-degree felony; accordingly, the trial court properly denied 
defendant’s motion for a finding that the Parole Board lacked 
jurisdiction over him.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Julius Southers 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2017-CA-31; T.C. No. 13-CR-97  
Panel:    Donovan, Froelich, Tucker 
Author:   Jeffrey E. Froelich 
Summary:  Anders appeal.  No arguably meritorious claim that the trial court 

erred in denying, based on res judicata, defendant’s second post-
sentence motion to withdraw his guilty plea.  No non-frivolous issues 
exist.  Judgment affirmed.   

 
 
 
   
 
  


