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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Anthony Matthews 
Case No.:  Greene App. No. 2015-CA-73; 15TRD5439 
Panel:   Fain, Froelich, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey E. Froelich   
Summary: The municipal court did not lack subject matter jurisdiction over 

defendant’s misdemeanor citations for driving without a license and 
having an unregistered vehicle, and defendant’s “consent” to 
personal jurisdiction was not required. Trial court did not abuse its 
discretion in failing to rule on or otherwise address various notices 
that were filed with the court on the day of trial.  Provisions of the 
Uniform Commercial Code are not relevant to traffic proceedings.  
Defendant was not denied his right to a jury trial, a speedy trial, or a 
public trial.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Lisa Blevins  
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2014-CA-47; T.C. No. 2013-CR-654 
Panel:    Donovan, Froelich, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The trial court’s verdict finding the appellant guilty of forgery and theft 

of more than $1.5 million is supported by legally sufficient evidence 
and is not against the manifest weight of the evidence. The record 
supports a finding that the appellant forged more than 1,000 of her 
employer’s checks over a 10-year period and stole more than $1.5 
million by making the checks payable to herself or to various 
accounts associated with her. Judgment affirmed.   

    
Case Name:  In re:  E.K.  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26897; T.C. No. 2013-3784 
Panel:    Donovan, Froelich, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
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Summary:  The trial court did not err in awarding appellee Montgomery County 
Children Services permanent custody of the appellant’s child. The 
agency proved by clear and convincing evidence that the child could 
not be placed with appellant father within a reasonable time and that 
the disposition was in the child’s best interest. Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. David D. Dominguez  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26853; T.C. No. 2009-CR-1410 
Panel:    Froelich, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The trial court correctly found that res judicata precluded the 

appellant from raising an allied-offense issue in post-conviction 
motions filed long after his convictions. The failure to merge allied 
offenses does not render a judgment void, but voidable. As a result, 
challenges to a trial court’s failure to merge alleged allied offenses 
are barred by the doctrine of res judicata if they could have been, but 
were not, raised on direct appeal. Judgment affirmed.  

    
Case Name:  In Re.:  J.R. 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26894; T.C. No. 2011-1712 
Panel:    Donovan, Fain, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The juvenile court did not err by denying Appellant legal custody of 

his godson. The court did not find that Mother is an unsuitable parent 
and the court’s denial of custody to a nonparent is not contrary to the 
weight of the evidence. Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Joshua D. Hower 
Case No:  Champaign App. No. 2015-CA-43; 2015-CR-151 
Panel:   Fain, Froelich, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not abuse its discretion in imposing a no-contact 

order between Appellant and his fiancée as part of Appellant’s 
community control sanctions.  Appellant and his fiancée were both 
involved in the crime to which Appellant pled guilty, and the no-
contact order was reasonably related to rehabilitating Appellant, had 
some relationship to the crime of which Appellant was convicted, 
related to conduct that was criminal or reasonably related to future 
criminality, and served the statutory ends of probation.  Affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Kevin L. Thomas 
Case No:  Champaign App. No. 2015-CA-33; 2015-CR-065 
Panel:   Fain, Froelich, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not err in finding that Appellant’s offenses are not 

allied offenses of similar import because the record indicates that the 
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parties stipulated to that fact as part of the plea agreement and that 
Appellant understood the stipulation.  Affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  Cinda L. Alexander v. Curtis E. Alexander  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26730; T.C. No. 10-DR-697 
Panel:    Fain, Froelich, Welbaum  
Author:   Mike Fain  
Summary:  The trial court did not abuse its discretion by awarding spousal 

support to the husband in view of the wife’s greater income from all 
sources.  If the trial court erred in ordering the spousal support to 
commence before the wife began receiving income from the 
husband’s retirement benefits, that error was invited by the wife, 
whose counsel prepared the judgment entry.  Affirmed.       

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Tony Craig  
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2015-CA-108; T.C. No. 2015-CR-139 
Panel:    Fain, Froelich, Welbaum 
Author:   Mike Fain  
Summary:  Brief filed under Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738, 87 S.Ct. 1396, 

18 L.Ed.2d 493 (1967).  No potential assignments of error having 
arguable merit found.  Affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Loretta Reynolds 
Case No.:  Montgomery App. No. 26798; 15-TRC-4967 
Panel:   Donovan, Froelich, Hall 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: Although the trial court did not advise Appellant of the effect of her 

guilty plea to a first degree misdemeanor OVI offense, the trial court 
did not err in accepting her guilty plea since prejudice is not 
demonstrated.  Appellant’s valid guilty plea precludes her assertion 
that her conviction is against the manifest weight of the evidence.  
Judgment affirmed. 

 
 
 


