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Case Name:  Mark W. Cracraft, et al. v. The Dayton Power & Light Company 
Case No.:  Montgomery App. No. 26808; 2014-CV-1838 
Panel:   Donovan, Froelich, Hall 
Author:  Jeffrey E. Froelich 
Summary: The trial court did not err in granting summary judgment in favor of 

defendant on plaintiff’s personal injury claim.  Plaintiff, who was an 
independent contractor, failed to create a genuine issue of material 
fact that the owner of the premises on which he worked owed a duty 
to protect him from the dangers inherent in the work he had 
undertaken, that the alleged hazard near a ladder on the premises 
was known or should have been known to the owner, or that the 
alleged hazard had actually caused plaintiff’s fall.  Judgment 
affirmed. 

 
Case Name: State of Ohio v. Davontae D. Hall 
Case No.:  Montgomery App. No. 26694; 2014-CR-1561 
Panel:   Fain, Froelich, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey E. Froelich   
Summary: Trial court did not err in concluding that police officers had 

reasonable, articulable suspicion to stop defendant for a window tint 
violation.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Timothy Robinson 
Case No.: Montgomery App. Nos. 26712 and 26713; 2015-CR-393 and 2015-

CR-608 
Panel:   Donovan, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:  Michael T. Hall  
Summary: Appellant challenges only his prison sentence. Because Appellant 

has served his entire sentence, this appeal is moot. Dismissed. 
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Case Name:  Manufacturers Equipment Company v. StarStone LLC, et al.  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26725; 2013-CV-3660 
Panel:    Donovan, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The trial court erred by overruling Appellants’ motion to strike 

Appellee’s reply in support of summary judgment containing new 
evidence. The court should have given Appellants an opportunity to 
file a surreply. The trial court also erred by entering summary 
judgment for Appellee on its claims for breach of contract. A genuine 
issue of fact exists as to whether Appellants’ contractual obligation 
arose. Judgment reversed; remanded. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Diondray M. Beal 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2015-CA-91; 2006-CR-1422 
Panel:   Donovan, Froelich, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not err in overruling Appellant’s motion to vacate 

his judgment of conviction.  The judgment of conviction and sentence 
was a final appealable order, and Appellant’s arguments are also 
barred by res judicata.  Affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Anthony Lamont Hansbro 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2014-CA-103; 2014-CR-0223 
Panel:   Donovan, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: Anders appeal. No potential assignments of error having arguable 

merit were found. No written waiver of jury trial is required upon a 
plea of guilty. Appellant’s post-sentencing change of heart does not 
constitute “manifest injustice” supporting withdrawal of his guilty plea 
under Crim.R. 32.1. Appellant is not entitled to a new trial because 
he entered a plea of guilty. Accordingly, Hansbro’s appeal is wholly 
frivolous, and the judgment of the trial court is affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Elizabeth N. Hatfield 
Case No.:  Greene App. No. 2015-CA-50; 2015-CR-59 
Panel:   Donovan, Fain, Hall 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: Pursuant to our responsibilities under Anders we have conducted an 

independent review of Appellant’s guilty plea and sentencing.  We 
find no arguably meritorious assignments of error.  Judgment 
affirmed. 

 
 
 
 


