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Case Name:  In Re: L.G. 
Case No.:  Montgomery App. No. 27296; T.C. No. JC-2015-6610 
Panel:   Hall, Donovan, Froelich 
Author:  Jeffrey E. Froelich   
Summary: The juvenile court did not err by suppressing statements made by a 

seventh-grade student during questioning by the school district’s 
Executive Director of Safety and Security, in the presence of police 
officers, following a bomb threat.  For Miranda purposes, the minor 
was in custody and subject to questioning by an agent of law 
enforcement.  Judgment affirmed.  (Hall, P.J., dissenting.) 

 
Case Name:  In Re:  L.S. 
Case No.:  Montgomery App. Nos. 27460; 27461; T.C. No. 13-6007 
Panel:   Hall, Froelich, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey E. Froelich   
Summary: The trial court’s conclusion that child’s best interest was served by 

granting permanent custody to Children Services was supported by 
clear and convincing evidence. Trial court was not required to 
conclude that award of permanent custody to Children Services was 
the only option available to it.  Court reasonably concluded that 
granting custody to Children Services, with a strong likelihood that 
child would be adopted by his long-term foster family, served child’s 
best interest more than placement with a relative whose relationship 
with the child began only a few months before the hearing.  Judgment 
affirmed.   

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Charles E. Stewart 
Case No.:  Miami App. No. 2016-CA-13; T.C. No. 10-CR-377 
Panel:   Froelich, Welbaum, Tucker 
Author:  Jeffrey E. Froelich   
Summary: The trial court did not err in concluding that a defendant who is found 

not guilty by reason of insanity is not entitled to jail-time credit for a 
period of confinement in lieu of bail while awaiting trial. State v. 
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Tuomala, 104 Ohio St.3d 93, 2004-Ohio-6239, 818 N.E.2d 272, 
followed.  Judgment affirmed. (Tucker, J., concurring).  (Welbaum, 
J., concurring). 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. William D. Schlemmer 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2016-CA-39; T.C. No. 14-CR-595 
Panel:    Hall, Donovan, Froelich 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  Anders appeal. No non-frivolous issues for appellate review. 

Appellant pled guilty to two counts. The trial court made the 
statutory findings needed to impose consecutive sentences, and 
the record contains evidence to support them. The trial court 
conducted a proper Crim.R. 11 plea colloquy, obtained a valid 
waiver of the appellant’s rights, explained the potential 
consequences of violating post-release control, and imposed a 
lawful sentence within the statutory range. Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Marshall Wehner 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 27217; T.C. No. 16-CR-00133  
Panel:    Hall, Froelich, Welbaum 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary: The trial court did not err in refusing to suppress a heroin capsule 

found in the appellant’s sweatshirt pocket. The record reflects that a 
police officer engaged in a consensual encounter with the 
appellant, who voluntarily consented to a search of the pocket and 
did not unambiguously revoke that consent. Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  Eric R. Crow, et al. v. Margaret Baldino 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2016-CA-56; T.C. Case No. 15-CVF-2981 
Panel:   Hall, Donovan, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not abuse its discretion in overruling a motion to 

intervene filed by the son of a defendant-lessee in the underlying 
lessor-lessee action.  Intervenor-appellant failed to satisfy either 
Civ.R. 24(A) or (B) and failed to comply with Civ.R. 24(C).  Affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Tevin M. Tevis 
Case No:  Miami App. No. 2016-CA-14; T.C. Case No. 16-CR-202 
Panel:   Hall, Froelich, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: Appellant’s ineffective assistance of counsel claim lacks merit 

because Appellant failed to demonstrate that his trial counsel’s 
performance in negotiating his no contest plea to possession of 
cocaine was deficient and prejudicial.  Affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  Matthew T. Helms v. Geneva L. Helms (nka Brinkman) 
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Case No:  Champaign App. No. 2016-CA-27; T.C. No. 10-DR-180 
Panel:   Donovan, Froelich, Tucker 
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: The issue before the trial court was whether to modify the parenting 

time allocation regarding the parties’ minor son, with Defendant-
appellant requesting that Plaintiff-appellee’s parenting time be 
further restricted and Plaintiff-appellee requesting expanded 
parenting time.  The trial court, based upon the testimony, the child’s 
age, and the remaining R.C. 3109.051(D) parenting time factors, did 
not abuse its discretion in determining that it was in the child’s best 
interest to grant Plaintiff-appellee unsupervised parenting time in 
accordance with the Champaign County Family Court Standard 
Order of Parenting Time.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Ronald E. Ragland, II 
Case No.:  Champaign App. No. 2015-CA-36; T.C. No. 14-CR-287 
Panel:   Donovan, Welbaum, Tucker 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan   
Summary: The trial court erred by ordering the appellant to make monthly 

payments toward his court-appointed counsel fees and costs of 
prosecution.  Compelling reimbursement for such fees cannot be 
within the appellant’s criminal case except as a special condition of 
community control.  If the government desires to obtain the 
reimbursement to which the trial court’s findings entitle it, it must 
pursue collection by separate civil execution proceedings.  The trial 
court’s judgment is modified by vacating its reference to “costs” “and 
court appointed legal fees” in the “financial obligation payment 
schedule.”  Judgment affirmed as modified. 

 
Case Name:  Tax Ease Ohio, LLC v. Robert G. Blankenship  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 27168; T.C. No. 15-CV-2946 
Panel:    Donovan, Froelich, Brogan (VJ) 
Author:   James A. Brogan  
Summary:  Appellants’ claim that there was error in the mediation process 

should have been raised in an appeal from the judgment of 
foreclosure.  Regardless, the appellee, Tax Ease, demonstrated its 
entitlement to foreclosure on its complaint for foreclosure and 
appellants did not raise any legal challenge to the judgment of 
forfeiture, the judgment on appeal.  Judgment affirmed.  (Froelich, J., 
concurring). 

 
 
 
 
 


