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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Tyler Curley 
Case No.: Montgomery App. No. 27104; T.C. Nos. 15CRB1938 and 

15TRC7526A-C 
Panel:   Donovan, Froelich, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey E. Froelich   
Summary: Trial court’s decision to overrule Defendant’s motion to suppress 

evidence was supported by competent, credible evidence. The traffic 
stop was based on inadequate illumination of Defendant’s rear 
license plate.  Defendant presented pictures of his vehicle  ̶  at a 
different time and place from his traffic stop – in which his license 
plate was visible, but the trial court reasonably concluded that this 
evidence did not directly contradict the police officer’s testimony that, 
on the night in question, the license plate was not illuminated.  
Judgment affirmed.  

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Justan B. Cantrell 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26975; T.C. No. 2015-CR-1567 
Panel:    Donovan, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The appellant’s aggravated-burglary conviction is based on legally 

sufficient evidence and is not against the manifest weight of the 
evidence. The record contains testimony to support a finding that the 
appellant entered the victim’s apartment by “force” by opening an 
unlocked but closed screen door and proceeding inside. Judgment 
affirmed.  

    
Case Name:  In re: A.S.  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 27156; T.C. No. 2011-681 
Panel:    Donovan, Fain, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 

http://www.sc.ohio.gov/ROD/docs/default.asp
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Summary:  The trial court did not abuse its discretion in finding a “change in 
circumstances” sufficient to warrant changing legal custody of a 
minor child from the child’s maternal grandmother to the child’s 
father. Based on the father’s testimony, the trial court reasonably 
could have concluded that the child was having a negative reaction 
to being shuffled between two homes while attending all-day 
kindergarten five days a week. The record supports a finding that this 
situation was having a detrimental effect on the child’s welfare and 
that the ramifications of the situation constituted a change in the 
child’s circumstances sufficient to warrant a change in legal custody. 
Judgment affirmed.  

 
Case Name:  Vondelere B. White v. Curtis White 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 27011; T.C. Case No. 1979-DR-969 
Panel:   Donovan, Froelich, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The domestic relations court did not abuse its discretion in awarding 

Appellant $350 in attorney fees and costs for Appellee engaging in 
frivolous conduct.  Affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  Natalee Mossing-Landers v. Michael D. Landers 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 27031; T.C. Case No. 14LS3 
Panel:   Fain, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not err in connection with the issue of whether 

Appellant’s veteran’s disability benefits should be included in his 
income for purposes of calculating child support.  Appellant failed to 
present evidence that these benefits fit the statutory exclusion in R.C. 
3119.01(C)(7)(b). However, the trial court never ruled on the issue 
because the court concluded that no substantial change in 
circumstances had occurred in connection with Appellant’s income. 
The court did not abuse its discretion in this regard. However, the 
court did abuse its discretion by including $9,020 in childcare 
expenses in the child support worksheet, because the evidence at 
the modification hearing failed to support that amount.  Affirmed in 
part, reversed in part, and remanded for further proceedings.  (Hall, 
J., concurring in part and dissenting in part.) 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Phillip H. Lawrence  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 27014; T.C. No. 2001-CR-459 
Panel:    Fain, Froelich, Hall  
Author:   Mike Fain  
Summary:  Defendant moved to set aside his conviction based upon alleged 

defects in verdict forms.  The trial court overruled the motion, 
correctly concluding that res judicata applied.  Affirmed. 
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. James A. Ward 
Case No.:  Montgomery App. No. 26916; 15CR56 
Panel:   Donovan, Fain, Hall 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The trial court did not err in overruling Ward’s motion for acquittal, 

and his convictions for intimidation of a crime victim/attorney (by 
threat) and retaliation against a public servant/attorney are not 
against the manifest weight of the evidence.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
 


