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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. David L. Stokes 
Case No.:  Greene App. No. 2016-CA-4; CRB1501268 
Panel:   Donovan, Fain, Hall 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: Appellant did not receive ineffective assistance when his trial counsel 

failed to move for an acquittal pursuant to Crim.R. 29 at the close of 
the State’s case as well as the conclusion of the defense’s case.  The 
trial court did not err when it prohibited the appellant from attempting 
to impeach the testimony of the victim with a prior conviction for 
misdemeanor assault pursuant to Evid. R. 609.  Appellant’s 
conviction was not against the manifest weight of the evidence.  
Judgment affirmed.  

 
Case Name:  William S. Johnson, et al. v. Clark County Board of Revision, et al. 
Case No.:  Clark App. No. 2016-CA-13; 2015-1390 
Panel:   Donovan, Froelich, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey E. Froelich   
Summary: Appellant could have addressed any error by the Board of Revision 

in failing to allow expert testimony at its hearing by calling the expert 
witnesses to testify before the Board of Tax Appeals; by failing to 
avail himself of this remedy, Appellant waived the alleged error.  
Appellant’s due process rights were not violated by any time 
limitations with respect to the Board of Revision or BTA hearing, as 
he was not prevented from fully presenting his positions.  The BTA’s 
determination of the value of Appellant’s commercial farm was not 
affirmatively shown to be unreasonable or unlawful.  Issues related 
to the valuation of the farm in a prior tax year, which had also been 
subject to litigation, were not properly raised in this appeal.  
Judgment affirmed. 
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Case Name:  Martha J.W. Kidd Individual, et al. v. Susan J.W. Alfano Individual,  
   et al. 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26598; T. Ct. No. 13-CV-1255 
Panel:    Fain, Froelich, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The trial court did not abuse its discretion in determining trustees’  

partial advancement of inheritance to a seriously ill contingent 
beneficiary was not a “serious breach of trust” and did not require  
removal of trustees. The trial court did not err in determining that a 
settlement of inter-family guardianship litigation in Georgia did not 
preclude the Ohio trust from paying attorney fees for the trustees and 
other contingent beneficiaries for multiple litigations initiated by a 
sibling contingent beneficiary. Affirmed.  (Fain, J., concurring). 

  
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Craig Thompson  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26954; T.C. No. 13-CR-377/2 
Panel:    Fain, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The evidence is sufficient to support Appellant’s conviction for 

complicity to commit burglary. And the manifest weight of the 
evidence is not against the conviction. The trial court did not err by 
overruling Appellant’s motion to suppress. The length of the traffic 
stop was justified, and Appellant fails to show that his Miranda rights 
were violated. After this case was reassigned to a new trial judge, 
the new judge did not err by not reevaluating the overruled motion to 
suppress. The trial court did not err by admitting text messages sent 
between Appellant and a witness. Appellant fails to establish a claim 
for ineffective assistance of counsel. Lastly, Appellant fails to show 
that the trial court enhanced his sentence because he exercised his 
right to a jury trial. Judgment affirmed. 

 
 
 


