
 

 

THE COURT OF APPEALS OF OHIO 
SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT 

CASE SUMMARIES 
September 9, 2016 

 
 
These case summaries are issued for the convenience of the public, the bench, and 
the bar. They are a brief statement of the court’s holdings and are not to be 
considered headnotes or syllabi. Copies of opinion are available from the particular 
county's clerk of courts. The full text of each opinion will be available on the  
Ohio Supreme Court’s Website at www.sc.ohio.gov/ROD/docs/default.asp  
 

 
 
DECISION AND ENTRY RENDERED AUGUST 30, 2016: 
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Dashawn Williamson  
Case No.:  Montgomery App. No. 27147; 2015 CR 02941 
Panel:   Froelich, Hall  
Author:  Per Curiam 
Summary:  Notice of appeal filed after oral pronouncement of defendant’s 

sentence, but before filing of final order was “premature” as defined 
in App.R. 4(C) and is treated as filed immediately after the final order.  
A premature notice of appeal does not divest the trial court of 
jurisdiction to enter the final order.  Motion to dismiss appeal 
overruled. 

 
OPINIONS RENDERED SEPTEMBER 9, 2016: 
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Alex Norris 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2015-CA-22; 2014-CR-316 
Panel:   Donovan, Froelich, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not err in failing to suppress evidence discovered 

during the execution of a search warrant for Appellant’s residence.  
Even if the search warrant was based, in part, on evidence of heroin 
that was not lawfully discovered in plain view as alleged in the 
warrant’s supporting affidavit, upon excising any reference to the 
heroin, the information in the affidavit still provided a substantial 
basis for the trial court to conclude that probable cause existed to 
search Appellant’s residence for evidence of drugs and drug 
trafficking.  In addition, the trial court did not abuse its discretion in 
admitting text messages into evidence at trial, as the text messages 
were properly authenticated and not hearsay.  Affirmed. 
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Daniel Honaker 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26877; 2013-CR-1649 
Panel:   Froelich, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not abuse its discretion in disapproving a 

recommended change in the conditions of Appellant’s commitment 
with Summit Behavioral Healthcare to off-grounds supervised 
movement.  Affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. David M. Thacker 
Case No:  Greene App. No. 2015-CA-75; T.C. Case No. 2015-CR-75 
Panel:   Donovan, Fain, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court properly complied with the pertinent statutory factors 

governing sentencing, and we cannot find that the record clearly and 
convincingly fails to support the trial court’s decision.  Affirmed. 

  
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Dwayne Jones  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26819; T.C. No. 2014-CR-1402 
Panel:    Donovan, Fain, Welbaum  
Author:   Mike Fain  
Summary:  The State presented a credible, race-neutral explanation of its 

peremptory challenge to a prospective juror.  The trial court did not 
err in overruling the defendant’s Batson objection.  Felonious Assault 
conviction is not against the manifest weight of the evidence.  
Affirmed.     

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Phillip J. Runyon 
Case No.:  Greene App. No. 2015-CA-63; 15CR102 
Panel:   Fain, Froelich, Hall 
Author:  Jeffrey E. Froelich   
Summary: The trial court did not err in denying Appellant’s motion to suppress. 

The totality of the circumstances supports probable cause to believe 
there was an active production of methamphetamines occurring in 
the trunk of the 2003 grey Ford.  Additionally, the investigating officer 
had professional knowledge of the dangers associated with active 
methamphetamine production, which supported the exigent 
circumstance exception to the warrant requirement.  A subsequent 
search warrant based partially on the evidence found in the vehicle 
was properly upheld.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Cameron Von Ward 
Case No:  Champaign App. No. 2015-CA-42; T.C. Nos. 12-CR-316 & 13-CR-

125  
Panel:    Fain, Froelich, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
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Summary:  There is not clear and convincing evidence that the record does not 
support the trial court’s sentencing for individual offenses or the 
consecutive sentencing findings under relevant statutes and the 
sentence is not otherwise contrary to law. Judgment affirmed.  

    
 


