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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Ashley R. Williams   
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 27696; T.C. No. 16-CRB-6047 
Panel:   Welbaum, Froelich, Tucker       
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: Defendant-appellant, following a bench trial, was found guilty of 

disorderly conduct, resisting arrest, and obstructing official business.  
The trial court’s verdicts were supported by sufficient evidence and 
they were not against the manifest weight of the evidence.  Judgment 
affirmed.     

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Christopher Hatcher   
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2017-CA-88; T.C. Nos. 15-CR-426, 17-CR-204 
Panel:   Donovan, Hall Tucker       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: Appellant’s appeal, in which counsel filed a brief pursuant to Anders 

v. California, is wholly frivolous. Appellant was not denied due 
process when his community control sanctions were revoked.  His 
12-month sentence for violating community control sanctions and his 
18-month sentence for possession of cocaine were not contrary to 
law.  The court made the requisite findings to support the imposition 
of consecutive sentences.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Angela R. Carson 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 27566; T.C. No. 16-CRB-3935 
Panel:   Donovan, Froelich, Hall   
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The trial court did not err when it allowed the State’s witnesses to 

render opinion testimony regarding the similarity between the 
damage done by appellant to two trucks when she scratched the 
vehicles with a key.  However, the trial court’s decision to allow a 
State’s witness to testify to the ultimate fact that he believed the 
appellant keyed both vehicles was error.  Nevertheless, in light of the 
entirety of the evidence adduced of appellant’s guilt, the error was 
harmless.  The trial court did not err when it overruled appellant’s 
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Crim.R. 29 motion for acquittal.  The evidence adduced at trial was 
sufficient to support appellant’s convictions for two counts of criminal 
damaging, and her convictions were not against the manifest weight 
of the evidence.  The record establishes that appellant’s right to 
speedy trial was not violated.  The appellant failed to establish that 
the trial court erred, plainly or otherwise, when it amended the 
complaint to include the names of the victims of the two counts of 
criminal damaging.  Judgment affirmed.  

 
Case Name:  Tax Ease Ohio LLC v. Rick Wells, et al.  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 27920; T.C. No. 16-CV-3207  
Panel:    Welbaum, Froelich, Tucker 
Author:   Jeffrey E. Froelich 
Summary: Trial court’s judgment entry in a tax certificate foreclosure case was 

not a final appealable order.  Appeal dismissed. 
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Eric M. Johnson 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 27809; T.C. No. 17-CRB-3550  
Panel:    Welbaum, Donovan, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The trial court did not prevent the appellant from subpoenaing any 

witnesses. Therefore, it did not deprive him of his Sixth Amendment 
right to compulsory process. The appellant’s no-contest plea waived 
his ability on appeal to challenge the trial court’s ruling on a motion 
in limine. Although the appellant entered his no-contest plea under 
the mistaken belief that it preserved his ability to challenge the ruling 
on the motion in limine, we are unable to exercise our discretion to 
notice plain error because the trial court’s ruling undoubtedly was 
correct, the result would be the same if an appeal of the liminal ruling 
itself had proceeded, and therefore there is no plain error to notice. 
Judgment affirmed. (Donovan, J., dissenting.) 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Gary L. Thomas 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 27362; T.C. No. 16-CR-718 
Panel:   Welbaum, Donovan, Hall    
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: Appellant’s conviction for two counts of rape of a person under the 

age of 13 and four counts of gross sexual imposition of a person 
under that age of 13 was not against the manifest weight of the 
evidence.  In addition, the trial court did not abuse its discretion in 
permitting the victim to testify regarding other wrongful acts of the 
Appellant, including: (1) the Appellant showing the victim material on 
his computer that a reasonable juror could infer was child 
pornography; and (2) three incidents of sexual abuse that were not 
alleged in the indictment.  Finally, this court finds no plain error with 
regard to the prosecutor classifying the material on Appellant’s 
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computer as child pornography during its closing argument, as such 
an inference was reasonable and it did not affect the outcome of 
Appellant’s trial.  Judgment affirmed. (Donovan, J., concurring.) 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Julio C. Chavez 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 27840; T.C. No. 17-CR-1734/2 
Panel:   Welbaum, Donovan, Tucker     
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not err in overruling Appellant’s motion to suppress 

the drug evidence discovered in his motel room.  The entry and 
search of the motel room by law enforcement officers was lawful 
given that the officers had an arrest warrant and a reasonable belief 
that the subject of the arrest warrant was a registered tenant present 
inside the motel room.  Judgment affirmed. (Donovan, J., dissenting.) 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Sonya M. Fickert 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2018-CA-15; T.C. No. 17-TRC-8720 
Panel:    Welbaum, Froelich, Tucker 
Author:   Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary:  The trial court erred in granting Appellant’s motion to suppress 

evidence obtained during a traffic stop.  Specifically, the trial court 
incorrectly concluded that the traffic stop was unlawful where the 
court did not discredit the investigating officer’s testimony and the 
officer’s testimony was sufficient to establish a reasonable, 
articulable suspicion that Appellant committed a traffic violation. 
Judgment reversed and remanded for further proceedings.  
(Froelich, J., dissenting.)   

 
Case Name: Dayton City School District Board of Education v. Dayton Education 

Association, et al.    
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 27793; T.C. No. 17-CV-2292 
Panel:   Welbaum, Hall, Tucker     
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not err in concluding that an arbitration award had 

a rational connection to the parties’ collective bargaining agreement 
and was not arbitrary, capricious, or unlawful.  Judgment affirmed.  
(Tucker, J., concurring.) (Hall, J., dissenting.)    

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


