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Case Name: Glen Hays v. Melissa Kaelin
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26179
Panel:  Froelich, Fain, Welbaum
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum
Summary: Appellant’s claim that the trial court erred in failing to register his

foreign custody orders and in failing to confirm the registration has no
merit, as the record indicates that the foreign custody orders were in
fact registered and confirmed by the trial court.  Affirmed.

Case Name: Samuel K. Schindler, et al. v. Ryan Cornett
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 25898
Panel:  Donovan, Hall, Welbaum
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum
Summary: The trial court did not err in refusing to set a default judgment aside.

Appellant was properly served with the complaint and the default
judgment was not void for lack of proper service.  Appellant also failed
to timely file his motion for relief from judgment.  Finally, the trial court
did not unfairly favor the Appellees and did not commit any other
errors. Affirmed.

Case Name: State of Ohio v. Carlos L. Kerby
Case No.: Clark App. No. 2013 CA 31
Panel: Donovan, Hall, Welbaum
Author: Mary E. Donovan
Summary: Trial court did not err when it denied appellant’s “motion to vacate and

correct sentences pursuant to R.C. 2941.25 and Crim. R. 52(B).”
Under the circumstances presented in the instant case, appellant’s
convictions for aggravated robbery and involuntary manslaughter
were committed with a separate animus.  Thus, the convictions are
not subject to merger pursuant to the test enunciated by the Ohio
Supreme Court in State v. Johnson, 128 Ohio St.3d 153, 2010-Ohio-
6314, 942 N.E.2d 1061.  Judgment affirmed.  

Case Name: State of Ohio v. Ronnie C. Hatton
Case No.: Montgomery App. No. 25959
Panel: Donovan, Hall, Welbaum



. . . . . . . . . . . . .  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .    Court of Appeals Case Summary, August 1,  2014               Page 2

Author: Mary E. Donovan
Summary: Trial court did not abuse its discretion in revoking appellant’s

community control.  Sufficient evidence was adduced at the
revocation hearing that appellant violated the terms of his community
control, specifically in regards to his failure to pay restitution and
failure to complete his community service obligation.  Judgment
affirmed. 

Case Name: State of Ohio v. Dana Beechler
Case No.: Clark App. No. 2014 CA 11
Panel: Donovan, Hall, Welbaum
Author: Mary E. Donovan
Summary: Res judicata bars Appellant’s arguments regarding his indictment and

verdict form (and the indictment was effective to charge Beechler with
a third degree felony OMVI, and the verdict form constitutes a finding
of guilty of a third degree felony OMVI).  Judgment affirmed.

Case Name: State of Ohio v. Antwan Johnson
Case No.: Clark App. No. 2013 CA 75
Panel: Donovan, Hall, Welbaum
Author: Mary E. Donovan
Summary: Since the trial court’s judgment entry of conviction orders that

restitution be paid through the Clark County Probation Department
without naming a recipient, and since there is no basis in the record
for the trial court’s imposition of restitution in the amount of $1,455.00,
the judgment entry of conviction is hereby modified and the restitution
order is vacated.  As modified, the judgment of the trial court is
affirmed.

Case Name: State of Ohio v. Allen T. Cressel
Case No.: Montgomery App. No. 25979
Panel: Froelich, Donovan, Hall
Author: Mary E. Donovan
Summary: The trial court did not abuse its discretion, in the course of cross-

examination, when it refused to allow the victim herein to read from her
written statement regarding a fact not of consequence to the determination
of the action, and the Appellant was not denied the opportunity to
effectively cross-examine the victim.  The trial court did not abuse its
discretion in sustaining the State’s objection to the introduction of
evidence on redirect examination that  exceeded the scope of cross-
examination.  Assuming, based upon the trial court’s representation, that
finality attached to the court’s ruling on the State’s motion in limine to
exclude evidence of the victim’s prostitution conviction, the trial court
properly excluded the evidence.  Appellant’s conviction is not against the
manifest weight of the evidence.  Judgment affirmed.
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Case Name: Larry N. Morgan v. Paul Cherry, et al.
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2013-CA-106 
Panel:  Froelich, Donovan, Hall
Author:  Michael T. Hall
Summary: The trial court did not err in denying the appellant’s motion for default

judgment on a counterclaim. Although the appellee filed his reply to the
counterclaim beyond the time provided by rule, he filed it before the
appellant moved for default judgment. Under such circumstances, the trial
court did not abuse its discretion in denying default judgment. The trial
court also did not violate the appellant’s procedural due process rights by
failing to hold a hearing on the default-judgment motion. Judgment
affirmed.

Case Name: State of Ohio v. Steven Welch 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 25921
Panel:  Donovan, Hall, Welbaum
Author:  Michael T. Hall
Summary: Appellant’s convictions for obstructing justice and tampering with evidence

resulting from burying a safe stolen by his son in his back yard are
supported by sufficient evidence and are not against the manifest weight
of the evidence. Judgment affirmed.

Case Name: William S. Johnson v. Clark County Utilities Department, et al. 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2014-CA-31
Panel:  Donovan, Hall, Welbaum
Author:  Michael T. Hall
Summary: The trial court did not err in entering judgment against the appellant on his

complaint “for recovery of illegal tax lien and damages” where he failed to
comply with the mandatory written-protest and notice-of-intent-to-sue
requirements of R.C. 2723.03.  Judgment affirmed.

Case Name: State of Ohio v. John W. Pugh 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 25223
Panel:  Donovan, Hall, Welbaum
Author:  Michael T. Hall
Summary: The trial court erred in imposing partially consecutive sentences without

making the findings required by R.C. 2929.14(C)(4). Judgment affirmed
in part, reversed in part, and cause remanded for the trial court to consider
whether consecutive sentences are appropriate and, if so, to enter the
necessary findings on the record. 


