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Case Name: State of Ohio v. Billy K. Adams
Case No.: Greene App. No. 2013 CA 61 and 2013 CA 62
Panel: Froelich, Donovan, Hall
Author: Jeffrey E. Froelich
Summary: Defendant’s convictions for multiple counts of rape and gross sexual

imposition involving multiple children over several years were based
on sufficient evidence and were not against the manifest weight of the
evidence.  Defendant did not establish that he was prejudiced by the
broad time frames in the indictments and the bills of particulars.
Certain sentences must be vacated due to the trial court’s sentencing
on the wrong offenses, and the matter must be remanded for
resentencing on those counts.  In all other respects, the trial court’s
judgment is affirmed. 

Case Name: State of Ohio v. Christopher Ogletree
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2014-CA-16
Panel:  Donovan, Hall, Welbaum
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum
Summary: The trial court was not required to issue findings of fact and

conclusions of law on Appellant’s post-sentence motion to withdraw
guilty plea and thus, did not err in failing to take such action.
Additionally, the trial court did not err in overruling Appellant’s motion
to withdraw guilty plea or in failing to hold a hearing on the motion,
because the defendant failed to demonstrate a manifest injustice
warranting the withdrawal of his plea.  Lastly, the sentence-related
errors raised by Appellant are beyond the scope of this appeal and
barred by the doctrine of res judicata.  Affirmed.

Case Name: State of Ohio v. Ian J. Dolphin
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 25695
Panel:  Donovan, Hall, Welbaum
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum
Summary: The trial court did not err in overruling Appellant’s motion to suppress.

While the release of Appellant’s fingerprint records may have violated
R.C. 2953.53(D), which prohibits release of sealed records, the
fingerprint records fall within an exemption from suppression
contained in R.C. 2953.56(B).  The trial court also did not abuse its
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discretion in awarding restitution.  Although there was no
documentation pertaining to the victim’s original purchase of jewelry
that was alleged to have been stolen, the trial court found the victim’s
testimony credible, and the trial court is in the best position to assess
credibility.  In addition, both the victim and her jeweler indicated that
she had purchased the jewelry from the jeweler.  Affirmed.

Case Name: State of Ohio v. Bonnie Bittner
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2013-CA-116
Panel:  Donovan, Hall, Welbaum
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum
Summary: The trial court did not err in imposing consecutive prison sentences,

because the court made all the required findings under R.C.
2929.14(C)(4) and the findings are not clearly and convincingly
unsupported by the record.  In addition, Appellant’s sentence is not
otherwise contrary to law.  Affirmed.  (Donovan, J., concurring).


