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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Andre L. McMahon 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2014-CA-98 
Panel:   Donovan, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: An independent review of the record, including a thorough review of 

the docket, the various filings, the written transcript of the plea 
colloquy, and the sentencing disposition, indicates no non-frivolous 
issues for review.  Affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Mattie Thompson 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26380 
Panel:   Donovan, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court improperly used a nunc pro tunc order to impose a 

restitution sanction on Appellant that was not imposed at sentencing.  
Reversed and remanded for further proceedings. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Dawon H. Graham 
Case No.:  Montgomery App. No. 26468 
Panel:   Fain, Donovan, Welbaum 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: State concedes error, pursuant to the law of the case doctrine, since 

the trial court altered an award of restitution upon a remand which 
was limited to the issue of the imposition of consecutive sentences.  
Judgment reversed and remanded. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Ronni McCarty 
Case No.:  Clark App. No. 2014-CA-70 
Panel:   Fain, Donovan, Welbaum 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: McCarty pled guilty to receiving stolen property, and she challenges 
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her six-month sentence, which she has already served.  McCarty’s 
appeal is moot and accordingly is dismissed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Danny Storck 
Case No.:  Clark App. No. 2014-CA-130 
Panel:   Froelich, Donovan, Welbaum 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The record in the instant case is devoid of any evidence supporting 

the defendant’s ineffective assistance claim because there are no 
facts in the record which even remotely establish that his trial 
counsel’s alleged failure to advise him of the lesser included offense 
of robbery had any effect on his decision to plead guilty to aggravated 
robbery with a deadly weapon.  Accordingly, appellant’s claim that 
he received ineffective assistance of counsel is without merit.  
Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name: In Re T.J. 
Case No.:  Champaign App. No. 2014-CA-35 
Panel:   Froelich, Fain, Hall 
Author:  Jeffrey E. Froelich 
Summary: Juvenile court did not commit plain error in ordering juvenile to pay 

restitution to two victims of his offenses.  Trial counsel did not provide 
ineffective assistance of counsel by failing to object to the juvenile 
court’s restitution order or expressly asking the court to consider 
community service in lieu of restitution.  Order of restitution modified 
to correct calculation error.  Judgment affirmed, as modified, and 
case remanded for a revised order. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Abraham Isa 
Case No.:  Champaign App. No. 2014-CA-31 
Panel:   Froelich, Donovan, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey E. Froelich 
Summary: Trial court properly denied defendant’s motion for resentencing. The 

trial court’s alleged failure to provide the notice required by R.C. 
2947.23 did not render the sentence or the imposition of court costs 
void.  Having failed to challenge the imposition of court costs on 
direct appeal, defendant’s motion was barred by res judicata.  
Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. James E. Plemons  
Case No:  Montgomery App. Nos. 26434, 26435, 26436 & 26437  
Panel:    Froelich, Fain, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The trial court did not abuse its discretion in declining to waive a 

mandatory fine on the basis of the appellant’s future ability to pay. 
The appellant cannot appeal his aggregate nine-year prison 
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sentence as it is authorized by law, not contrary to law, and within a 
sentencing range to which he explicitly agreed. The trial court was 
not required to include consecutive-sentence findings in its judgment 
entry in one of four consolidated cases where it did not make its 
sentence in that case consecutive to anything. Judgment affirmed. 

   (Froelich, P.J., concurring in part and dissenting in part).  
 
 
 


