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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Jamar Crossley 
Case No.:  Clark App. No. 2015-CA-60; 14-CR-427 
Panel:   Donovan, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The State adduced sufficient evidence at trial to support appellant’s 

conviction for carrying a concealed weapon, in violation of R.C. 
2923.12(A).  A combination of direct and circumstantial evidence 
was adduced by the State which established that appellant 
concealed the handgun on or about his person.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Edward L. Turner 
Case No.:  Montgomery App. No. 26801; 14-CR-2504 
Panel:   Donovan, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: Trial court did not err when it denied appellant’s motion to withdraw 

his guilty pleas pursuant to Crim.R. 32.1. The appellant was not 
entitled to a hearing on his motion where his allegations, even if true, 
would not entitle him to relief. The appellant’s sentencing-related 
arguments had nothing to do with whether he entered his guilty pleas 
knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily. Therefore, he failed to 
demonstrate a manifest injustice warranting withdrawal of the pleas.  
Judgment affirmed.  

 
Case Name:  Heather Dalzell, et al. v. Rudy Mosketti, LLC, et al. 
Case No.:  Clark App. No. 2015-CA-93; 15-CV-6 
Panel:   Donovan, Froelich, Hall 
Author:  Jeffrey E. Froelich   
Summary: The trial court did not err in granting summary judgment to 

defendant-restaurant on plaintiff-customer’s claim for personal 
injuries, where no evidence was presented that the restaurant knew, 
prior to the incident, of a defect or danger in the picnic table bench 
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from which the customer fell, such that it had a duty to warn or protect 
her from that risk.  Discrepancies in the factual accounts surrounding 
the incident had no bearing on the restaurant’s prior knowledge of a 
danger and its duty to the customer, and therefore did not establish 
a genuine issue of material fact. Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Jason D. Connors  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26721; 14-CR-30 
Panel:    Donovan, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The appellant cannot challenge his aggregate 25-year prison 

sentence, which the trial court imposed pursuant to a negotiated plea 
agreement authorizing an aggregate sentence of 19 to 25 years. 
R.C. 2953.08(D)(1) does not permit a sentencing appeal if the 
sentence was jointly recommended by the prosecution and the 
defendant and other requirements were met. A sentence within an 
agreed-upon range is a jointly-recommended sentence under R.C. 
2953.08(D)(1). Even if the appellant could challenge his aggregate 
25-year sentence, it is not clearly and convincingly unsupported by 
the record. Judgment affirmed.  

    
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Nicole L. Sherrer 
Case No:  Greene App. No. 2015-CA-40; 14-CR-565 
Panel:   Fain, Froelich, Welbaum 
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: Appellant’s constitutional right to a speedy trial was not violated, as 

Appellant waived that right when she signed and filed a written time 
waiver after her indictment.  Additionally, Appellant’s right to due 
process was not violated by pre-indictment delay because Appellant 
failed to demonstrate that the delay resulted in substantial and actual 
prejudice.  Furthermore, the trial court did not err in failing to impose 
the prison sentence recommended by the State and did not 
improperly apply R.C. 2929.12 when sentencing Appellant.  
Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  John R. Tarver v. IRS Department  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26741; 15-CV-1683 
Panel:    Fain, Donovan, Froelich 
Author:   Mike Fain  
Summary: The trial court erred when it dismissed this cause of action, sua 

sponte, for lack of subject-matter jurisdiction without first giving the 
plaintiff notice of its intention to dismiss and an opportunity to be 
heard.  Reversed and Remanded.    

 
 


