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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Isreal Donley 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29429; T.C. Case No. 2014-CR-1142 
Panel:   Donovan, Welbaum, Lewis    
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not err by overruling appellant’s petition for post-

conviction relief where the trial court lacked jurisdiction to rule on the 
petition due to its untimeliness.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  Ray Cobia v. Samuel Goode 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29557; T.C. Case No. 2022-CV-02746 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Lewis     
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: Appellant filed a petition for a civil stalking protection order against 

appellee. Following a full hearing, the magistrate denied the petition.  
Appellant did not file objections, and the trial court adopted the 
magistrate’s decision.  Because no objections were filed, this court 
is confined to plain error review, and appellant’s failure to file a 
transcript of the full hearing precludes a finding of plain error in this 
case. Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Michael Midkiff  
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2021-CA-39; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-214 
Panel:    Tucker, Epley, Lewis 
Author:   Christopher B. Epley 
Summary: The trial court did not err when it did not instruct the jury on the 

updated “stand your ground” law, because the change in the law was 
substantive and thus could not be applied retroactively. Further, the 
trial court correctly instructed the jury on the law of self-defense. 
Finally, trial counsel was not ineffective for failing to object to the jury 
instructions, as the self-defense instructions were accurate. 
Judgment affirmed. 
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Quentin Woodson  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29394; T.C. Case No. 2021-CRB-3628 
Panel:    Tucker, Epley, Lewis 
Author:   Christopher B. Epley 
Summary: The trial court did not err in finding appellant guilty of assault and 

obstructing official business; the convictions were supported by the 
evidence and not against the manifest weight of the evidence. 
Judgment affirmed. 


