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Case Name:  In re Z.D.Y. 
Case No:  Greene App. No. 2022-CA-37; T.C. Case No. 2020-C-00038-0D 
Panel:   Donovan, Welbaum, Epley     
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The juvenile court did not abuse its discretion by awarding 

permanent custody of appellant’s minor child to appellee, a children 
services agency.  The court’s decision was supported by competent, 
credible evidence.  Judgment affirmed.   

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Deonte Dwayne Snowden 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29355; T.C. Case No. 2016-CR-1809 
Panel:   Donovan, Welbaum, Epley    
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court’s order overruling appellant’s petition for 

postconviction relief and motion for leave to file a motion for new trial 
was not an abuse of discretion; the petition was untimely, and 
appellant failed to establish that he had been unavoidably prevented 
from discovering the information on which his petition and motion 
were based. Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Michael D. Taylor 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29410; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-03225 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Lewis     
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: The trial court correctly declined to award jail-time credit for a period 

where appellant was serving a misdemeanor sentence for a separate 
offense. The trial court did not unreasonably delay appellant’s 
sentencing in violation of Crim.R. 32(A). The trial court reasonably 
continued sentencing in one case to facilitate the resolution of two 
cases together. The trial court erred in imposing two to five years of 
post-release control where appellant was subject to only 18 months 
to three years of post-release control. Judgment affirmed in part, 
reversed in part, and remanded.   
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Case Name: [R.Y.D.] (on behalf of M.M.) v. [M.M. – Father] 
Case No:  Miami App. No. 2022-CA-14; T.C. Case No. 2021-DV-233 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Welbaum       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The trial court did not abuse its discretion in prohibiting a child’s 

counselor from opining on the child’s credibility in making sexual 
abuse allegations.  The trial court did abuse its discretion in denying 
Mother’s petition for a domestic violence civil protection order on 
behalf of her daughter and against Father, after the trial court 
specifically found that the child’s testimony that Father had molested 
her was credible and that Father’s testimony was not credible.  
Judgment reversed and remanded.    

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Douglas Greene, Jr.  
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2021-CA-65; T.C. Case No. 2020-CR-681B 
Panel:    Tucker, Donovan, Epley 
Author:   Christopher B. Epley 
Summary:  Conceded error.  The trial court’s imposition of a non-life indefinite 

prison term under the Reagan Tokes Act was contrary to law when 
the court failed to provide the notifications set forth in R.C. 
2929.19(B)(2)(c) at the sentencing hearing.  Judgment reversed and 
remanded.  

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Edward Rimi 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29414; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-3398 
Panel:    Tucker, Donovan, Lewis 
Author:   Ronald C. Lewis 
Summary:  The jury’s guilty verdict on a domestic violence charge was 

supported by sufficient evidence and was not against the manifest 
weight of the evidence; appellant admitted that he had thrown an 
object at the victim that hit her and caused her to bleed, and the 
victim testified that appellant had also punched and kicked her.  The 
jury’s finding that appellant had a prior domestic violence conviction 
was also supported by the evidence where the State presented a 
certified copy of the prior conviction.  Judgment affirmed. 
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Shawn A. Hanners 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29375; T.C. Case No. 2020-CRB-3626 
Panel:    Tucker, Epley, Lewis 
Author:   Ronald C. Lewis 
Summary:  Appellant was not required to consent to having the magistrate 

preside over his criminal jury trial, because she proceeded in her 
capacity as an acting judge, not as a magistrate.  The trial court did 
not abuse its discretion in denying appellant’s motion for an acquittal 
based on an improper statement by the prosecutor during closing 
argument.  Any potential prejudice was removed as a result of the 
trial court’s actions in response to the error.  Lastly, although 
disorderly conduct under R.C. 2917.11(A)(1) is a lesser included 
offense of menacing, the trial court did not err in refusing to give a 
jury instruction for the lesser included offense based on the facts 
presented at trial.  Judgment affirmed.  

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Victor Santana 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29348; T.C. Case No. 2019-CR-3574 
Panel:    Tucker, Epley, Lewis 
Author:   Ronald C. Lewis 
Summary:  The trial court did not abuse its discretion in excluding evidence of 

past trespasses on appellant’s property where the evidence was 
remote in time and did not involve the trespassers involved in the 
current case.  Even if the trial court had allowed this evidence to be 
presented to the jury, no reasonable jury could have found that 
appellant acted in self-defense where he was the first aggressor.  
The trial court did not abuse its discretion in allowing the State to play 
recordings of appellant’s interviews with the police where appellant 
failed to establish unfair prejudice. Appellant’s convictions for murder 
and felonious assault were supported by the evidence and were not 
against the manifest weight of the evidence.  Judgment affirmed. 

 


