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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Angelo M. Craver 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28748; T.C. Case No. 2019-CR-1611 
Panel:   Donovan, Froelich, Welbaum         
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: Appellant’s conviction for failure to comply with the order or signal of 

a police officer was supported by sufficient evidence and was not 
against the manifest weight of the evidence. Counsel did not provide 
ineffective assistance by failing to file a motion to suppress with 
respect to the initial attempted stop of the vehicle appellant was 
driving or a detective’s identification of him as the driver of the vehicle 
that eluded the police.  Judgment affirmed.  

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. D’Avaughntae Da’Quan Tanner 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2020-CA-9; T.C. Case No. 2019-CR-117 
Panel:   Donovan, Froelich, Hall       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The record does not clearly and convincingly fail to support 

appellant’s 12-month sentence for a felony of the fifth degree.  
Appellant was previously sentenced to prison and committed 
obstructing official business while on post-release control.  In the 
absence of any objection or documentary evidence, the equal 
protection argument that appellant, who allegedly identifies as 
female, was improperly assigned to a male prison facility, is not 
properly preserved for appellate review; moreover, the record 
reflects that appellant was identified as male in the presentence 
investigation report and the attached police report.  Judgment 
affirmed.   
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Mychael Julian Jenkins   
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28595; T.C. Case No. 2018-CR-4403  
Panel:    Tucker, Froelich, Hall 
Author:   Jeffrey E. Froelich 
Summary:  Any error in the trial court’s denial of appellant’s motion to compel 

the production of information pursuant to Brady v. Maryland, 373 
U.S. 83, 83 S.Ct. 1194, 10 L.Ed.2d 215 (1963) was harmless.  
Nothing in the record indicates that information from the alleged 
victims’ cell phones was material to the offense of having weapons 
while under disability, the only offense of which appellant was 
convicted.  The trial court’s imposition of a maximum 36-month 
sentence was not clearly and convincingly unsupported by the 
record.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Cory M. Rowe 
Case No:  Darke App. No. 2019-CA-17; T.C. Case No. 2012-CR-243 
Panel:    Donovan, Froelich, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  After conducting an independent review of the record as required by 

Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738, 87 S.Ct. 1396, 18 L.Ed.2d 493 
(1967), this court finds the appeal is frivolous and there are no issues 
with arguable merit for appeal. Appellant is correctly serving the 
remainder of his Ohio sentence after receiving credit for the time 
spent in concurrent federal custody.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  ITMO: The Transfer of Structured Settlement of P. Anderson 
Case No:  Champaign App. No. 2020-CA-15; T.C. Case No. 2020-MI-10 
Panel:    Tucker, Froelich, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The probate court erred by dismissing appellant’s application for 

approval in advance of transfer of structured settlement payment 
rights based solely on a blanket policy in a local rule. The probate 
court failed to exercise its discretion by failing to consider the facts 
and circumstances of this case. Judgment reversed and remanded. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Antoyne Lovell Brandon  
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2019-CA-53; T.C. Case No. 2016-CR-332 
Panel:   Froelich, Hall, Welbaum     
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: Anders appeal. The trial court denied appellant’s motion to vacate 

sentence, wherein appellant alleged his sentence was void due to a 
typographical error in the judgment entry of conviction.  Contrary to 
appellant’s claim otherwise, the trial court properly corrected the 
typographical error via a nunc pro tunc entry.  This court is without 
jurisdiction to address the other potential assignments of error raised 
in appellant’s brief because they concern issues that are outside the 
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scope of this appeal.  After conducting an independent review of the 
record as required by Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738, 87 S.Ct. 
1396, 18 L.Ed.2d 493 (1967), this court finds no issues with arguable 
merit for appeal.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  Juda Moyer v. Abbey Credit Union, Inc.   
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28759; T.C. Case No. 2019-MSC-127 
Panel:   Donovan, Froelich, Welbaum     
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: Appellant mistakenly gave appellee a cashier’s check to which 

appellee was not legally entitled. Nonetheless, appellant was not 
justified in later exercising a right of setoff or self-help by debiting 
appellee’s bank account, into which the funds had been deposited.  
However, appellee failed to present any evidence concerning her 
detrimental reliance on appellant’s mistake or any damages that 
ensued.  Therefore, the trial court erred in granting judgment on the 
pleadings with respect to appellee’s damages.  Judgment affirmed in 
part, reversed in part, and remanded for further proceedings relating 
to damages. (Froelich, J., concurring.) 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Deonte Dwayne Snowden  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28608; T.C. Case No. 2016-CR-1809 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Welbaum     
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The issues presented are wholly frivolous under Anders v. California, 

386 U.S. 738, 87 S.Ct. 1396, 18 L.Ed.2d 493 (1967).  Judgment 
affirmed. 

 
 
 
 
 
     
 
 


