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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Skyler Slaughter  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29305; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-2723 
Panel:    Donovan, Welbaum, Epley 
Author:   Christopher B. Epley 
Summary:  Appellant’s waiver of his right to a jury trial did not strictly comply with 

R.C. 2945.05.  The written jury waiver form was not “signed by the 
defendant” when, absent extraordinary circumstances, the form was 
signed by defense counsel for the defendant with defendant’s 
consent.  Judgment reversed and remanded. 

 
Case Name:  In re A.Z. 
Case No:  Miami App. No. 2022-CA-9; T.C. Case No. 21130259 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Welbaum     
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not err in granting Father legal and residential 

custody of the parties’ minor daughter and granting Mother the 
standard order of parenting time.  Because Mother’s objections in the 
trial court were general, we review only for plain error, and this is not 
the rare situation involving extraordinary circumstances where a 
court’s error affected the legitimacy of the judicial process.  There 
was no plain error.  Judgment affirmed.   

 
Case Name:  Latoya Coleman, et al. v. Amilia Sami  
Case No:  Montgomery App. Nos. 29502 and 29503;  

T.C. Case Nos. 2022-CV-964 and 2022-CV-999 
Panel:   Donovan, Welbaum, Epley    
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: Appellant failed to demonstrate that the trial court committed 

prejudicial error by granting two civil stalking protection orders 
against her under R.C. 2903.214.  Judgments affirmed. 
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Dayquan Beal-Ragland 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2022-CA-22; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-724 
Panel:   Tucker, Welbaum, Epley 
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: Anders appeal.  Appellate counsel filed an Anders brief concluding 

there are no meritorious issues to present on appeal. Neither the 
appellant nor his counsel raised any potential assignments of error 
having arguable merit for our review. After conducting an 
independent review of the proceedings, we agree that there are no 
issues with arguable merit for appeal. Judgment affirmed.      

 
Case Name: State of Ohio v. Dominique Cobbins 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29365; T.C. Case No. 2021-TRD-05188 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Welbaum       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: Anders 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), the court finds the appeal is frivolous 
as there are no issues with arguable merit for appeal.  Judgment 
affirmed. 

 
Case Name: State of Ohio v. Britaney N. Kirchgessner 
Case No:  Miami App. No. 2022-CA-1; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-370 
Panel:   Donovan, Welbaum, Lewis       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: Appellant’s no contest pleas to aggravated vehicular manslaughter 

and operating a vehicle while intoxicated were knowing, intelligent, 
and voluntary; the record does not support appellant’s assertion that 
she was unable to understand the proceedings due to a brain injury.  
The court considered the presentence investigation report in 
imposing sentence, which addressed her work history and 
prospects, and we infer that the trial court fulfilled its duty to consider 
appellant’s present and future ability to pay her financial sanctions. 
Appellant’s fines for her offenses were not contrary to law. Ineffective 
assistance of counsel is not demonstrated in defense counsel’s 
failure to request a hearing regarding appellant’s ability to pay her 
fines.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name: State of Ohio v. Tieya E. Price 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29344; T.C. Case No. 21-CRB-2629 
Panel:   Donovan, Welbaum, Epley       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The trial court reasonably credited the testimony of the State’s 

witnesses that appellant approached the victim’s vehicle, ignited a 
combustible item, placed it under the vehicle, and fled the scene as 
an explosion occurred.  Viewing the evidence in a light most 



2nd District Court of Appeals Case Summary, November 4, 2022 
 

favorable to the State, a rational trier of fact could have found the 
essential elements of criminal damaging proven beyond a 
reasonable doubt.  The trial court’s judgment also was not against 
the manifest weight of the evidence.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name: State of Ohio v. Brian Barker 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2022-CA-27; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-812 
Panel:   Donovan, Welbaum, Epley       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The trial court did not err in its analysis of the sentencing factors set 

forth in R.C. 2929.11 and R.C. 2929.12 when it sentenced appellant 
to a prison term of 11 months.  Thus, appellant cannot demonstrate 
that his sentence was clearly and convincingly contrary to law.  
Judgment affirmed. 

 


