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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Antoine Jackson 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29107; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-63 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Welbaum     
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: An independent review of the record pursuant to Anders v. California, 

386 U.S. 738, 87 S.Ct. 1396, 18 L.Ed.2d 493 (1967), reveals no 
issues with arguable merit to present on appeal.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  In re S.P. 
Case No:  Champaign App. No. 2021-CA-15; T.C. Case No. 2020-JC-03 
Panel:   Tucker, Welbaum, Epley 
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: The trial court did not abuse its discretion when it granted legal 

custody of a child to the maternal great-grandparents instead of to 
the child’s father.  Also, the trial court did not abuse its discretion by 
limiting the father’s visitation to visits supervised by the great-
grandparents.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Shakilla Hutchins 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2021-CA-22; T.C. Case No. 2020-CR-693A 
Panel:   Tucker, Welbaum, Epley 
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: An independent review of the record pursuant to Anders v. California, 

386 U.S. 738, 87 S.Ct. 1396, 18 L.Ed.2d 493 (1967), reveals no 
issues with arguable merit to present on appeal.  Judgment affirmed.    

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Angelo Lee Taylor 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29170; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-492 
Panel:    Tucker, Donovan, Epley 
Author:   Christopher B. Epley 
Summary: State’s appeal.  The trial court erred in granting appellee’s motion to 

suppress.  A police officer responded to a dispatch of a disorderly 
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individual who refused to leave a fitness center when asked by staff 
members.  The officer had reasonable and articulable suspicion of 
criminal activity to warrant an investigatory detention of appellee, 
who was leaving the fitness center and matched the provided 
description.  Officers lawfully asked appellee for his identifying 
information during the Terry stop.  Upon running his information, 
officers lawfully arrested appellee on an outstanding warrant, 
permitting a search incident to the arrest.  The loaded weapon and 
magazines were lawfully found during that search.  Judgment 
reversed and remanded.  (Donovan, J., concurring.) 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Michael D. McCain, Sr. 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29092; T.C. Case No. 2004-CR-1865 
Panel:    Tucker, Welbaum, Epley 
Author:   Christopher B. Epley 
Summary: The trial court did not abuse its discretion by overruling appellant’s 

post-conviction relief petition because it was untimely and barred by 
res judicata. Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Key’Audi Wilcoxson 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29053; T.C. Case No. 2021-CRB-1 
Panel:   Tucker, Welbaum, Epley     
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: Appellant’s claim that his trial counsel provided ineffective assistance 

by failing to move for a trial continuance lacks merit because moving 
for a continuance is a debatable trial strategy that will not be second-
guessed on appeal. Appellant’s claim that his trial counsel provided 
ineffective assistance by failing to file a timely jury demand also lacks 
merit because appellant failed to establish how counsel’s alleged 
deficient performance prejudiced him. Appellant’s claim that his right 
to due process was violated as a result of the State’s failure to 
provide certain video evidence in discovery lacks merit because 
appellant failed to establish any resulting prejudice. Judgment 
affirmed.   

 
 
 
 
  
   
 
 
 
 
 


