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Case Name: Iesha S. Norman, et al. v. Mark E. Pearson, Jr. 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29506; T.C. Case No. 2020-CV-2923 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Lewis       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The trial court did not err in granting summary judgment in favor of 

appellee on appellants’ negligence claims based upon the defense 
of sudden medical emergency.  Although appellee is diabetic, his 
sudden lack of consciousness while driving was not foreseeable.  
Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name: State of Ohio v. Joseph Ramilla 
Case No:  Greene App. No. 2022-CA-35; T.C. Case No. 2014-CR-91 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Lewis       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: After appellant had been sentenced by the trial court and a valid final 

judgment entry had been filed, the trial court did not have jurisdiction 
to entertain a motion to vacate appellant’s guilty pleas and sentence 
based on appellant's alleged violation of a plea agreement pursuant 
to Crim.R. 32(C).  Appellant has also failed to establish that the final 
judgment entry was void and therefore subject to collateral attack in 
a petition for post-conviction relief.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Jason T. Shontee 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29433; T.C. Case No. 2016-CR-1878 
Panel:    Tucker, Donovan, Lewis 
Author:   Ronald C. Lewis 
Summary:  The trial court did not abuse its discretion in denying inmate-

appellant’s request for public records where the inmate failed to 
identify in his motion a justiciable claim for which he needed the 
records.  Judgment affirmed. 
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Zacharias Brown 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2021-CA-67; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-541 
Panel:    Tucker, Donovan, Lewis 
Author:   Ronald C. Lewis 
Summary:  The trial court did not deny appellant his right to allocution at 

sentencing.  Appellant was given the opportunity for allocution, and 
the State presented no new information prior to the trial court’s 
imposition of sentence.  The judgment entry did not order forfeiture 
of any money obtained by police during the investigation and did not 
violate appellant’s due process rights.  Judgment affirmed.  

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Steven A. Jackson, II 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29452; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-03112 
Panel:   Tucker, Welbaum, Lewis     
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: The trial court correctly held that appellant’s indictment for felony 

child endangering fell outside the scope of the juvenile court’s 
exclusive original jurisdiction under R.C. 2151.23(A)(6). The trial 
court did not err in overruling appellant’s motion to dismiss on 
statutory speedy-trial grounds. Speedy-trial time was tolled under 
R.C. 2945.72(E) while appellant challenged the trial court’s 
jurisdiction to proceed by filing an original action seeking a writ of 
prohibition. Judgment affirmed.  

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. James Henry, II 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2022-CA-10; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-753 
Panel:   Tucker, Welbaum, Lewis 
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: Anders appeal. No non-frivolous issues found for review. Following 

a Crim.R. 11 hearing, the trial court accepted appellant’s guilty plea 
to a fifth-degree felony and made a finding of guilt. After reviewing a 
presentence investigation report and based on the appellant’s 
criminal history, the trial court imposed a 12-month prison sentence 
and made the required findings for it to be served consecutive to 
another sentence that appellant already was serving. Judgment 
affirmed. 

  
 
 


