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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Brenda Shropshire 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28659; T.C. Case No. 2019-CRB-2453 
Panel:   Tucker, Froelich, Hall    
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: Following a bench trial, appellant was convicted of criminal 

damaging.  The trial court did not abuse its discretion by allowing the 
admission of the victim’s testimony concerning the content of a video 
recording when the recording itself was not produced or admitted into 
evidence.  The trial court’s admission of the victim’s testimony 
regarding the content of a text message did not constitute plain error.  
The trial court did not err by allowing the introduction of other-acts 
evidence.  The State presented sufficient evidence to support 
appellant’s conviction.  The appellant has not established ineffective 
assistance of counsel.  Finally, reversal of the conviction is not 
warranted under the cumulative error doctrine.  Judgment affirmed.   

  
Case Name:  In re: H.L.  
Case No:  Champaign App. No. 2020-CA-9; T.C. Case No. 2018-JD-156 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Hall       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The trial court did not abuse its discretion when it overruled 

appellant’s motion for a continuance of a dispositional probation 
hearing.  It is apparent from the record that the trial court’s rationale 
for denying the request for a continuance was appropriate, given the 
history of the case.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Thomas W. Lawson 
Case No:  Greene App. No. 2020-CA-16; T.C. Case No. 2019-CR-555  
Panel:    Tucker, Froelich, Hall 
Author:   Jeffrey E. Froelich 
Summary: The trial court did not abuse its discretion in denying appellant’s 

motions for a continuance and for new counsel, both made on the 
morning of trial.  Appellant told the court on the morning of trial that 
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he was ready to proceed with trial; the trial court reasonably denied 
his subsequent request for a continuance, made after almost two 
hours of voir dire.  Although appellant expressed dissatisfaction with 
his attorney, the trial court could have reasonably concluded that the 
issues were not so great that it would prevent an effective defense. 
The circumstances in this case did not rise to the magnitude that it 
was unlikely that appellant could have received the effective 
assistance of counsel; therefore, prejudice was not presumed.  No 
ineffective assistance of counsel was demonstrated based on 
defense counsel’s specific conduct. The State presented sufficient 
evidence to support the jury’s guilty verdicts for possession of drugs 
and trafficking in drugs.  The State’s evidence supported a 
reasonable conclusion that appellant knowingly possessed the drugs 
located in a search of the vehicle he was driving, even though the 
vehicle was left unattended on the street for a limited period of time.  
In addition, the State’s evidence established that appellant knew the 
drugs were in the car and that he drove the car with the intention of 
selling those drugs. Judgment affirmed.   

 
Case Name:  Diana Lynn Jones v. Jeffrey T. Jones 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28746; T.C. Case No. 2016-DR-127 
Panel:    Tucker, Froelich, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The trial court failed to consider all the relevant evidence and erred 

in its determination that proceeds from a civil-action settlement were 
appellee-wife’s separate property. Based on all the evidence, the 
settlement proceeds were marital property as a matter of law. The 
trial court did not err by awarding spousal support. Judgment 
affirmed in part, reversed in part, and remanded. 

 
Case Name:  In re C.W. 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28781; T.C. Case No. 2017-3406 
Panel:    Tucker, Donovan, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The trial court did not abuse its discretion in finding that awarding 

legal custody of appellant’s child to a maternal cousin was in the 
child’s best interest. Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Antwanette J. Taylor 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28668; T.C. Case No. 2019-CR-2725 
Panel:    Tucker, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The trial court prejudicially erred by failing to instruct the jury that it 

could consider self-defense as a defense to the charge of improperly 
handling firearms in a motor vehicle under R.C. 2923.16(A). 
Judgment reversed and remanded. 


