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website at http://www.supremecourt.ohio.gov/rod/docs/?source=2. 
 
 
 
Case Name:  Claudia Behnken v. Joel Behnken 
Case No:  Greene App. No. 2019-CA-39; T.C. Case No. 2013-DR-59 
Panel:   Donovan, Hall, Welbaum  
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not err in calculating appellant’s child support or in 

choosing a date for purposes of calculating an arrearage.  The 
support order was also not excessive.  Finally, the court did not err 
in changing the day for midweek visitation.  The parties agreed to 
child support and visitation, and, in his objections to the magistrate’s 
decision, appellant did not dispute the existence of a settlement 
agreement, nor did he dispute the meaning of the agreement. We 
therefore review the trial court’s decision for plain error.  Reviewing 
appellant’s arguments for plain error, there is no error, let alone plain 
error.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Frederick Covington 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2019-CA-50; T.C. Case No. 2012-CR-70(A) 
Panel:   Welbaum, Donovan, Froelich  
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not abuse its discretion in overruling appellant’s 

petition for post-conviction relief on grounds of untimeliness and res 
judicata, because the untimeliness of appellant’s petition and res 
judicata bar a challenge to a voidable sentence.  Even though the 
trial court imposed a non-mandatory prison sentence for appellant’s 
offense of engaging in a pattern of corrupt activity when a mandatory 
prison sentence was required by law, that portion of appellant’s 
sentence was voidable, not void.  Judgment affirmed.  (Froelich, J., 
concurring in judgment.) 
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Joseph Grieshop 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28481; T.C. Case No. 2018-CR-1411 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Froelich 
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: Appellant’s conviction for abduction was supported by sufficient 

evidence, and it was not against the manifest weight of the evidence.  
Also, trial counsel did not provide ineffective assistance of counsel.  
Judgment affirmed.    

 
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Isreal Donley  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28461; T.C. Case Nos. 2014-CR-1142, 
   2014-CR-2391, & 2014-CR-3312 
Panel:   Donovan, Hall, Welbaum         
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The trial court misstated the post-release control sanctions in Case 

Nos. 2014-CR-2391 and 2014-CR-3312.  In Case No. 2014-CR-
2391, appellant has already served his sentence, and the proper 
remedy is for the trial court to issue an order vacating the portion of 
appellant’s sentence imposing post-release control. In Case No. 
2014-CR-3312, however, appellant has not yet served his full 
sentence, and the proper remedy is for the trial court to issue a nunc 
pro tunc entry in order to impose the correct term of post-release 
control of “up to three years” pursuant to R.C. 2967.28(C), to be 
served concurrently with the five-year term of post-release control in 
Case No. 2014-CR-1142.  Post-release control was properly 
imposed in Case No. 2014-CR-1142.  Notwithstanding the error in 
the imposition of sentence in Case Nos. 201-CR-2391 and 2014-CR-
3312, the judgment entries of conviction constituted final appealable 
orders and were not void in their entirety.  In Case Nos. 2014-CR-
2391 and 2014-CR-3312, the matters are remanded for the limited 
purpose of correcting the judgment entries consistent with this 
opinion; in all other respects, those judgments are affirmed.  The 
judgment is also affirmed in Case No. 2014-CR-1142. (Hall, J., 
concurring.)  

   
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Joe W. Oglesby, Jr. 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28218; T.C. Case No. 2013-CR-1757/1 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Welbaum          
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: Appellant has completed his local jail sentence following community 

control revocation and raises potential issues in his Anders appeal 
related only to his sentence.  Our review of the record reveals no 
potentially meritorious issues unrelated to the sentence.  Appeal 
dismissed. 
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Alexander Pena  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28156; T.C. Case No. 2017-CR-2280 
Panel:   Donovan, Hall, Welbaum       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary:  This court remanded this matter to the trial court to resolve a record 

dispute and then sustained the State’s motion to supplement the 
record.   The supplemented record reflects that appellant admitted to 
violating his community control sanctions.  As such, the trial court did 
not abuse its discretion in revoking appellant’s community control. 
Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Ramarco D. Jarrett 
Case No:  Champaign App. No. 2019-CA-20; T.C. Case No. 2019-CR-47 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Froelich          
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary:  Appellant’s offenses of trafficking in cocaine and possession of 

criminal tools were committed with separate conduct, and therefore 
he was not entitled to their merger at sentencing.  Ineffective 
assistance of counsel is not demonstrated in defense counsel’s 
failure to request merger.  The record supports the trial court’s finding 
that, based on appellant’s criminal history, consecutive sentences 
were necessary to protect the public from future harm.  The court 
found in its judgment entry of conviction that appellant had committed 
one or more offenses while awaiting trial or sentencing, while under 
a community control sanction, or while under post-release control, 
but it did not state this finding orally at the sentencing hearing; any 
error in this respect was harmless.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  Travis Lanier Williams v. Pioneer Credit Recovery, Inc. 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28524; T.C. Case No. 2018-CV-5969  
Panel:    Tucker, Donovan, Froelich 
Author:   Jeffrey E. Froelich 
Summary:  The trial court properly granted summary judgment to appellee-

student debt collector on appellant’s claims that the debt collector 
could not collect on the debt because the promissory note had been 
sold and that the debt collector failed to validate the debt.  Judgment 
affirmed. 
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Shannon D. Poulter 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28492; T.C. Case No. 2018-CR-1486 
Panel:    Tucker, Froelich, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The trial court erred in imposing a term of community control that 

included a 12-month jail sanction for the appellant’s fifth-degree 
felony conviction. Under R.C. 2929.16(A)(2), only a term of up to six 
months in jail was authorized as a community control sanction. 
Judgment reversed, vacated in part, and remanded. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
   
 
 


