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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Steven Lee Kline 
Case No:  Champaign App. No. 2021-CA-31; T.C. Case No. 2008-CR-174 
Panel:    Tucker, Donovan, Lewis 
Author:   Ronald C. Lewis 
Summary: The trial court did not abuse its discretion in denying appellant’s post-

sentence motion to withdraw his guilty plea. Res judicata precluded 
consideration of appellant’s successive motion to withdraw his guilty 
plea, which was filed 12 years after his initial plea and sentence. 
Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Joshua Clinton 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29267; T.C. Case No. 2019-CR-684 
Panel:   Tucker, Welbaum, Epley     
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: Appellant’s appeal, which was brought pursuant to Anders v. 

California, 386 U.S. 738, 87 S.Ct. 1396, 18 L.Ed.2d 493 (1967), is 
moot, because it challenges the already-completed 120-day jail 
sentence that appellant received for violating his community control 
sanctions and because appellant’s community control sanctions 
have since been terminated by the trial court.  Accordingly, there is 
no remedy available to appellant, and there are no issues with 
arguable merit for him to advance on appeal.  Appeal dismissed as 
moot. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Gregory D. Pelfrey 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29289; T.C. Case No. 2015-CR-1306 
Panel:   Donovan, Welbaum, Epley     
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not abuse its discretion in denying appellant’s 

motion for leave to file a motion for new trial.  Appellant failed to show 
by clear and convincing evidence that he had been unavoidably 
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prevented from filing a motion in a timely fashion.  Judgment 
affirmed.  

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Christopher Ray Perdue 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2021-CA-6; T.C. Case No. 2020-CR-21 
Panel:   Tucker, Welbaum, Lewis 
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: Appellant pleaded guilty to an arson offense and, as a result, is 

subject to arson registration requirements.  These requirements are 
remedial and thus are not part of appellant’s maximum sentence, so 
the trial court’s failure to inform appellant of the registration 
requirements at the plea hearing did not violate Crim.R. 11(C)(2)(a) 
or otherwise make appellant’s plea less than knowing, intelligent, 
and voluntary.  Judgment affirmed.   

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Nicholus Brandon Hoagland 
Case No:  Champaign App. No. 2021-CA-27; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-81 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Welbaum 
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: The record reveals no non-frivolous issues for appellate review. The 

trial court fully complied with the requirements of Crim.R. 11 when 
accepting the appellant’s guilty plea. At sentencing, the trial court 
considered the principles and purposes of sentencing in R.C. 
2929.11 and the sentencing factors in R.C. 2929.12, and appellant’s 
36-month prison sentence is not contrary to law. Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  In the Matter of: The Estate of Robert J. Reck 
Case No:  Darke App. No. 2021-CA-13; T.C. Case No. 2021-1-89 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Lewis       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: Appellant triggered an in terrorem clause in a trust by filing a 

declaratory judgment action directly attacking an amendment to the 
decedent’s trust, thereby divesting appellant of her status as a 
beneficiary of the trust.  Because she was no longer a beneficiary, 
appellant did not have standing to file a motion to remove the 
executor of the decedent’s estate.  Judgment affirmed.   

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Jonathan A. Brown  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29152; T.C. Case No. 2020-CRB-3669 
Panel:   Donovan, Welbaum, Epley       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The trial court did not abuse its discretion when it allowed the 

arresting officer to testify regarding excited utterances made to him 
by the victim, who did not testify at trial, and appellant’s right to 
confront the witnesses against him was not violated. Appellant’s 
convictions for assault and obstructing official business were 
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supported by sufficient evidence and were not against the manifest 
weight of the evidence. Judgment affirmed. 

 
  
  
 
 
 
 
 


