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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Jordan R. Young 
Case No:  Greene App. No. 2019-CA-18; T.C. Case No. 2018-CR-1029 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Hall     
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: The indictment charging appellant with aggravated robbery was 

sufficient to put him on notice that he could be convicted of complicity 
to commit aggravated robbery.  Appellant’s conviction was based 
upon sufficient evidence.  The indictment did not need to inform 
appellant that, if convicted, a prison term was mandatory.  
Appellant’s sentence is within the statutory range, and the record 
reflects the trial court’s consideration of R.C. 2929.11 and R.C. 
2929.12.  Thus, the sentence is not contrary to law.  Finally, 
appellant’s proportionality argument is without merit.  Judgment 
affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Sandra Brook Ivy Henry  
Case No:  Champaign App. No. 2019-CA-10; T.C. Case No. 2019-CR-51 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Hall  
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The trial court was not required to order a presentence investigation 

prior to imposing sentence for illegal conveyance of drugs of abuse 
onto the grounds of a specified governmental facility.  Appellant’s 
sentence of one year was not contrary to law. Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Atravion Preston 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28451; T.C. Case No. 2011-CR-3212/2 
Panel:    Tucker, Donovan, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The trial court did not err by overruling appellant’s Crim.R. 32.1 post-

sentence motion to withdraw his guilty pleas. Appellant should have 
raised his claims of ineffective assistance of trial counsel on direct 
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appeal. The trial court also did not err by dismissing appellant’s 
petition for post-conviction relief for lack of jurisdiction. The petition 
was untimely and did not satisfy the untimeliness exception. 
Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Terrance L. Cross 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28392; T.C. Case No. 2018-CRB-3178 
Panel:    Tucker, Donovan, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The trial court did not err in overruling the appellant’s pretrial 

suppression motion. The record supports a finding that two police 
officers approached a small group of people gathered outside of an 
apartment and requested identifying information from everyone, 
including the appellant. Based on suppression-hearing testimony 
that the trial court credited, the officers did not draw weapons, touch 
the appellant, yell at him, or issue any commands to get him to 
identify himself. The trial court did not err in accepting the State’s 
argument that the encounter was consensual and that the appellant 
voluntarily provided his identifying information. Judgment affirmed.  
(Donovan, J., dissenting.)    

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Eric Alexander Santos 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28445; T.C. Case No. 2018-CR-1840 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Welbaum  
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: Appellant accompanied a detective to a police station for questioning 

as a potential witness to a double homicide, where he was 
interviewed in an unlocked conference room, without restraints. 
Appellant was only taken into custody after the interview because 
officers discovered an active warrant out of Greene County. A 
detective travelled to the Greene County Jail the next day to question 
appellant further in the homicide investigation. The trial court did not 
err in overruling, in part, appellant’s motion to suppress his 
statements. Appellant was not in custody while questioned at the 
police station. Prior to the interview at the Greene County Jail, 
appellant knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily waived his rights. 
The trial court also did not err in overruling appellant’s motion to 
dismiss a firearm specification attached to a tampering with evidence 
charge. The plain language of the applicable statutes permits 
additional punishment by means of a specification where a firearm 
was the object of the tampering charge.  Judgment affirmed.  
(Donovan, J., concurring in judgment only.)  

 
      
  

 


