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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Brian Watson  
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2019-CA-35; T.C. Case No. 2019-CR-67 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Hall          
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: After pleading guilty to two counts of gross sexual imposition, 

appellant was sentenced to maximum and consecutive sentences 
totaling ten years in prison. The trial court properly considered 
applicable sentencing factors and did not err in imposing maximum 
sentences for the individual offenses; further, the court made the 
relevant findings supporting consecutive sentences, and such 
findings are not clearly and convincingly unsupported by the record.  
Judgment affirmed. 

 
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Joseph L. Blakley  
Case No:  Miami App. No. 2019-CA-13; T.C. Case No. 2018-CR-537 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Hall          
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The trial court fully considered R.C. 2929.11 and R.C. 2929.12 in 

sentencing appellant on one count of aggravated vehicular assault, 
a felony of the second degree, and appellant’s sentence is not clearly 
and convincingly unsupported by the record.  As conceded by the 
State, the trial court erred in finding appellant guilty on his pleas of 
no contest to two misdemeanor offenses without obtaining an 
explanation of circumstances. The judgment of the trial court is 
reversed and remanded with respect to the two misdemeanor 
offenses, and the matter is remanded for further proceedings as to 
those offenses.  The judgment of the trial court is affirmed with 
respect to the felony offense. 
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Timothy H. Housley  
Case No:  Miami App. No. 2019-CA-12; T.C. Case No. 2016-CR-348  
Panel:    Froelich, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:   Jeffrey E. Froelich 
Summary:  The trial court did not err in denying appellant’s “motion to vacate a 

void judgment of conviction for lack of subject matter jurisdiction.”  
The trial court had jurisdiction over appellant’s criminal case.  The 
trial court did not err in construing appellant’s motion as a petition for 
postconviction relief; so construed, appellant’s motion was untimely.  
Even if we were to address appellant’s claim, he did not demonstrate 
that a discovery or Brady violation occurred.  Judgment affirmed.   

 
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Charles Steinmetz 
Case No:  Greene App. No. 2019-CA-40; T.C. Case No. 2018-CR-324 
Panel:    Tucker, Donovan, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The trial court erred in failing to award the appellant jail-time credit 

for time he spent in pretrial confinement in lieu of bail in two cases 
simultaneously. The trial court also erred in computing the jail-time 
credit that it did award the appellant. Judgment reversed and 
remanded. 

 
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. James W. McClurg 
Case No:  Darke App. No. 2019-CA-15; T.C. Case No. 2019-CRB-001-413 
Panel:    Tucker, Donovan, Hall 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The trial court did not abuse its discretion in imposing a statutory 

maximum sentence on the appellant for his misdemeanor menacing 
conviction. The trial court was not required to make any findings or 
give reasons for its sentence. Judgment affirmed. 

 
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Darryl E. Adams 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28446; T.C. Case No. 2019-CR-278 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Hall 
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: Appellant’s conviction for escape was not against the manifest 

weight of the evidence.  Also, trial counsel did not provide ineffective 
assistance of counsel.  Judgment affirmed.  
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Christopher J. Finfrock 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28406; T.C. Case No. 2018-CR-4783 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Welbaum     
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: The stop of the vehicle was supported by probable cause that 

appellant had committed a traffic violation; appellant was subject to 
detention for the duration of the stop.  The search of the vehicle was 
supported by probable cause, and the search was also an 
appropriate inventory search.  The trial court did not err in denying 
appellant’s motion to suppress his statements.  Judgment affirmed.   

  


