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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Daniel L. Ushery, Jr. 
Case No:  Miami App. No. 2021-CA-28; T.C. Case No. 2006-CR-555 
Panel:    Welbaum, Epley, Lewis 
Author:   Ronald C. Lewis 
Summary: The trial court did not err in denying appellant’s motion for a writ of 

error coram nobis.  The trial court also did not err in treating 
appellant’s motion as a petition for post-conviction relief and denying 
it as untimely.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Samantha Gutierrez 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29306; T.C. Case No. CRB2100920 
Panel:    Welbaum, Epley, Lewis 
Author:   Ronald C. Lewis 
Summary:  Appellant’s conviction for domestic violence was supported by 

sufficient evidence and was not against the manifest weight of the 
evidence where the victim had blood on his lip and shirt and told the 
responding police officer that the blood was the result of being hit by 
appellant, who was his girlfriend and lived with him.  The trial court’s 
decision to allow the State to treat the victim as a hostile witness was 
not reversible error where appellant failed to show any prejudice 
resulting therefrom.  Appellant failed to demonstrate ineffective 
assistance of counsel.  Judgment affirmed.  

 
Case Name:  Tyrone A. Beard v. Director of Job and Family Services, et al. 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29298; T.C. Case No. 2021-CV-1530 
Panel:   Welbaum, Epley, Lewis    
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The decision of the Unemployment Compensation Review 

Commission, which found that appellant quit work without just cause, 
was not unlawful or unreasonable, nor was it against the manifest 
weight of the evidence.  Judgment affirmed.  
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Blake L. Curtis 
Case No:  Miami App. No. 2021-CA-19; T.C. Case No. 2020-CR-468 
Panel:   Welbaum, Epley, Lewis     
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court properly imposed consecutive sentences under R.C. 

2929.14(C)(4). Contrary to appellant’s claim otherwise, the trial 
court’s history-of-criminal-conduct finding under section (c) of that 
statute was not clearly and convincingly unsupported by the record. 
The appellant’s prison sentence was also not otherwise contrary to 
law. Judgment affirmed; remanded for the trial court to issue a nunc 
pro tunc sentencing entry that accurately reflects the history-of-
criminal-conduct findings that the trial court made at the sentencing 
hearing.  

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Devion Lovett  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29240; T.C. Case No. 2020-CR-3360 
Panel:    Welbaum, Epley, Lewis 
Author:   Christopher B. Epley 
Summary:  The trial court did not err in denying appellant’s motion to dismiss on 

speedy trial grounds.  Appellant’s statutory speedy trial rights were 
not violated.  The trial court did not abuse its discretion in denying 
appellant’s request for a jury instruction on self-defense.  Judgment 
affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Jerad Redic  
Case No:  Greene App. No. 2021-CA-38; T.C. Case No. 2018-CR-320 
Panel:    Welbaum, Epley, Lewis 
Author:   Christopher B. Epley 
Summary:  The trial court did not err when it denied appellant’s “Post-Conviction 

Petition to Vacate or Set Aside Judgment of Conviction and 
Sentence, Pursuant to R.C. 2953.21.”  Appellant is unable to 
establish that he received ineffective assistance of counsel from his 
trial counsel.  Specifically, appellant has failed to establish that his 
trial counsel did not investigate his case properly.  The record also 
establishes that appellant’s counsel was able to effectively impeach 
the victim’s testimony regarding her mental health issues.  Judgment 
affirmed. 

 
 


