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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Travonte Harris  
Case No:  Greene App. No. 2019-CA-57; T.C. Case No. 2017-CR-107 
Panel:   Donovan, Hall, Welbaum     
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court abused its discretion by denying appellant’s motion to 

waive or stay court costs because the trial court failed to consider 
appellant’s present and future ability to pay and failed to explain its 
reasons for denying appellant’s motion. The trial court, however, did 
not abuse its discretion in failing to find that appellant’s court costs 
were uncollectable for purposes of granting a waiver of the costs 
under R.C. 2303.23. Judgment reversed and remanded. 

 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Raymone E. Hill 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28509; T.C. Case No. 2019-TRD-889 
Panel:   Donovan, Hall, Welbaum     
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not err in finding appellant guilty of violating R.C. 

4503.21(A)(3) by failing to display a temporary license placard in 
plain view.  Due to tinted plastic, the police officer was unable to see 
the numbers on the temporary plate until after appellant’s vehicle had 
been stopped.  In addition, the court did not err in finding appellant 
guilty of having violated R.C. 4503.11 by driving with an expired 
temporary tag.  This crime is a strict liability offense, and appellant’s 
reasons for driving with an expired tag were irrelevant.  Furthermore, 
even if recklessness were required, the State provided sufficient 
evidence that appellant was reckless.  Judgment affirmed.  
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Shawn H. Grant 
Case No:  Darke App. No. 2019-CA-13; T.C. Case No. 2019-CRB-001-225 
Panel:   Tucker, Froelich, Hall    
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: Following a jury trial, appellant was convicted of domestic violence.  

Appellant’s trial strategy was a denial that he struck or otherwise 
attempted to cause the victim physical harm.  Given this, the trial 
court did not commit plain error by not giving a self-defense/castle 
doctrine instruction, and trial counsel was not ineffective because he 
did not request such an instruction.  Also, trial counsel did not provide 
ineffective assistance regarding jury selection or by his failure to 
object to certain questions.  Finally, appellant’s conviction was based 
upon sufficient evidence, and it was not against the manifest weight 
of the evidence.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Jacque L. Johnson 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28482; T.C. Case No. 2010-CR-1871 
Panel:   Donovan, Hall, Welbaum          
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The trial court lacked jurisdiction over appellant’s pro se request to 

modify his sentence.  Johnson had completed his sentence, and he 
was incarcerated for a parole violation in an earlier case.  Johnson 
was properly advised regarding post-release control.  Judgment 
affirmed. 

 
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Dustin S. Cochran 
Case No:  Greene App. No. 2019-CA-41; T.C. Case No. 2018-CR-686 
Panel:   Donovan, Hall, Welbaum          
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The trial court did not err when it instructed the jury on felonious 

assault with a deadly weapon. The trial court did not err when it 
excluded statements allegedly made by the victim during a 
Children’s Services investigation for the purpose of cross-
examination.  The trial court did not err in admitting numerous 
photographs into evidence, as the danger of unfair prejudice was 
minimal and the evidence was clearly probative of the nature and 
extent of the injuries the victim suffered at the hands of the appellant. 
Judgment affirmed.   
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Lawrence G. Carnell 
Case No:  Greene App. No. 2019-CA-63; T.C. Case No. 2018-CR-989 
Panel:    Donovan, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary: Appellant pled guilty to aggravated drug possession, a fifth-degree 

felony. He indicated he did not want to be screened for drug 
treatment and asked to be sent to prison. Under the relevant 
statutory provisions, he was ineligible for a prison sentence. The trial 
court placed him on community control with the sole sanction being 
a 253-day local jail sentence, which he challenges in this appeal. 
While the appeal was pending, the trial court entered a judgment 
indicating successful termination of community control, and appellant 
was released. Appellant’s argument on appeal, which only 
challenges the jail sentence, is therefore moot. Appeal dismissed. 

 
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Henry L. Brown 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28473; T.C. Case No. 2018-CR-822 
Panel:    Donovan, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  Appellant fails to show that he did not make his guilty pleas 

knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily. The record shows that he 
knew before he entered his pleas that he faced a mandatory driver’s 
license suspension. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by 
ordering appellant to pay restitution, and the court reasonably found 
that appellant had a future ability to pay. The court did not err by 
ordering restitution to the Montgomery County Sheriff’s Office, which 
was a victim entitled to restitution because appellant’s criminal 
conduct resulted in damage to its property. Judgment affirmed. 

 

 
 
 
 
 


