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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Justin Allan Byrd 
Case No:  Champaign App. No. 2020-CA-30; T.C. Case No. 2020-CR-117 
Panel:    Donovan, Hall, Epley 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  After conducting an independent review of the record as required by 

Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738, 87 S.Ct. 1396, 18 L.Ed.2d 493 
(1967), the court finds the appeal is frivolous and there are no issues 
with arguable merit for appeal. The record reflects the appellant 
knowingly, intelligently and voluntarily pled guilty to possession of 
fentanyl, failure to appear after being released on recognizance, 
possession of cocaine, and aggravated possession of drugs, in 
exchange for which five other charges were dismissed. Appellant 
was informed, and he acknowledged, that he could be additionally 
sentenced to the time remaining on his active post-release control 
and that that time would be consecutive to his new sentence. He was 
sentenced to an aggregate 35 months in prison, to be served 
consecutively with 731 days of incarceration remaining on the prior 
post-release control supervision. Appellant’s record included several 
prior felony convictions, two prior prison terms, multiple 
misdemeanor violations and failures at prior drug abuse 
programming and supervisions. Any claim that the sentence was 
contrary to law or that the sentence was clearly and convincingly 
contrary to the record is frivolous. Judgment affirmed. 

 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Michael Lewis 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28962; T.C. Case No. 2019-CR-2644/1 
Panel:   Tucker, Welbaum, Epley     
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: Appellant’s statutory and constitutional rights to a speedy trial were 

not violated.  Judgment affirmed.   
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Aaron L. Hall 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 28882; T.C. Case No. 2019-CR-2136 
Panel:   Donovan, Hall, Welbaum       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: Appellant’s guilty pleas were made in a knowing, intelligent, and 

voluntary fashion.  The trial court substantially complied with Crim.R. 
11 when it orally informed appellant of the correct three-year term of 
post-release control for his kidnapping offense.  Appellant was not 
prejudiced when the trial court advised him that his term of 
imprisonment could be reduced by good behavior earned credit, and 
the advisement did not render his guilty pleas unknowing, 
unintelligent, and involuntary.  The trial court substantially complied 
with Crim.R. 11 when it informed appellant of his duty to register as 
violent offender at the plea hearing.  The record establishes that the 
trial court considered the principles and purposes of sentencing 
under R.C. 2929.11 and balanced the seriousness and recidivism 
factors set forth in R.C. 2929.12.  Thus, the sentence imposed by the 
trial court was not contrary to law.  The Reagan Tokes Act does not 
violate the separation of powers doctrine or a defendant's right to 
procedural due process, and the trial court did not err when it 
sentenced the appellant pursuant to the statute.  Judgment affirmed.   

 
 
 
  


