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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Anthony D. Grant, Jr. 
Case No:  Greene App. No. 2022-CA-6; T.C. Case No. 2020-CR-746 
Panel:   Tucker, Welbaum, Epley     
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court did not commit any error under Crim.R. 12(F) when 

ruling on appellant’s motion to suppress, and appellant waived any 
alleged error in that regard by failing to request that the trial court 
state its essential factual findings on the record.  In addition, the trial 
court correctly denied appellant’s motion to suppress because the 
warrantless search of appellant’s vehicle was justified given that the 
police officer smelled the odors of raw and burnt marijuana coming 
from the interior of the vehicle.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Anthony Middlebrook 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29257; T.C. Case No. 2019-CR-1726 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Epley     
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: The manifest weight of the evidence supported appellant’s rape 

conviction for engaging in oral sex with his three-year-old daughter. 
Following his arrest, appellant effectively admitted to a detective that 
he had engaged in the charged conduct. His incriminating 
statements were consistent with the child’s allegations, eyewitness 
testimony of appellant’s wife, and the State’s DNA evidence. 
Judgment affirmed.  

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Christopher R. Jones 
Case No:  Greene App. No. 2022-CA-1; T.C. Case No. 2019-CR-678 
Panel:   Tucker, Welbaum, Epley 
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: The appellant’s guilty plea waived his ability to challenge the trial 

court’s overruling of his suppression motion. Judgment affirmed. 
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Case Name: State of Ohio v. Jonathan R. Graham 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29427; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-1598 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Epley       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: State’s appeal. The trial court erred when it suppressed appellee’s 

statements from the first interview conducted at the hospital where 
his infant daughter was being treated for injuries associated with 
child abuse.  Appellee’s will was not overborne by the questioning 
conducted by two police detectives and a children services 
caseworker. The record also establishes that any incriminating 
statements appellee made to the interviewers during the 
noncustodial interrogation were given in a knowing, voluntary, and 
intelligent manner.  Since appellee’s statements from the hospital 
interview were voluntary, they could not act to render his statements 
made thereafter at the police station invalid.  Miranda warnings were 
given at the police station, and appellee spoke voluntarily to the 
detective with full knowledge and understanding of his rights.  Any 
statements he made after failing to invoke his rights were not subject 
to suppression.  Judgment reversed and remanded.   

 
 
Case Name: State of Ohio v. Amanda Hinze 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29290; T.C. Case No. 2019-CR-4108/2 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Lewis       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: At sentencing, the court failed to calculate appellant’s maximum term 

pursuant to the Reagan Tokes Act, and the maximum term included 
in the judgment entry of conviction was incorrect.  The judgment 
entry was also internally inconsistent as to the concurrent and 
consecutive terms imposed.  Finally, the trial court failed to comply 
with the notification requirements in R.C. 2929.19(B)(2)(c). 
Judgment reversed in part and remanded solely for purposes of 
resentencing.  Judgment affirmed in all other respects.    

 
 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Paige Crossley 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2020-CA-53; T.C. Case No. 2020-TRC-493 
Panel:    Tucker, Donovan, Epley 
Author:   Christopher B. Epley 
Summary:  The trial court did not commit reversible error when it imposed court 

costs in its judgment entry without informing appellant at sentencing 
that she would be required to pay court costs.  Judgment affirmed.  
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Derrick E. Mayes 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29370; T.C. Case No. 2010-CR-851/1 
Panel:    Tucker, Welbaum, Epley 
Author:   Christopher B. Epley 
Summary:  Appellant’s “motion to set aside judgment and vacate plea,” which 

the trial court reasonably construed as a successive motion to 
withdraw his plea under Crim.R. 32.1, was barred by res judicata.  
Judgment affirmed. 

 
 
 
 
  
 
 
  
 
 


