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Case Name: State of Ohio v. Kennesha Robinson 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29272; T.C. Case No. 2020-CR-3751 
Panel:   Donovan, Epley, Lewis       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: The trial court did not err in permitting the State to introduce other 

acts evidence pursuant to Evid.R. 404(B) regarding appellant’s 
previous altercations and threatening communications with the victim 
and his girlfriend. Appellant’s conviction for arson was not against 
the manifest weight of the evidence.  The trial court did not err when 
it permitted the fire investigator to testify as an expert pursuant to 
Evid.R. 702 regarding whether arson was the cause of two fires.  
Appellant did not receive ineffective assistance of counsel during her 
trial.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Emanuel Dennis  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29266; T.C. Case No. 2020-CR-2185 
Panel:    Tucker, Donovan, Epley 
Author:   Christopher B. Epley 
Summary:  The trial court did not err when it allowed testimony that appellant 

had been seen the night before the murder with a gun matching the 
description of the murder weapon. Additionally, appellant’s murder 
conviction was supported by the weight of the evidence. Finally, 
appellant did not receive ineffective assistance of counsel. Judgment 
affirmed. (Donovan, J., concurring.) (Tucker, P.J., concurring.) 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Nickolas S. Lawson 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29424;  
   T.C. Case Nos. 2021-CR-3442 & 2021-CR-2860 
Panel:    Donovan, Epley, Lewis 
Author:   Christopher B. Epley 
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 there are no issues with arguable merit 
for appeal and the appeal is frivolous. Judgment affirmed. 
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Case Name:  Natnael Haile Individual, et al. v. Detmer Sons Inc., et al.  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29371; T.C. Case No. 2018-CV-6002 
Panel:    Donovan, Welbaum, Lewis 
Author:   Ronald C. Lewis 
Summary:  The trial court abused its discretion by not holding an evidentiary 

hearing or conducting an in camera review prior to granting the 
appellees’ motion to compel disclosure of the entire file of appellants’ 
consulting, non-testifying expert.  Judgment reversed and remanded. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. David Boyle 
Case No:  Greene App. No. 2022-CA-19; T.C. Case No. 2013-CR-42 
Panel:    Donovan, Welbaum, Lewis 
Author:   Ronald C. Lewis 
Summary:  The trial court did not err in categorizing appellant’s motion as a 

petition for post-conviction relief and denying it on the basis that the 
trial court lacked jurisdiction to consider the untimely petition. 
Alternatively, the trial court did not err in considering appellant’s 
motion as a request for public records and denying it due to 
appellant’s failure to demonstrate the information he sought was 
necessary to support a justiciable claim or defense.  Lastly, in 
construing a portion of appellant’s motion as a request for court 
records, the trial court properly instructed appellant as to how to 
correctly request those records.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Branden Williams 
Case No:  Greene App. No. 2021-CA-30; T.C. Case No. 2019-CR-446 
Panel:    Donovan, Epley, Lewis 
Author:   Ronald C. Lewis 
Summary:  Anders appeal.  Appellate counsel found no issues with arguable 

merit for appeal, and our independent review of the record pursuant 
to Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738, 87 S.Ct. 1396, 18 L.Ed.2d 493 
(1967), reveals no non-frivolous issues on appeal.  The trial court 
made the appropriate consecutive-sentencing findings, and we 
cannot conclude by clear and convincing evidence that the record 
fails to support the trial court’s findings.  Judgment affirmed.  

  
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Christopher Evans 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2021-CA-70; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-682 
Panel:   Tucker, Epley, Lewis     
Author:  Ronald C. Lewis 
Summary: Based on our independent review of the entire record, including the 

brief filed by appellant’s counsel pursuant to Anders v. California, 386 
U.S. 738, 87 S.Ct. 1396, 18 L.Ed.2d 493 (1967), there are no 
arguably meritorious appellate issues.  Judgment affirmed. 
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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Robert Allen Nichols 
Case No:  Champaign App. No. 2021-CA-46; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-17 
Panel:   Donovan, Welbaum, Lewis    
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: The trial court’s revocation of appellant’s community control 

sanctions was not an abuse of discretion.  Appellant’s claim that the 
trial court failed to adequately consider his mental deficiencies when 
rendering that judgment is belied by the record.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Dustin Jennings 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29360; T.C. Case No. CRB2002397 
Panel:   Donovan, Welbaum, Lewis    
Author:  Jeffrey M. Welbaum 
Summary: Appellant’s convictions for cruelty against a companion animal and 

depriving a companion animal of necessary sustenance were not 
against the manifest weight of the evidence.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Jacob Mott 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2021-CA-63; T.C. Case No. 2018-CR-630 
Panel:   Tucker, Welbaum, Epley 
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: The trial court erred in denying the appellant’s petition for post-

conviction relief based on res judicata where the petition was 
supported by affidavits that were outside the trial record. The trial 
court erred in denying the petition on the merits where it failed to 
make findings or conduct an adequate analysis to permit meaningful 
appellate review. Judgment reversed and remanded.  

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Kenton Daniel Eggleston 
Case No:  Champaign App. No. 2021-CA-36; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-102 
Panel:   Tucker, Welbaum, Lewis 
Author:  Michael L. Tucker 
Summary: Anders appeal. Appellate counsel filed a brief pursuant to Anders v. 

California, 386 U.S. 738, 87 S.Ct. 1396, 18 L.Ed.2d 496 (1967), 
concluding that there are no meritorious issues to present on appeal. 
Neither the appellant nor his counsel has raised any potential 
assignments of error having arguable merit for our review. After 
conducting an independent review of the record, we agree there are 
no issues with arguable merit for appeal.  Judgment affirmed.   

 
 
 
 


