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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Sara L. Gardner 
Case No:  Greene App. No. 2022-CA-2; T.C. Case No. 2020-CR-599 
Panel:   Donovan, Welbaum, Epley 
Author:  Christopher B. Epley 
Summary: Anders appeal.  After the trial court denied her motion for intervention 

in lieu of conviction and concluded that she was both competent to 
stand trial and sane when the offense occurred, appellant pled guilty 
to aggravated possession of drugs.  The trial court imposed 
community control sanctions.  Our independent review of the record 
reveals no issues with arguable merit to present on appeal.  
Judgment affirmed.  However, the matter is remanded for a nunc pro 
tunc entry to remove the notification that appellant can be sentenced 
to 180 days in prison for a technical violation of community control. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Ulonda Evette Degahson 
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2021-CA-35; T.C. Case No. 2019-CR-558 
Panel:    Epley, Welbaum, Lewis 
Author:   Christopher B. Epley 
Summary: The trial court did not err when it denied appellant’s request to 

instruct the jury on the updated “stand your ground” law, because the 
change in the law was substantive and thus could not be applied 
retroactively. Further, appellant’s conviction was not against the 
manifest weight of the evidence. Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Christopher L. Stevens 
Case No:  Miami App. No. 2021-CA-40; T.C. Case No. 2021-CR-193 
Panel:    Donovan, Welbaum, Lewis 
Author:   Ronald C. Lewis 
Summary:  The trial court did not promise to follow the parties’ joint sentencing 

recommendation of concurrent sentences. Therefore, the imposition 
of consecutive sentences did not render appellant’s guilty pleas less 
than knowing, intelligent, and voluntary.  We do not find by clear and 
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convincing evidence that the record fails to support the trial court’s 
consecutive sentence findings.  Judgment affirmed.  

 
Case Name:  Craig Wright v. Clayton Suttles, et al.   
Case No:  Clark App. No. 2022-CA-33; T.C. Case No. 2018-CV-559 
Panel:    Donovan, Welbaum, Lewis 
Author:   Ronald C. Lewis 
Summary:  Appellant did not affirmatively show that the trial court failed to 

conduct an independent review of the magistrate’s decision.  Further, 
appellant waived any improper venue defense by failing to raise the 
defense in his answer and by admitting the allegation in the 
complaint that he lived in Clark County.  Judgment affirmed.  

 
Case Name:  Rhonda Smith Bass v. Michael C. Bass  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 29303; T.C. Case No. 2010-DR-793 
Panel:    Tucker, Welbaum, Lewis 
Author:   Ronald C. Lewis 
Summary: The trial court did not abuse its discretion when it found that both 

parties had received all of the property to which they were entitled 
pursuant to their divorce decree. The court’s decision was supported 
by the evidence, and we defer to the trial court’s finding that appellee 
was more credible than appellant. Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name: State of Ohio v. David Cecil, Jr. 
Case No:  Miami App. No. 2021-CA-39; T.C. Case No. 2018-CR-483 
Panel:   Tucker, Donovan, Welbaum       
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: Anders appeal.  After conducting an independent review of the 

record, the court finds there are no issues with arguable merit for 
appeal.  The trial court did not err when it sentenced appellant to a 
prison term of four years each on two counts of possession of drugs 
and ordered the sentences to be served concurrently.  Judgment 
affirmed. 

 


