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INFORMATION REGARDING BOND IN SUPPORT OF STAY OF
SENTENCE OF APPELLANT GEOFFREY A. DAVIS

Appellant, GEOFFREY A. DAVIS, was ordered an appeal bond at re-sentencing on
August 1, 2005, in trial court Case No. 04~CR-199, in the amount of One Hundred
Thousand Dallors [100,000.00}, for the reasen that Appellant intended to appeal.
Further, Appellant filed a motion to reduce the bond set by the trial court to a
reasonable amount of Ten Thousand Dollars [10,000.00], which was Appellant's
origipal trial bond amo unt. Appellant filed said motion for appeal bond reduction
pro-se éfter requasting his court appointed attorney {J. Banning Jasiunas], to do so
and also file a requested App.R. 26 [B] Motion to reopen my direct appeél. Appellant
was ordered by the Fourth Appellate District not to file any future motions pro-se
and 1if Appellant does, they will not be considered by that court. Appellant followed
the rules to seek relief the best way he lnew how sinceE the Foster decision
interrupted the arena of appeals that led to pleadings through my attorney ignored.:,

The Appellant in this Stay has lived in WQShingtén County for 30 years, is 54
years of age, was born in Parkersburg W.Va., does have commmnity ties, would reside
at mothers address, 615 Fast Montgomery Street Apt.#2, Marietta, chio, TFhone FNo.
740-374~5724, Further, the Appellant would have same employment at time of arrest at
Total Lawn Care, 1624 Vanderhoof Road, Coolville, Chio 45723, Wayne Knutsen, Owner
Fhone Mo. 740-591-7791,

If Appellant was then able to make bond, the Appellant would pursuant to Criminal
Rule 46 -[B]{1}~[7] follow all sanctions imposed, The Appellant would further
maintain in contact with the courts, probation department or whoever the court deems
appropriate in this request for Stay.

Accofdingly, Appellant has met the criteria for this application for an order with

particularity on the grounds on which it is based as stated,
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Appellant, Geoffrey A. Davis, has filed a motion to reduce
the bond set by the trial court. Upon consideration, appellant’s
motion is DENIED. Furthermore, appellant 1s currently

represented by counsel and all pleadings should be made through :

his attorney. Appellant can either represent himself or permit
his court appointed attorney to do s0; he cannot do both. As =z
result, unless appellant notifies us that he no longer wishes to

have counsel, any future motions he files pro se will not be

considered by this court. IT IS SO ORDERED.

FOR THE COURT, Qrg Se |
Wtk M‘%—ﬁ,&

Matthew W. McFarland
Administrative Judge

Cc: David H. Bediker, Esqg.
James Schneider, Esqg.
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[N THE WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMON PLEAS chRT o
GENERALDIVISION  JASHING v b T
THE STATE OF OHIO . + CASENO.04CR199
Plaintiff | S
v | - -+ JUDGEBOYER
GEOFFREY A. DAVIS * JOURNAL BNTRY: |
N | | RE-SENTENCING HEARING
- Defendant . . *

- This case came on for 2 Re-Sentencing H‘eariné this 1st day of Au.gust,.2006. Present in
opén Court were the Defendant, Geoffrey A. Dayvis, in custody, adcomp_z.mied. by his attorney
Rﬁymond H. Smithy J ar.n"es E. Sc]jnei‘de;, P_r',os;cuting A—ttqmey for Washington éountyﬁpp eared
on behalf of the State of Ohio. | | | .

The Court notes for the record that on Juns 1, 2003, the Defendant was found Grmlty by a
duly 1ﬁpmeled Jury of the offenses of Felomous Assault a second deg;rec felony, in V1olat10n
of OIﬁo_Revis.ed Code Section 2903.11(A)(1)&(D), as char.gedin Count 1 of the Indictment,. and
Abduction, a felm%/ of the thirt:i,diagree, in violation .of Ohio R'f_éx-ri.sed“_CQ de Section
2905.02(A)2), as charged in Count 2 of the Tndictment. .The.(.llourt ORDERED a_pre-sentehce

mvestigation and contiﬁu_ed the case for a Senten.cing Hearing to July 15_,_ 2005. The Defendant,
Geoffrey A. Davis, faiied to appear in Cou;‘tlon July 15, éOOS, and the Bond waé revoked and a
| warrant was-iss'ued for the aa:'rest of Geoff;éy A ]_Davis. On Septembe;'9, 2005-, the defendant
was sentél}ced to incarcerafion in the Correctional Recepf[ion Center at Otient, Ohio, for a
_ de;ﬁnj‘té petiod of seven (7) years for the offense of FelonidusiAzssiziult, and a definite period of .'

four (4) years for the qffsnsé of Abduction, with the Sent'ences to be served concurrently, so that




n the ag ge ate the defendant is'to be 1mprlsoned ax;ld conﬁned i the conectlonal Recaptlon
Center at Orient, Ohio for a deﬂmte penod of seven (7) years. |

The .C.ourt then proceeded with & re-sentencm g hEmng, as -ma.r;_ldated by the Ohio
Supreme Court il its Foster decision, since this case was pending on appea.l. when the Foster
decision was rend_ered.

Whereupon, the Court 1nqu1red if the State had notified the victim, and was the victim-

present and, dld the Vlotlm want to speak Attomey Schne1der adv1sed the Court that yes”_the

vmmn was not1ﬁed “yes” “the’ ’VthlITl Was' present a.nd “no”athe'vmtnn did fiot Wwant to speal{
Attorney Schneider made a statement as to _seqtencing._.

‘ ;‘;?.\Fhe,reupon«the Court _iiiqui-re’d of Attoriey Sﬁith if he wanted to make a statement on |
behalf of the Defendant as to sentencmg _i_g.'ﬂais_caise, and At.tﬁrn'ey Smith made a ilstat_el.ﬁ,ent
asking that the mininiuin éeﬁténce be Tmpdsed. |

Whereupon the Court inquired of the Defendant if he wanted to ma_ke a statement in hlS '
own ﬁehalf or present any infomation n mitigation 6f punishment, as to this chargs, aﬁd
‘Defendant made a statement. |

Whereupon the Court has considered the record of th‘lS case, the orél statements mads this
day, and the pre—séntence re;port, as well as the ﬁﬂﬁciples and pu.rpos;,es of sentencing pursuant to
Ohio Revised Code Sections 2929.11 through 2929.19, and the Court then made the félldWing
detenniﬁétions ;

[A] The defendat;lt has previously. served a term of imprisonment for another offense.

[B] The Court FmDS the following factors present that malke this crime :rn-ore serious

than the norm:

(1) The defendant caused serious physical, emotional, and economic harm to the victim.



(7) “The defendant s relatlonahlp te the v1ct1m facilitated the effense
[C] The Ceurt F]NDS that there are no faotors present that made thxs CHIne less seriolis

‘than the nor.

[D] The Court FINDS the followmg factors present which make this Defendant more
likely to recidivate:
. (1) The defendant has p‘n'or ad’ult and juvenile criminal convietiens,,-ast follows:

AsaTuvenile: R k] S_e_f@pieraﬁon
Unruly Chlld

As an Adult:

Resisting Ar_rest in February, 1978
OWI 111 I anuary, 1980 '

1990 rand defendant was placed on probatmn Probation
Was re oked 2/4/91 defendant was sent to prison for this offense
: Eseape Grand Theft and Aggravated Burglary and Defendant was sent to prison

Failure to Pay Lleense Remsta.tement Fee in July, 1992

L1ttenng n October 1999

'(2) The defendant shows no remorse, -and - although the defendant did say he 1s sorry
today, he continues to not accept responslbﬂlty for the crimes, but _1n51sts upOn placing the blame
" on the victim. | |

(3) The ei'reumstances'azre iikely te feeu-r.
" (4) The defendant has failed to‘res'ppnd te. prior sanctions imposed by Courts.
(5) The defendant demonstrated a pattern of alcohol abuse related to the offense and

defendant refuses to acknowledge this pattern.

[E] The Court FINDS no factors that make th1s defendant less likely to recidivate,

[F] The Court has welghed the seriousness and r_ec1d1v1sm factors and has con31dered the -



ovemdmg puxp oses of ;félonjf één’téﬁciﬂ g‘-.;t'oﬁp'.r";dtféépzt-hg. public fromfu’ﬂife _G_riirie_':‘{Jy“_chis._é%fgnd er
ar-ld..;nﬁ.hérs, andthe p}u_l__rI-J.i:"Jse to*pumsh thlsoffcnderandhas -Qénsiﬁérglci.thé 'ﬁgéd‘.-f_dr |
inqali_)agi_tatingrthis, offénder andvfti_efe};iﬁg.tﬁe,éi;fer}der and'o;tb'_er_s ﬁomfuture _c_r_im_-,é., and for

_ reh-abﬂi_tating'the"offender. The;éupori the 'Cou:rt FINDS that the sentence it.is about _to.irﬁp;jse is

reasonably calculated to achieve these purposes, and is commensurate with, and does not demean

the seriousness of the offendet’s conduct, and its impact upon:the victim, and is consistent with

sentenc@BlmPOSBdfGTSHnﬂarCnmesc s | -
- ‘='Théi§féi‘}é;% be i{ GRPERED andADJUDGEDﬂlatuponconSlderatlonof the ﬁiéé;é'emence_
investigation and report, and upon‘the statenieﬁtg made in Court this day, and ﬁpon conéi&erétion
of the constitutional faptors set.forth in Ohio',ReYiéed Code séc;,‘_nionsb.2929,1 Ithrough 2929.19,
and npon D efenégaﬂt bemgfoundGmltybya Ei UIyVerdlc’tOf the offenses of ;Elelo:r;_ious Assault; a v
fGlOI_l}’"_Df "che second degree, in.v'i_bldfioﬁ of t)hioﬁRéi{ised Code .Sec:tion'29f‘}3-. 11 (A)(l)'&ta), as
cﬁarged in Count 1 of the Ltldictrﬂ&nt, the-defendant, _GEbF_FRBY A, DAVIS, b’e-implis'oned and
confined in the Coxrectional Racep‘tiorl. Center at Orient, Ohio, for a definite period of se;ven'('?)
years, and upon the%efeﬁdan’c'being found Guilty by a Jury Verdict of the offense of Abduction,
a felony of the third dég}rée, in \délatidn-of Oﬁi.o.'.ReVisé62Code Section 2905 ,6-2&!—‘1)(25, ‘as |
- _ohafged in Count 2 of the Indictment, the defendamt; GEOFFREY A. DAVIS, be imprisone'd; and
confined in the Correctional Rccep.t-ion Center at Orient, Ohi'b, for a definite p-eriﬁd.of four (4) |
years, and the Court ORDERS Defendant to pay the costs of prosecﬁtion.' The sentences
im_pose_d. herein are to be served co_n.currently, so’l that in the aggregate, the defendant is to be
imprisoned and conﬁ-neci in the Corréctional Receptipn Center a;t Orient, Ohio, for a defmite
ﬁériod of-éév‘eﬁ_(ﬂ yeér_su.‘ffﬂé-ﬁ'éfende‘iht is trj)-‘-l:éceive credit for-ti‘mé'éerved, that belng342 déys ‘

through today [08/26/04 to 09/07/04, and 09/07/05 to 08/01/06).




Tt is further @RDERED that the defendant make restmmon to the V1et1n1 Demse Feught
m the amount of Nme Hundred ($900 00) Dollars whleh is the total of medlcal bills not eovered
by ia_lsurane'e. |
The Court notifies the -Defendantthat 'following his'iﬁeareeration a post reIeaee control -
period of three (3) }lrears may be 1mposed by the Parole Bodrd. The Court explamed the

consequences for v101at111g cond;tmns of Post Release Control 1mposed by the Parole Board

_ under Ohlo Rev1sed Code see T ERS defen&ant that he is to. serve as part of

' th1S'se'1'11:enee;-the- ter.m of post re \posed b he--Parele_-Bpard,z-andf eny-pneeﬁ term
impo_sed. fora violation of that post reiease control.
Attomey Smiﬁ aeked the Court to estaﬁﬁeh an app eal bond and-advised the Co1._1rt that the
defendant. 1ntended o appeal o - S - | ' _ i‘»':".
Whereupon the Ceurt OR]ERS that-an appeal bond i is set in the amount of $100 000 00.
Whereupon, the Defendant is ORDERED Iemanded‘to_ the custody of the Washmgton- |

County Sheriff for transport to the institution.

Washmgten County, Ohio

| Ii’ayfﬂéﬁd H. Smith
Attorney for Geoffrey A. Davis
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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF OHIO
FOURTH APPELLATE DISTRICT
WASHINGTON COUNTY

State of Ohio, : Case No. 06CA39
Plaintiff-Appellee, : MAGISTRATE’S DECISION
V.

Geoffrey A. Davis,

Defendant-Appeltant.

' Appellant, Geoffrey A. Davis, has filed an application to reopen this appeal.
Appellant, however, filed an application to reopen this same appeal on February 22,
2008, which we denied. Accordingly, because App.R. 26(B) does not provide a
mechanism for filing multiple applications to reopen, appellant’s application is DENIED.

The clerk is ORDERED to serve all counsel of record at their last known
addresses. The clerk is further ORDERED to serve appellant by certified mail, return
receipt requested. If returned unserved, the clerk shall serve appeilant by ordinary mail.
IT IS SO ORDERED.

FOR THE COURT

Ae_ b btk

Aaron M. McHenry ’
Magistrate
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