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MOTION TO DISMISS

Now comes the State of Ohio, by and through counsel, and hereby moves this Court to dismiss

the Relator's Complaint foN Mandamus (hereinafter simply "Complaint") pursuant to Civ. R. 12(B)(6),

applicable through S. Ct. Prac. R. 14(C)(2), as Relator has failed to state a claim against upon which relief

can be granted. Relator is not entitled to a peremptory writ of mandamus as Respondent Judge David

Branstool has the right to set bail under Ohio Crim. R. 46(A)(2) and not accept a surety bond in

satisfaction as a 10% Bond is not a "cash only" bond. Further, Respondent Gary Walters, as Licking

County Clerk of Courts, does not have the discretion to ignore a court order as that would violate the

duties of his office pursuant to Ohio Rev. Code §2303.06. Respondent is moving to dismiss Respondent

Judge Marcelain in a separate Motion to Dismiss that will be filed contemporaneously herein.

A. Statement of Case

Woodrow Fox, Relator in this action, owns and maintains the bail bond business, "Woody Fox

Bail Bonds, LLC". While the Relator's business is located out of Franklin County, he routinely posts

surety bonds for the courts in Licking County, including the Licking County Court of Common Pleas.

Relator has alleged in his Complaint that the Licking County Common Pleas Court routinely sets

bonds that require a ten percent cash deposit in order to be posted (hereinafter these bonds will be referred

to as "10% Bonds"). The Relator has alleged through affidavits on behalf of both himself and one of his

bondsmen, Nevin Keim, that if the Licking County Common Pleas Court sets a 10% Bond, then the

Licking County Clerk's Office will not accept a surety bond in lieu of the cash deposit.

To support his position, he cited six cases where 10% bonds were set and surety bonds were

refused: State of Ohio v. Jenny Markle, 2012 CR 404; State of Ohio v. Melissa Canterbury, 2011 CR 73;

State of Ohio v. Sara Caw, 2012 CR 106; State of Ohio v. Abigail Hunt, 2012 CR 396; State of Ohio v.

Brittani Hill, 2012 CR 439; and State of Ohio v. Ralph Lawyer, 2012 CR 358.
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Jenny Markle was charged Aggravated Drug Trafficking, a felony of the 4th degree, on August 3,

2012. She appeared on August 21, 2012 and her bond was set as a personal recognizance bond. On

October 22, 2012, Ms. Markle was found to have violated a condition of her bond. As a result of the

bond violation, the magistrate amended Ms. Markle's bond to a 10% Bond of $10,000, and continued the

conditions previously set. On October 24, 2012, Steve Burge Jr. posted the $1,000 on Ms. Markle's

behalf. Ms. Markle pled guilty to her charge on February 27, 2013. See Attachment I.

Melissa Canterbury was indicted for Theft, a felony of the 3rd degree, on February 18, 2011. On

March 8, 2011, Ms. Canterbury appeared on her charge and her bond was set as a "$5,000 own

recognizance reporting" bond with other conditions. This is a recognizance bond and no money has to be

posted in order for the defendant to be released. Ms. Canterbury pled guilty to her charge on October 7,

2011. On July 31, 2012, Ms. Canterbury was charged with a probation violation and a bond hearing was

scheduled for August 10, 2012. On that date, Ms. Canterbury's bond was set as a 10% Bond of $50,000

with conditions. On August 15, 2012, Derek Gavin-Smith posted bond on Ms. Canterbury's behalf.

Ultimately, Ms. Canterbury's community control was revoked and she was conveyed to prison on

November 6, 2012. See Attachment II

Sara Caw was indicted for Aggravated Possession of Drugs, a felony of the 5ffi degree, on March

2, 2012. She appeared on March 21, 2012 and her bond was set as a "$5,000 own recognizance

reporting", so she was released on her recognizances. Ms. Caw was accused of violating her bond and a

hearing was held on October 24, 2012. At that time, her bond was amended to a 10% Bond of $10,000.

On November 26, 2012, Ms. Caw pled guilty to her charges and was sentenced to the Licking County

Jail. See Attachment III

Abigail Hunt was indicted for an Assault on a Peace Officer, a felony of the 4th degree, on July

27, 2012. She appeared on July 31, 2012 and her bond was set as a 10% Bond of $15,000 plus $10,000

cash or surety. On August 10, 2012, Ms. Hunt, through her attorney, moved for a bond reduction which



was granted by Respondent Judge Branstool on August 22, 2012. Her bond was reduced to an overall

10% Bond of $2,500. Ben Ameling posted that bond for her on August 22, 2012. Subsequent to that, she

was accused of violating her bond and it was modified on October 2, 2012 to $25,000 cash, surety, or

10% bond. Ms. Hunt pled on her charges on October 11, 2012 but was granted bond while her pre-

sentence investigation was pending. On the same date, she moved for another bond modification as she

apparently could not post the bond that was set on October 2, 2012. Her bond modification was granted

and her bond was amended to a 10% bond of $15,000 plus $5,000 cash or surety on October 11, 2012.

On October 18, 2012, her bond was posted by Jennifer Tanner-Smith and the Newark Bonding Company,

respectively. Ms. Hunt eventually pled guilty and was sentenced to community control on November 15,

2012. See Attachment IV.

Brittani Hill was indicted for Aggravated Drug Trafficking, a felony of the 3rd degree and

Tampering With Evidence, felony of the 3rd degree, on August 24, 2012. She appeared on her charges on

August 28, 2012 and her bond was set as a 10% Bond of $10,000. Her bond was posted the same day by

Lucinda Mitchell. She pled guilty to her charges on November 20, 2012 and was sentenced to 4'/2 years

of prison. See Attachment V

Ralph Lawyer was indicted for Domestic Violence, a felony of the 4h degree, on July 13, 2012.

He appeared on July 17, 2012 and his bond was set as a 10% Bond on $10,000. On July 24, 2012, he

appeared with his counsel and entered pleas of not guilty and did not move to amend his bond. On July

27, 2012, Doug Wellman posted Mr. Lawyer's bond. Mr. Lawyer pled guilty to his charges on

November 1, 2012 and was sentenced to 60 days in jail and community control. See Attachment VI

Respondent Branstool or the magistrate had set the bonds on the cases cited above. Respondent

Walters' office followed the court's bond orders as written and did not accept a surety bond in lieu of the

10% cash deposit for bail issued under Crim.R. 46(A)(2).
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A. Bail

The current version of Section 9, Article I of the Ohio Constitution, as amended in 1998, provides

the following in regards to a right to bail:

"All persons shall be bailable by sufficient sureties, except for a person who is charged with a
capital offense where the proof is evident or the presumption great, and except for a person who
is charged with a felony where the proof is evident or the presumption great and where the
person poses a substantial risk of serious physical harm to any person or the community. Where
a person is charged with any offense for which the person may be incarcerated, the court may
determine at any time the type, amount, and conditions of bail. Excessive bail shall not be
required; nor excessive fines imposed; nor cruel and unusual punishments indicted.

After Section 9, Article I was amended, the Ohio Supreme Court amended Ohio Crim. R. 46 to

provide guidance to Ohio courts on issuing bail to defendants. Specifically, Crim.R. 46(A) provides the

following:

(A) Types and amounts of bail. Any person who is entitled to release shall be released upon

one or more of the following types of bail in the amount set by the court:

(1) The personal recognizance of the accused or an unsecured bail bond;

(2) A bail bond secured by the deposit of ten percent of the amount of the bond in cash. Ninety

percent of the deposit shall be returned upon compliance with all conditions of the bond;

(emphasis added)

(3) A surety bond, a bond secured by real estate or securities as allowed by law, or the deposit of

cash, at the option of the defendant.

Per this rule, the Respondent has the authority to set a "10% bond" which can only be satisfied by the

tendering of a cash deposit. Crim.R. 46(A) provides trial courts with the discretion to set an (A)(1),

(A)(2), or (A)(3) or a combination thereof. Smith v. Leis, 165 Ohio App.3d 581 (2006)-not to be

confused with Smith v. Leis, 106 Ohio St.3d 309 (2005). That Smith court held that a defendant can only

post a 10% bond to secure his release if the trial court authorizes it under Crim.R. 46(A)(2). Id. at 587.

The factors that a trial court can consider when ordering the "types, amounts, or conditions" of

bail are contained under Crim.R. 46(C)(1) through (5). Trial courts also have the right to amend bail at

any time by ordering different or additional amounts or types of bonds. Crim.R.46(E).



Despite the plain language of Crim.R. 46(A)(2), the Relator has posited that the Respondents do

not have the authority to reject a surety bond to satisfy a 10% bond based on Section 9, Article I of the

Ohio Constitution and the following cases: State ex rel. Jones, et al. v. Hendon, 66 Ohio St.3d 115 (1993)

and Smith v. Leis, 106 Ohio St.3d 309 (2005).

In Jones, the issue was whether the trial court had the discretion under the former Crim.R.

46(C)(4) ("Require the execution of a bail bond with sufficient solvent sureties, or the execution of a bond

secured by real estate in the county, or the deposit of cash or the securities allowed by law in lieu

thereof', which was the precursor to the current Crim.R. 46(A)(3)), to prevent the defendant from posting

a surety bond when the court ordered a "cash only bond" of $50,000. The Ohio Supreme Court ruled that

since the bond was set under Crim.R. 46(C)(4) and it provided for four different types of bonds including

surety, the trial court lacked the discretion to mandate how the bond was posted and had to accept a surety

bond if tendered. Id. at 118.

However, the finding in Jones is distinguishable from the facts presented in this case because the

bail at issue is set pursuant to Crim.R. 46(A)(2). The language in Crim.R. 46(A)(2) only provides for a

10% bond to be posted via a cash deposit and makes no provision for the acceptance of a "surety" bond.

Therefore, the plain meaning of Crim.R. 46(A)(2) does not provide the same "choice" that Crim.R.

46(C)(4) formally had.

The Ohio Supreme Court revisited the issue of "cash only bonds" after the Ohio voters approved

the 1998 amendment to Section 9, Article I of the Ohio Constitution in Smith v. Leis (2005), 106 Ohio

St.3d 309. In Smith, the trial court had set a "$1,000,000.00 straight cash only" bond under

Crim.R.(46)(A)(3). Smith filed a habeas corpus petition to force the state to lower his bond to a

"reasonable" amount. The respondent argued that with the 1998 constitutional amendment and rule

change of Crim.R. 46 "cash only" bonds were now permitted. Id. 317, 321.
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The Court nixed this argument, but narrowly. In a 4-3 decision, the Court held that the Ohio

Constitution did not permit "cash only" bonds due to the "sufficient sureties" language contained within

Section 9, Article I. Id. at 323. The court further held that if it intended to authorize a "cash only" bond

when it amended Crim.R. 46, then it would have provided for a "cash only" bond in Crim.R. 46. Id. at

321.

However, while the Court ruled that "cash only" bonds were not allowed under Section 9, Article

I of the Ohio Constitution, it apparently did not view a 10% bond set under Crim.R. 46(A)(2) as a "cash

only bond". This is evident from the Court's discussion about a trial court's power to amend a bond

under Crim.R. 46(E) when it specifically stated: "Thus, even under amended Crim.R. 46(E), trial courts

are not authorized to impose a cash-only condition on a bail or bond; they are authorized to change the

type of bond (i.e. those listed in Crim.R. 46(A)) at any time." Id. (emphasis added). While Crim.R.

46(A)(2) was not specifically at issue in Smith, the Court did not appear to consider a 10% bond as a

"cash only bond" under its analysis. See also State ex rel. Williams v. Fankhauser, 2006 WL 621697

(Ohio App. 11t" Dist.) at 5.

Subsequent to Jones and Smith, the question about whether a surety bond could be posted in lieu

of a 10% cash bond was raised in State ex rel. Williams v. Fankhauser. The facts in Williams are

analogous to the facts presented here and in another case pending in front of this Court on this issue:

State ex rel. Sylvester v. Neal, Ohio Supreme Court Case Number 2013-1742. Williams was charged with

three counts of receiving stolen property, all 46' degree felonies. Id. at 1. The trial court set Williams'

bond as "$25,000.00 Ten Percent." Id. David Mayfield, a bail bondsman, attempted to post a surety

bond for the full $25,000 to gain Williams' release. The Portage County Clerk's office rejected the surety

bond and advised Mr. Mayfield that they could only accept the cash deposit of $2,500. Id. Williams filed

a writ of mandamus to force the clerk's office to accept the surety bond so he could be released. Id.
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Williams argued that the clerk's office, by refusing a surety bond on a 10% Bond, was imposing a

"cash only" bond to secure his releasewhich was in contravention of the Ohio Constitution. Id. The

relator cited to both Jones and Smith in support of his position. Id. at 3 & 4. The Williams court rejected

the relator's argument and instead relied on the plain meaning of Crim.R. 46(A). Specifically, the court

ruled that since Smith reviewed the entirety of Crim.R. 46(A) and found that it does not provide for the

imposition of "cash only" bonds, then Smith ruled by implication that Crim.R.46(A)(2) is not a "cash only

bond". Id. at 5. Therefore, the court held that, based on Smith, if bail issued under Crim.R. (A)(2) is not

considered a "cash only bond" then it does not violate the "sufficient sureties" clause under Section 9,

Article I of the Ohio Constitution. Id.

The Williams court further distinguished the facts in its case from Jones and Smith as the bail

issued in the two latter cases were set pursuant to the former and current version of Crim.R. 46(A)(3),

which provide a defendant multiple options on posting a bond. Id. at 4. The court cited to the benefit of

Crim.R. 46(A)(2), for only making a defendant, or someone on his/her behalf, responsible for posting a

10% cash deposit and not having to post the remaining 90% of the bond. Id.

The holdings in Jones, Smith, and Williams turned on whether the bail issued was supported by

"sufficient sureties." To define what a "surety" was, the Smith court relied on the legal definition of

"surety", as provided in Black's Law Dictionary, as "a person who is primarily liable for the payment of

another person's debt or the performance of another's obligation." Id. at 319. Following that definition, a

"surety" is merely a third party who has assumed a debt on behalf of another. Id. at 324. Therefore, a

surety does not necessarily have to be a commercial bondsman but can be anyone who is willing to be

liable for a debt of another.

Here, even though the Respondents did not permit the Relator to post a surety bond on the named

defendants' behalf, third parties who were willing to comply with Respondent Branstool's court order for

bond were permitted to post the 10% cash deposit on behalf of the defendants. Those same third parties



had to sign an acknowledgment that they would be jointly liable with the defendant for the full bond

amount if the defendant defaulted on his/her bond. See attached certified entries. As the defendants

could have third parties post the 10% cash deposits on their behalf, their bail issued under Crim.R.

46(A)(2) complied with Section 9, Article I as it was "bailable by sufficient sureties".

B. Mandamus

Based on the foregoing, the Relator's Complaint fails to meet his burden in showing that he is

entitled to a peremptory writ of mandamus. Mandamus actions are controlled by Chapter 2731 of the

Ohio Revised Code. "Mandamus is a writ, issued in the name of the state to an inferior tribunal, a

corporation, board, or person, commanding the performance of an act which the law specially enjoins as a

duty resulting from an office, trust, or station." R.C. § 2731.01. "Application for [a] writ of mandamus

must be by petition, in the name of the state on the relation of the person applying, and verified by

affidavit." R.C. § 2731.04. Moreover, the Rules of Civil Procedure are generally applicable in original

actions for extraordinary writs. See, e.g., State ex rel. Ahmed v. Costine, 99 Ohio St.3d 212, 2003-Ohio-

3080, ¶ 5, fn. 1.

In order for a court to grant a writ of mandamus, a Relator must show that he is entitled to all of

the following by "clear and convincing evidence":

1) that he/she has a clear legal right to relief prayed for; and

2) that the Respondent is under clear legal duty to perform acts; and

3) that he has no plain and adequate remedy in the ordinary course of law.

See, State ex rel. McGrath v. Ohio Adult Parole Authority, 2003 WL 1901344 (Ohio App. 8t1i Dist.) citing

State ex rel. National City Bank v. Board of Education (1977), 52 Ohio St. 2d 81, 369 N.E. 2d

1200. See also State ex rel. Doner v. Zody (2011), 130 Ohio St.3d 446, 958 N.E.2d 1235

Courts will only issue a writ of mandamus when the respondent had a clear duty to act and has

failed to do so. State ex rel. Van Harlingen v. Bd of Education of Mad River Twp. Rural School District
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(1922), 104 Ohio St. 360; City of Wapakoneta v. Helpling (1939), 135 Ohio St. 98. If the Relator is

successful in showing that he is entitled to all of the above in his petition for a writ of mandamus, then the

Court may issue a peremptory writ of mandamus or an alternative writ under R.C. §2731.06:

"When the right to require the performance of an act is clear and it is apparent that no valid

excuse can be given for not doing it, a court, in the first instance, may allow a peremptory

mandamus. In all other cases an alternative writ must first be issued on the allowance of the

court, or a judge thereof. (emphasis added)

The Relator has failed to meet his burden in showing that he is entitled to a writ of mandamus,

much less a peremptory writ. The Relator has not established that he has a clear legal right of relief

prayed or that Respondent is under a clear duty to perform requested acts.

Respondent Branstool is rightfully exercising his authority to set bail under the plain meaning of

Crim.R. 46(A(2). The purpose of bail is to secure the appearance of a defendant. Crim.R. 46(A) and

Ohio Rev. Code §2937.22. Respondent Branstool has the authority and right to set a 10% bond under

Crim.R. 46(A)(2) if he finds that the factors listed under Crim.R. 46(C) warrant it. Further, if Respondent

Branstool sets bail pursuant to Crim.R. 46(A)(2) only, then Respondent Walters, as a Licking County

Clerk of Court is duty bound, under Ohio Rev. Code §2303.06, to follow the court's order. ("The clerk of

the court of common pleas shall exercise the powers conferred and perform the duties enjoined upon him

by statute and by common law; and in the performance of his duties he shall be under the direction of his

court. (emphasis added). As both Respondents are acting within the scope of their respective authorities

and are following the law as written, Relator has failed to show how accepting a surety bond on a 10%

bond issued under Crim.R. 46(A)(2) is a"clear legal right" to which is entitled to relief and how the

Respondents are under a clear legal duty to accept a surety bond in lieu of the 10% deposit.

Finally, Relator's Complaint should be dismissed as there are other remedies at law that would

permit relief to the Relator other than the "extraordinary relief ' that they would receive due to the
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issuance of a writ of mandamus. Specifically, the defendants in the cases cited by the Relator always had

the option of petitioning the trial court for a bond modification for either a different bail amount or type.

Of the six cases cited by Relator, only one defendant, Abigail Hunt, moved for a bond reduction which

was granted by Respondent Branstool. See Attachment IV. When the Williams court held that the clerk

had acted correctly in rejecting the bail bondsman's surety bond on a 10% Bond, the court opined that

Williams should have petitioned the trial court directly for a bond modification. Id. at 5. If the trial court

denied the defendant's motion for bond modification, the Williams court held that the defendant would

then have the recourse to bring a habeas action. Id. As there are other remedies available to the Relator,

he is not entitled to a writ of mandamus.

When evaluating whether a motion to dismiss filed under Civ.R. 12(B)(6) should be granted, the

trial court must assume all factual allegations are true and make all reasonable inferences in favor of the

non-moving party. Jackson v. Ohio Bur.of Workers' Comp., 98 Ohio App.3d 579 (1994). Assuming all

of the facts in a light most favorable to the Relator, his complaint must be dismissed pursuant to Crim.R.

12(B)(6) for the reasons stated above.

Further, the request for damages should be dismissed as the Respondents have political

subdivision immunity under Ohio Rev. Code §2744.01, et seq. and the request for attorneys fees for a writ

of mandamus are not recoverable under Ohio Rev. Code §2731.11.

For all of the foregoing reasons, Respondents Branstool and Walters respectfully request that this

Complaint for Mandamus be dismissed.

Respectfully submitted,

KENNETH W. OSWALT
LICKING C'OT^,rTY PRM

By r {/l
Am rown Thompson, Reg. # 0070511

ecuting g AttorneyAs^istant Pros
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and accurate copy of the foregoing Motion to
Dismiss on behalf of Respondents Branstool and Respondent Walters has been served on the
following party by regular U.S. Mail, postage pre-paid, this 28th day of March, 2013:

Kendra Carpenter
Sprankle Carpenter, LLC
Counsel for Relator
P.O. Box 14293
Columbus, OH 43214

''1'honfpson, Reg. # 0070511
secuting Attorney
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ATTACHMENT I

CERTIFIED ENTRIES REFERENCED BY RESPONDENTS REGARDING STATE OF OHIO v. JENNY MARKLE
CASE NO. 2012 CR 404



I N TH E LICKI NG COUNTY COMMON PL^AS COURT

State of Ohio

Plaintiff,^^,,u;,•^^^^'
-vs- ^u^i Z 1 P 3. 0^

Defendarlt;

i itnr_iuGNT GNTRY -

Case No.

^14,IS 1S A 7" °JE dCE I_
.^^^^ ON ^r ..d^

CC ,1 '3 COUIT
^ ^^ V. O^TO^^ ^^^0 Y

^^^ ^ ^ J

,
^` ,^°:^- °'

Clerk of, Courts

The Defendant appeared for his/her initial appearance on ' , 20 / Z-. The State of

Ohio was represented by the Licking County Prosecutor's Office. The Def ndant appeared (q with counsel,

) ([3without counsel).

The Defendant acknowledged receiving a copy of the indictment. I
indictment was read to the Defendant, or in the alternative, the Defendant
Further, the Court advised the Defendant of his/her rights under Crim. R. 5(,

This case is continued for Arraignment on ^`79
County Common Pleas Court, 1 Courthouse Square, Newark, Ohio 43055.

Pursuant to Crim. R. 46, the Defendant shall be released on the foll(

1. Type and Amount of Bail

accordance with Crim. R. 10, the
aived a reading of the indictment.

20/Z-at 8:30 am, at the Licking

ng bond(s) and conditions:

q Bond '
s set in the amount of $ , to be posted as fo lows:

^ The personal recognizance of the Defendant, under Crim. R. 46(A)(1). under Crim. R.

q The execution of an unsecured bail bond in the am unt of $

q
11

46(A)(1).
q The execution of an appearance bond in the amount of $ . The accused or bond depositor

may deposit 10% of the full amount of bond directly with the Lic ing County Clerk of Courts. Upon

breach, the accused/depositor will forfeit the amount deposited a d will owe the balance on the full

amount of bond. Upon compliance, 90% of the amount deposited hall be returned to the defendant or

the bond depositor. Crim. R. 46(A)(2).

q The execution
of a surety bond, a bond secured by real esta e or securities as allowed by

law, or the deposit of cash, at the option of the Defendant, in the mount of $ , under
Crim. R.

46(A)(3).
Bond is continued as previously (q set)(qposted )•

Con itions

q
The Defendant shall have no contact, directly or indirectly, with the ^oilowing individuals:

The Defendant shall abstain from the consumption of alcohol orI any controlled substance without a

q prescription and immediately submit to alcohol or drug testing.
Defendant shall report to Adult Court Services immediately followin court or upon release.
Defendant shall: ,E3-Complete Drug/Alcohol Eval. q Complet Mental Health Eval.

q

It is so ordered.

Copies:
q Licking County Prosecutor

VID a,!) J^^j
Judge W. David Branstool

q Defense Counsel q t served in Court

%^\^



3n the Court of COYtCI1^0't^ `3pkao, litkttYg QCDitlYtp, (ObtD

State of Ohio

vs.

Jenny Markle,

Plaintiff,

Defendant.

********************^*****^***«********^******^**

On the 22"d day of October, 2012, this matter came on for a pretrial bond violation

hearing. Defendant was present with counsel and Assistant Licking County Prosecutor

Brian Waltz was present on behalf of the State of Ohio. The Adult Court Services

Department provided this Court with credible information that the defendant has violated

her terms and conditions of bond. Based upon the information provided at the hearing,

the Court hereby sets the defendant's bond at $10,000 appearance or 10%, with

conditions continued as previously set. The defendant shall report to Adult Court

Services upon posting of said bond and release from incarceration.

The Clerk of Courts is hereby ORDERED to serve a copy of this Magistrate's

3'ubge
Uamag X
f8lartelain

740-670•5781

3rubge
W. 39abib
jIdranotool

740-870-5770

Courtbouge
.Rebuari;, ®bio

43055

Order upon all parties or counsel.

MAGISTRATE'S ORDER

Mattie Klein, Magistrate

xc: Licking County Prosecutor's Office
Walter Barnes, Adult Court Services Department
Erin McEnaney, Esq., Attorney for Defendant. 1 f,T^^^

^.'^^,^.^ N FaeE
C07̂y or

'Lk

c o ^^.n"^ri,Co,^'

.^ CCeTjqrY9 ^..^ir..^o

nepL#tYjj.ZW
e dro^^^ ..^'

Cleos^, ^.^f Courts

?q
Case No: 2012 CR 0404

, .^^



IN TI-IE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

LICKING COUNTY, OHIO

CASE NO. 2012 CR 004U^4^ gS I ^^^^ < an^ C^^
STATE OF OHIO OFFENSE: AGGRAV^^,WTRN-FC^4M-P' $' 16

Zfl17 OCI Z^i P t4= 21 IN DRUGS (F4) C^ $^N i^LEF^^ C^^ :^
LIC ^^G COUINTY^ C C)

vs.
7 013R

JENNY L MARKLE i ^Rc

THE STATE OF OHIO, LICKING COUNTY, SS
DepuIy-

^^ ^^

October 24, 2012 THE DEFENDANT JENNY L MARKLE AND STEVE W. CG^^J^^^^^
ON
PERSONALLY
APPEARED BEFORE ME AND INDI^;VIDUAL OWE AND

STATE OF OHIO THE SUM OF
JENNY L MARKLE WOULD BE RESIPONSIBLE TO
$10,000 TO BE LEVIED ON PERSONAL PROPERTY AND REAL PROPERTY, IF HE/SHE SHOULD
DEFAULT ON THE CONDITIONS OV THE BAIL AS SET FORTH BELOW:

1. THAT THE DEFENDANT SHALL PERSONALLY APPEAR BRHEREINpMMON PLEAS
COURT WHEN REQUIRED TO DO SO ON THE CHARGES FIL ED i

_

^

2. REPORT TO ADULT COURT SERVICES^^^ ^^^

,

""`

3. NO DRUGS OR ALCOHOL.
4. URINALYSIS AND BREATH TESTING

q OTHER CONDITIONS

V LAPP EVALUATION

q NO CONTACT WiTH ALLEDGED VICTIM

q NO OPERATING;A MOTOR VEHICLE

q NO WEAPONS
q OTHER

INDIVIDUAL POSTING BOND

ADDRESS

al,o rm o I-t
CITY STATE ZIP CODE

DEFENDANT'S SIGNATURE

ADDRESS

CITY STATE ZIP CODE

74 o ` 7 S-s - avL-L -r• PHONE NUMBER

PHONE NUMBER

TAKEN AND ACKNOWLEDGED PEFORE ME UPON THE DATE ABOVE-STATED.

GARY LTE
BY

BY
DEPUTY CLERK

DEPUTY



GARY R. WALTERS, CLERK OF COURTS

75 E. MAIN ST.

NEWARK, OHIO 43055

Receipt Type Case Outstanding Amount 9.27

Receipt Number 191937 Receipt Date 10/24/2012

Case Number 2012 CR 00404

Description STATE OF OHIO vs. MARKLE, JENNY L

Action AGG TRAFFICKING IN DRUGS -2925.03

Judge BRANSTOOL, W. DAVID

Received From STEVE BURGE

On Behalf Of MARKLE, JENNY L

Total Received 1,000.00

Net Received 1,000.00

Change 0.00

Receipt Payments

CASH

Receipt Applications
Bond

Deputy Clerk:

Amount Reference Description

1,000.00

Amount

1,000.00

lbindl Transaction Date 10/24/2012

16:26:42.64

Comments



ATTACHMENT II

CERTIFIED ENTRIES REFERENCED BY RESPONDENTS REGARDING STATE OF OHIO v. MELISSA CANTERBURY

CASE NO. 2011 CR 73
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^1n t^je Court of ^1Coutmot^ VZeag, ^..ic^.iug (^ourrtp, o
Q

^^3

State of Ohio,
. 1 yf..ryr

1

Plaintiff, -- 8) t-3 3. 31 ^

3luDge
2l^boma^ ^. ^larcetain

740-670-5777

^lubge
W. ^Babib WranOtoo(

740-670-5770

^ourtryouoe
^elnark, ®^ 43055

1%^t ^V
vs. CaseNo. ^

OL^̂ ^ SSU a-T-RS
JUDGMENT ENTRY

Defendant. INITIAL APPEARANCE

On the day of I cametheStateofOhiothro^ ^ lC^-f ^ 20

The Licking County Prosecutor's Office, and also came the Defendant, personally, and with / ithout

legal counsel, and this matter came on for initial appearance hearing.

q At the hearing, the Defendant requested the proceedings constitute as his/her arraignment. The
Defendant waived a reading of, or in the alternative was read the indictment, and entered a plea(s)
of Not Guilty to the charge(s) contained in the indictment. The Court accepted the plea(s).

he Defendant is to appear for Arraignment on /)s/ j at 8:30 a.m. at the

Licking County Justice Center.

Defendant is appearing pursuant to the summons issued in the above referenced matter.

For appearance of Defendant, the Court:

Sets bond at $5,000 own recognizance reporting.

q Sets bond at cash or surety.

q Continues bond as set / posted through Municipal Court.

q Other

With the added conditions:

x The Defendant shall report in person to the Adult Court Services Department, immediately

following Arraignment and/or upon the posting of bond, and as they shall suggest.

>6e
Defendant shall not consume, or have in his possession, any alcohol or drugs, and

shall submit to random urinalysis and breathalyzer testing.

q The Defendant shall submit to a LAPP evaluation.

ThAefen ast^tr shall hw8%no contac , eith r directlyA" h^idirec , with alleg^ic s

q
q

ir(thi&r^rgtter a'Vr with &Qy-ce4defendanV,s,y--' ^
The Defendant shall not possess or have in his possession any firearm(s) and / or weapons.

Other

cc: Licking County Prosecutor's Office
Adult Court Services Department
q Defense Counsel:

)k Defendant Served in Court

Magistrate Mattie Klein
Licking County Common Pleas Court

Judge
Licking County Common Pleas Court

JE-02-OB/0B
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IN THE L10 ^1NO GQU°Nqt 6 MON PLEAS r.,A! o
Coo^^^a^^
^^^ ^^^ ^oUlITYg O_̂O 2011 OCT -7 PH 3: 13

State of Ohio, n^E^ ';'^ R. WA! Tc RS
` Ct.^ Rrf

Plaintiff, DePu,

-vs- Case No. 11 CR 00073

^
Melissa C. Canterb^^gi, : Judge W. David Branstool

Defendant.

JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION AND SENTENCE

This case came before the Court on October 7, 2011, for a change of plea and

sentencing hearing. The Defendant appeared with her attorney, Sheena Sjostrad-Post.

Assistant Prosecuting Attorney, Tracy Van Winkle, appeared on behalf of the State of

Ohio.

On February 18, 2011, the Licking County Grand Jury returned an Indictment

charging the Defendant with the following offenses:

Count/ Of#ense/Specification ORC Section Degree
Specification

1 Theft Over $500.00 2913.02 (A)(3 ) F-5

2

3

The Defendant initially pled not guilty and the matter was scheduled for trial.

Subsequently, the Defendant, through her attorney, requested permission of the Court

to withdraw her plea of not guilty and enter a plea of Guilty to the Indictment.

Prior to accepting the Defendant's Guilty plea, the Court personally addressed

the Defendant and advised her of her rights under Crim. R. 11. Further, the Court found

that the Defendant made a knowing, voluntary and intelligent decision to withdraw her

-1- 0 "Z7`" ?3 0
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not guilty plea and to enter a Guilty plea. As a result, the -Court accepted the

Defendant's Guilty plea and found the Defendant guilty of the following offenses:

Count/ Offense/Specification ORC Section Degree
Specification

1 Theft (Over $500.00) 2913.02 A 3 F-5

2

3

The Court ordered, received and reviewed a Pre-sentence Investigation Report.

Both the Defendant and her attorney were afforded an opportunity to review the portions

of the PSI they were entitled to review prior to sentencing, and to comment on the

information contained in the PSI. The Court gave both the defense counsel and the

Defendant an opportunity to present evidence and to make a statement in mitigation of

punishment.

Prior to imposing sentence, the Court considered the record, the statements of

the parties, any victim impact statement and Pre-sentence Investigation Report

prepared, as well as, the purposes and principles of sentencing set forth in R.C.

2929.11, and balanced the seriousness and recidivism factors set forth in R.C. 2929.13.

Further, the Court found that a prison term was not mandatory under R.C. 2929.13(F).

Taking all of these matters into consideration, the Court finds that a prison term is

not consistent with the purposes and principles of sentencing under R.C. 2929.11, and

that the Defendant is amenable to an available community control sanction.

1. COMMUNITY CONTROL SANCTIONS (R.C. 2929.15)

The Defendant is placed on the following community control sanctions for a

period of three (3) years. If the Defendant violates any of the conditions of

community control sanctions, the Court may do any of the following: (1) impose a

-2_ qt31
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longer term under community control sanctions; (2) impose more restrictive

community control sanctions; or (3) impose the reserved prison term for the offense

for which the Defendant was convicted.

A. Residential Sanctions (R.C. 2929.16)

q The Defendant is sentenced to serve a local jail sentence of days in
the Licking County Justice Center.

q The Defendant is given credit for time served in the amount of
days.

q The Defendant shall report to the Licking County Justice Center on
at to begin serving this sanction.

q The Defendant shall enter into and successfully complete an approved
Community Based Correctional Facility Program, to wit:

q The Defendant shall enter into and successfully complete a term in a
halfway house program., to wit:

q The Defendant shall enter into and successfully complete a term in an
alternative residential facility, to wit:

q The Defendant shall remain at the Licking County Justice Center until
his/her placement into the above residential program or facility.

B. Nonresidential Sanctions (R.C. 2929.17)

® The Defendant shall be placed under the supervision of the Licking
County Adult Court Services Department and shall comply with all general
and specific conditions of supervision as set forth below. Further, the
Defendant shall be placed on a term of:

q Intensive Probation Supervision
® Basic Probation Supervision
q Monitored Probation Supervision
q Day reporting
q Drug Court Supervision

Y'he Defendant shall abide by the law and may not leave the State without
the permission of the Court or the Defendant's probation officer.

The Defendant shall enter into and successfully complete a drug
counseling program as directed by the Adult Court Services Department.

-3- t^3v'^



q The Defendant shall enter into and successfully complete an approved
mental health treatment/counseling program as directed by the Adult
Court Services Department.

q The Defendant shall enter into and successfully complete the Licking
County Common Pleas Court Drug Court Program.

® The Defendant shall complete 100 hours of community service.

q The Defendant shall be placed on a condition of continuous alcohol use
monitoring, the terms of which shall be established by the Adult Court
Services Department. The Defendant shall bear all costs and fees
associated with this condition.

The Defendant shall abstain from the use of alcohol, and the use of any
controlled substance, without a prescription by a licensed medical
practitioner. The Defendant shall provide a copy of any prescription
issued to him or her to the Adult Court Service Department.

® The Defendant shall immediately submit to an alcohol or drug test if
requested to do so by any law enforcement officer.

® The Defendant shall conscientiously seek and/or maintain suitable
employment or pursue conscientiously a course of study or vocational
training to obtain suitable employment.

q The Defendant is restricted to his or her residence, at all times, except for
employment; education; religious services; medical substance abuse or
mental health treatment; attorney visits, court appearances, court-ordered
obligations; or other activities pre-approved by the supervising officer.

q Further, the Defendant's compliance with this provision shall be
supervised by the Probation Department using an electronic
monitoring device.

The Defendant shall comply with a curfew.

q The Defendant shall obtain his/her GED.

The Defendant shall abide by all other conditions set by the Licking
County Common Pleas Court Adult Court Services Department and
approved by the Court.

® The Defendant shall not use any type of tobacco.

-4- ^33



C. Reserved Prison Term

Pursuant to R.C. 2929.19(B)(5), the Court advised the Defendant that if

the conditions of community control sanctions are violated, or if the Defendant

commits a violation of any law, or if the Defendant leaves the State without the

permission of the Court or the Defendant's probation officer, the Court may

impose a longer term of Community Control Sanctions, more restrictive

sanctions, or it may impose a prison terrn. Further, the Court specifically advised

the Defendant that it would impose a prison term of seven (7) months in the

event the Defendant's community control sanctions were revoked.

II. Post Release Control Notification (R.C. 2929.19(B)(3) & R.C. 2967.28)

The Court notified the Defendant that in the event the Defendant's

community control sentence was revoked, and the reserved prison term was

imposed, upon the Defendant's release from prison, the Defendant may be

subject to serve a three (3) year term of Post Release Control Supervision under

R.C. 2967.28, as determined by the Adult Parole Authority. The Court advised

the Defendant that if he violates any of the conditions of that supervision, the

Defendant would be subject to an additional prison term as part of the sanction

for violating Post Release Control Supervision, of up to one-half (1/2) of the

stated prison term originally imposed, as determined by the Adult Parole

Authority. If the Defendant is convicted of a new felony offense while on Post

Release Control Supervision, in addition to being punished for the underlying

conduct, an additional prison term of one year, or whatever time remains on the

Defendant's Post Release Control term, could be added as an additional

consecutive penalty.

'5- i?J`7



Ill. Financial Sanctions ( R.C. 2929.18)

q The Defendant shall pay a fine in the amount of $ $ of the
fine is suspended.

® The Defendant shall pay court costs, including court-appointed attorney
fees.

®

®

The Defendant shall make restitution to Park National Bank in the amount
of $3,374.21.

The Defendant shall pay all fees and costs associated with the attendance
at all programs, which the Defendant is ordered to attend.

The Defendant shall reimburse the Licking County Adult Court Services
Department in the amount of $300.00 for the cost of supervision.

Judgment is granted in favor of the State of Ohio against the Defendant for the

amount of fines and costs assessed. The Clerk shall apply the proceeds of any cash or

ten percent bond posted by the Defendant, or the proceeds of any ten percent bond

posted on behalf of the Defendant by a third party, to the fines and costs assessed in

this case. Any remaining balance of these proceeds shail then be applied to any fines

and costs owed by the Defendant on other cases, beginning with the oldest case. Any

balance remaining after that shall be returned to the depositor of the bond. The

Defendant's bond, if any, is discharged.

IV. DNA Specimen Collection

Pursuant to R.C. 2901.07, as a result of being convicted of a felony, the

Defendant shall submit to DNA specimen collection by the director of rehabilitation and

correction or the chief administrative of the jail or other detention facility in which the

Defendant is serving the term of imprisonment.

V. Fingerprint Notification

Pursuant to R.C. 109.60, the Defendant is required to be fingerprinted as a result

of being convicted of a felony offense If the Defendant has not already been

-6- ^'^35
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fingerprinted in connection with this case, the Defendant is hereby ordered to appear at

the Licking County Sheriffs Office, or Police Department where the charge was

initiated, within twenty-four hours to be fingerprinted.

It is so ordered.

The Clerk of Courts is hereby ORDERED to serve a copy of the Judgment Entry

upon all parties or counsel.

.Judge W. David nstool

Copies to:

Tracy Van Winkle, Esq., Assistant Prosecuting Attorney
20 South Second Street, 4th Floor, Newark, OH 43055

Lisa Bates, Probation Officer
Adult Court Services Department, Court House, Newark, OH 43055

Sheena Sjostrand-Post, Esq., Attorney for Defendant
1138 Moundview Avenue, Newark, OH 43055

-7- 'T,3 i^



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, LICKING COUNTY, OHIO

State of Ohio,

Plaintiff,

vs.

Melissa Canterbury,

Defendant. MAGISTRATE'S ORDER

*****************************************

On the 10th day of August, 2012, came the State of Ohio through Assistant
Licking County Prosecutor, Chris Reamer, and also came the defendant, personally,
and without legal counsel, and this cause came on for a bond hearing and first stage
hearing pursuant to the motion to revoke the defendant's community control.

The Court finds that there is probable cause to believe that the defendant has
violated the terms and conditions of her community control.

Upon the filing of this Entry, the Clerk of Courts shall immediately transfer the
Court File to the office of the Judge of Record so the matter can be scheduled for a
second stage hearing.

Bond is hereby set at $50,000 appearance or 10%, with conditions continued :

as previously set. The defendant shall report to Adult Court Services upon posting of
said bond and release from incarceration.

The Clerk of Courts is hereby ORDERED to serve a copy of the Magistrate's
Order upon all parties or counsel.

attie Klein, Magistrate

Judge
Thomas M. Maroelain

740-670-5777

Judge
W. David Branatool

740-670-5770

Courthouse
Newark, OH 43055

t0

r

xc:
Licking County Prosecutor's Office
Lisa Bates, Probation O,ffrqr M ^^u d C HR I -fa4 ^D

^N FME
Cosf1wcppa§ ,^.'kLE1kw CnjT:L'e,T

LtCK ING COUiiTYm €^^H-

.,^. .,, : . . .

,

i^!I^ ^;t16 10 p 3 c

R 2 ^`^013
De.puty,

".,Case No. 11 CR 073

^^^^q^



IN THE COURT OF COMMON

LICKING COUNTY,

CASE
OFFE

'd Pti:46 COURT
vs.

MELISSA C CANTERBTAtIIDIZ QUG 15 P 3' 33

STATE OF OHIO

_m' SSTHE STATE OF OHIO, LICKING COM -
{ ^r"t,F?. ^^;IAI..TE}^S

ON August 15, 2012 THE DEFENDA^*&ISSA C CANTERBU]
PERSONALLY
APPEARED BEFORE ME AND INDIVIDUALLY/JOINTLY AND :
CANTERBURY WOULD BE RESPONSIBLE TO OWE TO THE S"
APPEARANCE BOND TO BE LEVIED ON PERSONAL PROPER'
SHOULD DEFAULT ON THE CONDITIONS OF THE BAIL AS Sl

1. THAT THE DEFENDANT SHALL PERSONALLY
COURT WHEN REQUIRED TO DO SO ON THE C

2. REPORT TO ADULT COURT SERVICES {fY11'Y1CE

3. NO DRUGS OR ALCOHOL
4. URINALYSIS AND BREATH TESTING

q OTHER CONDITIONS

0 LAPP EVALUATION
q NO CONTACT WITH ALLEDGED VICTIM
p NO OPERATING A MOTOR VEHICLE

q NO WEAPONS

^C On:7`ER-I-v, n nn//1 V' i(Y vtt11f1(l "^Z-n

.^: 11 N

c TLqg i^ ^ .V l
Fm

cw'^. ^:..•()URTL a..uw . ^^^ ^oul:.-ryg bino

2013
0^^uty

2011 CR Ofl 3
PV^ ^

^^ ^I

AND DEREK GAVIN SMITH

;KNOWLEDGED THAT MELISSA C
.TE OF OHIO THE SUM OF $50,000
AND REAL PROPERTY, IF HE/SHE
FORTH BELOW:

BEFORE THE COMMON PLEAS
FILED ^^

^1

^ `1"' `

INDIVIDUAL POSTING BOND

0 Ci ^ ►MG^ i^1 ^ f^^ a
DRESS

^)fu^G(^ ^^hrG ^13655
CiTY STATE ZIP CODE

7 (1 U
PHONE NUMBER

C1TY

TAKEN AND ACKNOWLEDGED BEFORE ME UPON THE DA

GAR ALTERS

B
Y CLERK

]BY

ST

ABOVE-STATED.



GARY R. WALTERS, CLERK OF COURTS

75 E. MAIN ST.

NEWARK, OHIO 43055

Receipt Type Case Outstanding Amount

Receipt Number 187947 Receipt Date

Case Number 2011 CR 00073

Description STATE OF OHIO vs. CANTERBURY, MELISSA C

Action FELONY THEFT

Judge BRANSTOOL, W. DAVID

Received From MICHAEL KIRKLAND

On Behalf Of CANTERBURY, MELISSA C

Total Received 4,225.00

Net Received 4,225.00

Change 0.00

Receipt Payments

CREDIT CARD

Receipt Applications
Bond

Deputy Clerk:

Comments

109.92

08/16/2012

Amount Reference Description

4,225.00

Amount

4,225.00

jhart2 Transaction Date 08/16/2012

09:36:00.26



GARY R. WALTERS, CLERK OF COURTS

75 E. MAIN ST.

NEWARK, OHIO 43055

Receipt Type Case Outstanding Amount 109.92

Receipt Number 187938 Receipt Date 08/15/2012

Case Number 2011 CR 00073

Description STATE OF OHIO vs. CANTERBURY, MELISSA C

Action FELONY THEFT

Judge BRANSTOOL, W. DAVID

Received From DEREK GAVIN-SMITH

On Behalf Of CANTERBURY, MELISSA C

Total Received 775.00

Net Received 775.00

Change 0.00

Receipt Payments

CASH

Receipt Applications
Bond

Deputy Clerk: lbindl

Comments

Amount Reference Description

775.00

Amount

775.00

Transaction Date 08/15/2012

15:29:04.27



ATTACHMENT III

CERTIFIED ENTRIES REFERENCED BY RESPONDENTS REGARDING STATE OF OHIO v. SARA CAW

CASE NO. 2012 CR 106



Judae
37aomu M. Mamelain

740-670-5777

JudBe
W. David Braust.ool

740•670-5770

Courti►eu.e
Newark, OH 43055

IN HE

State f Ohio,

VS.

COURT OFM"1IPLEAS, LICKING COUNTY, OHIO
L_ICKING CO. OHIO

2012HdR Z I AM&M

Piainq#RY R. YVALTERS
CLERK

Case No.

W

Defendant.

For

MAGiSTRATE'S ORDER
lNIT/AL APPEARANCE

On the 2e day of March , 2012, came the State of Ohio throu h the Licking County

utor's Office, and also came the Defendant, personaliy, and wi / without legal counsel, and this

came on for an initial appearance.

At the hearing, the Defendant requested the proceedings constitute as his/her arraignment. The
Defendant waived a reading of, or in the altemative was read the indictment, and entered a
plea(s) of Not Guilty to the charge(s) contained in the indictment. The Court accepted the plea(s).

The Defendant is to appear for Arraignment on 31 27 / 12 at 8:30 a.m. at the Licking County
Courthouse, Courtroom 4, 1 Courthouse Square, Newark, Ohio 43055. If you are incarcerated at
the time of the hearing, appearance will be by video.

Defendant is appearing pursuant to the summons Issued in the above referenced matter.

of Defendant and pursuant to Crim. R. 46, the Court:

Sets bond at $5,000 own recognizance reporting.
Sets bond at appearance or 10%.
Sets bond at cash or surety.
Continues bond as set / posted through Municipal Court.
Other

With the added conditions:

cc:

The Defendant shall report in person to the Adult Court Services Department, immediately
following Arraignment and/or upon the posting of bond, and as they shall suggest.
The Defendant shall not consume, or have in his possession, any alcohol or drugs, and shall
submit to random urinalysis and breathalyzer testing.
The Defendant shall submit to a LAPP evaluation.
The Defendant shall have, no contact, either directly or indirectly, with the alleged victim(s) in this
matter and/or with any co-defendant(s).
The Defendant shall not possess or have in his possession any firearm(s) and/or weapon(s).
Other

Licking CounV Prosecutor's Offiee^^^ OF C ^N ^ .^.
Aduit Court Services Department C^,̂va^A ^a ^^^Â̂ ^`^ .^L9:^-^;^ ^;O^^w.^
q Defense Counsel: ^lc-zza^ gQ;'-^`^^yy o^o
® Defendant Served Court

^ ^`^^R
D^`^su -t*^ ^

^

Cier^ of Courts



3u the Court of ¶onon lear, ^Lickiug QCountp, jio
Klh:^ C., n'. Nrti,y^

s . ,..; ,
;tate of Ohio

VS.

5ara Caw,

Plaintk2 T 2Q P 3: 23Case No: 2012 CR 0106

17 ^ S
MAGISTRATE'S ORDER

Defendant.

***********************************,^***^**^******

On the 24th day of October, 2012, this matter came on for a pretrial bond violation

hearing. Defendant was present with counsel and Assistant Licking County Prosecutor

Brian Waltz was present on behalf of the State of Ohio. The Adult Court Services

Department provided this Court with credible information that the defendant has violated

her terms and conditions of bond. Based upon the information provided at the hearing,

the Court hereby sets the defendant's bond at $10,000 appearance or 10%, with

conditions continued as previously set. The defendant shall report to Adult Court

Services upon posting of said bond and release from incarceration, and shall continue to

report weekly thereafter.

The Clerk of Courts is hereby ORDERED to serve a copy of this Magistrate's

$abge
sUomag A.
Inarctlafn

740-o70-57S!

Ynbgt
1Y. Nabib
lornnstool

740-670-5770

courthoust
ottnar@, ®bio

43055

Order upon all parties or counsel.

ie Klein, Magistrate

xc: Licking County Prosecutor's Office
Walter Barnes, Adult Court Services Department
Ashley Rutherford Starling, Esq., Attorney for Defei^d``ant:

^y r
^a ^Z c u DT.Y^^.

^^

C
L

2 ^ ^^̂

^b

Cierk,,f Coults



ATTACHMENT IV

CERTIFIED ENTRIES REFERENCED BY RESPONDENTS REGARDING STATE OF OHIO v. ABIGAIL HUNT

CASE NO. 2012 CR 396



IN THE LICKING COUNTY COMMON PLEAS COURT

State of Ohio

Plaintiff,

-vs-

v

;,.

C^.^fi^ ;• ^i ^ t'^
^,^^ Case No

3 ^f^ Q 1.

^JJB

I FLEAS
olyi

Defendant. ^t>r--f-1 iI
SC AI ,1';1' i^ . VVA4 TER

JUDGMENT ENfk^"BNITIAL. APPEARANCE CW^^ ^^ ^^urts

The Defendant appeared for his/her initial appearance on 7 - 3/ , 20 /Z-. The State of

Ohio was represented by the Licki County Prosecutor's Office. The Defendant appeared (q with counsel,

) ( ithout counsel).

The Defendant acknowledged receiving a copy of the indictment. In accordance with Crim. R. 10, the
indictment was read to the Defendant, or in the alternative, the Defendant waived a reading of the indictment.
Further, the Court advised the Defendant of his/her rights under Crim. R. 5(A).

This case is continued for Arraignment on 7 , 20/z-, at 8:30 am, at the Licking

County Justice Center, 155 E. Main Street, Newark, Ohio 43055.

Pursuant to Crim. R. 46, the Defendant shall be released on the following bond(s) and conditions:

Type and Amount of Bail

0--^Bond is set in the amount of $ 2 S*, ^- 0`'; to be posted as follows:
q The personal recognizance of the Defendant, under Crim. R. 46(A)(1). under Crim. R.
q The execution of an unsecured bail bond in the amount of $

execution of an appearance bond in the amount of $^^rk?,Jhe accused or bond depositor
9`1^he

.

may deposit 10% of the full amount of bond directly with the Licking County Clerk of Courts. Upon

breach, othe
f bond . u Udne compliance, f 90%I of the mountdeposi ed shall beoreturned tolthe defendant or

amount po
the b nd depositor. Crim. R. 46(A)(2).
[ The execution of a surety bond, a bond secured by real estate or securities as allowed by
law, or the deposit of cash, at the option of the Defendant, in the amount of $Z!^,;w,under Crim. R.

46(A)(3).
q Bond is continued as previously (q set)(qposted).

II. Conditions

2---"The fenda t shall fzavgaio-eontact, directly or indirectly, with the following individuals:
t/^---

f of alcohol or any controlled substance without a
q The Defendant shall abstain from the consump on

rescription and immediately submit to alcohol or drug testing.
Defendant shall report to Adult Court Services immediately following court or upon release.

Defendant shall: q Complete Drug/Alcohol Eval. q Complete Mental Health Eval.

q

It is so ordered.

Judge W. David Branstool

Copies: Defendant served in Court
q Licking County Prosecutor q Defense Counsel q

G'^
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IN THE ^@^.^KI{'^,G ^O 5u^'CDMMON PLEAS C^J.URT-,,
;S^,4y.^sqw t . 'Ft.,l t t ` ,Cra^
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cr ^.^
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t.... .V {JllU71^

State of Ohio, ^ "CLT^~Y g 01
10l1_ AUG 22 A(0: 4 9

Plaintiff, :

-vs- Deput^^ Case No. 12 CR 003W A.,,.TiwR%43
X^^. ^?

NdZAbigail S. Hunt, Clerk
iaf

Cour""s : Judge W. David Branstool

Defendant.

JUDGMENT ENTRY

On August 21, 2012, this case came before the Court for a hearing on the
Defendant's Motion to Modify Bond. The Defendant appeared (® with attorney,
Stephanie Gussler) (q without counsel). The State of Ohio was represented by
Assistant Prosecuting Attorney Christopher Reamer.

The Court considered the information available to it concerning the nature and
circumstances of the offense charged; the weight of the evidence against the defendant
from the investigative reports; the defendant's family ties to the Licking County
community; the defendant's employment, financial resources, character and mental
condition, the defendant's length of residence in the community; the defendant's record
of convictions, record of appearances at court proceedings or of flight to avoid
prosecution; and all other information the Court found relevant.

Therefore, pursuant to Crim. R. 46, the Court sets bond as follows. The
Defendant shall be released, subject to following conditions.

Type and Amount of Bail

®
q

The personal recognizance of the Defendant, under Crim. R. 46(A)(1).

The execution of an unsecured bail bond in the amount of $ , under
Crim. R. 46(A)(1).

® The execution of an appearance bond in the amount of $2,500.00. The
accused or bond depositor may deposit 10% of the full amount of bond
directly with the Licking County Clerk of Courts. Upon breach, the
accused/depositor will forfeit the amount deposited and will owe the
balance on the full amount of bond. Upon compliance, 90% of the amount
deposited shall be returned to the defendant or the bond depositor. Crim.
R. 46(A)(2).

® Bond is set in the amount of $2,500.00, to be posted as follows:

I



q The execution of a surety bond, a bond secured by real estate or
securities as allowed by law, or the deposit of cash, at the optionof the
Defendant, in the amount of $ , under Crim. R. 46(A)(3).

II. Conditions of Bail

q The Defendant shall have no contact, directly or indirectly, with the following
individuals:

Z The Defendant shall abstain from the consumption of any alcoholic beverage or
illegal drugs and immediately submit to an alcohol or drug test at the request of
any law enforcement officer or probation officer during the period he/she is
subject to these conditions.

q The Defendant shall be placed on a condition of continuous alcohol use
monitoring the terms of which shall be established supervised by the Probation
Department. The Defendant shall bear all costs and fees associated with this
condition.

q The Defendant is restricted to his or her residence, at all times, except for
employment; education; religious services; medical, substance abuse or mental
health treatment; attorney visits, court appearances, court-ordered obligations; or
other activities pre-approved by the supervising officer.

® The Defendant shall report to the Adult Court Services Department upon release
from the Licking County Justice Center.

q
The Clerk shall serve a copy of this Judgment Entry upon all parties or counsel.

The Clerk is further ordered to fax a copy of this Judgment Entry to the Licking County

Sheriffs Office.

It is so ordered. IZ

Judge . Davi Branstool

Copies to:

Christopher Reamer, Esq., Assistant Prosecuting Attorney
20 South Second Street, 4th Floor, Newark, OH 43055

Walter Barnes, Probation Officer
Adult Court Services Department, Court House, Newark, OH 43055

Stephanie Gussler, Esq., Attorney for Defendant
755 South High Street, Columbus, OH 43206

^^J



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

LICKING COUNTY, OHIO

STATE OF OHIO

vs.

,
r 1. y^io ?. p^l? i

(^UII

[^

lk31?IJT

Zo I1 AUG 2 2 P(2: 10

r ^-ABIGAIL S HUNT f°:
`..:AFER,,

THE STATE OF OHIO, LICKING C!JUNTx, SS

CASE NO. 2012
OFFENSE: A
PEACE OFFIC:

; 00396
LULT ON A
FILED. (F4)

ON August 22, 2012 THE DEFENDANT ABIGAIL S HUNT AND BEN E
APPEARED BEFORE ME AND INDIVIDUALLY/JOINTLY AND ACKr
ABIGAIL S HUNT WOULD BE RESPONSIBLE TO OWE TO THE STA'
TO BE LEVIED ON PERSONAL PROPERTY AND REAL PROPERTY, .
ON THE CONDITIONS OF THE BAIL AS SET FORTH BELOW:

1. THAT THE DEFENDANT SHALL PERSONALLY APPEAR
COURT WHEN REQUIRED TO DO SO ON THE CHARGES

2. REPORT TO ADULT COURT SERVICES \MW1R & LU
3. NO DRUGS OR ALCOHOL
4. URINALYSIS AND BREATH TESTING

q OTHER CONDITIONS

q LAPP EVALUATION

q NO CONTACT WITH ALLEDGED VICTIM

q NO OPERATING A MOTOR VEHICLE

q O WEAPONS
tYCHER t)

NG PERSONALLY
)WLEDGED THAT

OF OHIO THE SUM OF $2,500
HE/SHE SHOULD DEFAULT

E THE COMMON PLEAS
HEREIN.
at,f,c.ck-S__e^

1-^il

IOND

_l^l^ f^^^nmti ►-^^n^ Jr.
ADDRESS

CITY STATE Z IIP CODE

PHONE N HER

6 i1i If;^o' q.oow

ADDRESS

CITY STATE ZIP CODE

PHONE NUN,IBER

ITp{^ ^^E ABC#VE-STATED.
TAKEN AND ACKNOWLEDGEI^ rB^^^ ^^ ,

^^^GA7&LT,ER S

BY 11cfa^^^ TY3 ^^o DEPUTY
^K ^̂p ^^

De^^^V

^ w^^u^^^ ^^ .^^^Cier^^



GARY R. WALTERS, CLERK OF COURTS

75 E. MAIN ST.

NEWARK, OHIO 43055

Receipt Type Case Outstanding Amount

Receipt Number 188326 Receipt Date

Case Number 2012 CR 00396

Description STATE OF OHIO vs. HUNT, ABIGAIL S

Action ASSAULT ON PEACE OFFICER 2903.13A

Judge BRANSTOOL, W. DAVID

Received From BEN ELING

On Behalf Of HUNT, ABIGAIL S

0.00

08/22/2-012

Total Received 250.00

Net Received 250.00

Change 0.00

Receipt Payments Amount Reference Description
CASH 250.00

Receipt Applications

Bond

Deputy Clerk:

Comments

othorl

Amount

250.00

Transaction Date 08/22/2012

12:05:16.27



1 .C _ 2 t^ .:^^ ^A 5
Plaintiff, -. - Case No: 2012 CR 0396

Defendant.
MAGISTRATE'S ORDER

*****^^***^***************************^^*********

On the 2"d day of October, 2012, this matter came on for a pretrial bond violation

IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, LICKING COUNTY, OHIO

J^t-,^ ;,}.

State of Ohio

vs.

Abigail S. Hunt,

hearing. Defendant was present with counsel and Assistant Licking County Prosecutor

Chris Reamer was present on behalf of the State of Ohio. The Adult Court Services

Department provided this Court with credible information that the defendant has violated

her terms and conditions of bond. Based upon the information provided at the hearing,

the Court hereby sets the defendant's bond at $25,000 cash or surety or 10%

appearance, with conditions continued as previously set. The defendant shall report to

Adult Court Services upon posting of said bond and release from incarceration. In

addition, the defendant shall submit to a drug and alcohol assessment.

The Clerk of Courts is hereby ORDERED to serve a copy of this Magistrate's

Order upon all parties or counsel.

K/lattie Klein, Magistrate

Judge
lhomae M Marcelain

740-670-5777

Judge
W. David Branstool
740-670-5770

Courthouse
Newark, OH 43055

xc: Licking County Prosecutor's Office
Walter Barnes, Adult Court Services Department
Stephanie Gussler - Esq Attorney for Defendant

.^H ,̂.^I^.^^'^^r. ^°'^'^3 ^P y'?

"^5,.^7`r^'^ ^..d^^'^ `kA. . ,a:d..s ^d$wi .^.aiS^s.X^

COI)MVtON k.,FA.S C'CUIRT
j.,fCX^^^t^' CCUNTTY, 01-110

2 7
DepuS:y

f°^^rly nf (°rt^ 10-q

&1/gb 3
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IN THE LICKING }01 ^?OMMON PLEA$. C'0URTL

A 11 *`4"1
State of Ohio, ^^^j -^^ C^^C 2t 11 DC

Plaintiff,

-vs-
Dep^^`ty .

Abigail S. Hunt, Judge W.

Defenc_M.,tX of Cou"s

This case came before the Court on October 11, 2012, for a change of plea hearing.

The Defendant appeared with her attomey, Stephanie Gussler. Assistant Prosecuting

Attorney, Christopher Reamer, appeared on behalf of the State of Ohio.

On July 27, 2012, the Licking County Grand Jury returned an Indictment charging the

JUDGMENT OF CONVICTION

„ , '^_TER^
12CR04396'

David Branstool

Defendant with the following offenses:

Count/
Specification

I

Offense/Specification

on a Peace

ORC Section I Degree

13 (A) and (C)(3) I F-4

2

3

The Defendant initially pled not guilty. Subsoquentiy, the Defendant, through her

attorney, permission of the Court to withdraw her plea of not guilty and enter a
, requested

plea of Guilty to the Indictment.

Prior to accepting the Defendant's Guilty plea, the Court personally addressed the

Defendant and advised her of her rights under Crim. R. 11. Further, the Court found that

the Defendant made a knowing, voluntary and intelligent decision to withdraw her not guilty



..:...^.:.:

plea and to enter a Guilty plea. As a result, the Court accepted the Defendant's Guilty plea

and found the Defendant guilty of the following offenses:

Count/
Specification
_.^---

1

2

3

OffenselSpecification

Assault on a Peace

ORC Section I Degree

2903.13 (A) and C3 F-4

Sentencing in this case is deferred for receipt of a Presentence Investigation

Report. Sentencing is scheduled for Thursday, November 15, 2012, at 8:00 A.M.

Bond is continued as previously set with the added condition that the defendant

cooperate with the Court Services Department in the preparation of a Presentence

Investigation Report.

The Clerk of Courts is hereby ORDERED to serve a copy of the Judgment Entry

upon all parties or counsel.

David Bran ol
Judge of the Common Pleas Court

Copies to:

Christopher Reamer, Esq., Assistant Prosecuting Attorney
20 South Second Street, 4th Floor, Newark, OH 43055

Joshua Varble, Probation Officer
Adult Court Services Department, Court House, Newark, OH 43055

Stephanie Gussler, Esq., Attorney for Defendant
755 South High Street, Columbus, OH 43206



IN THE LICKING COUNTY COMMON PLEAS COURT
.. ^` ^( r...71..

.. .. .^'^': .

State of Ohio,

Plaintiff,
1^11 4C'E 1 1 A 11: 4q

.^,

-vs- : Case No. 12 CR 00396
'

^
F

-, , 1•^^;.
Abigail S. Hunt, : Judge W. David Brans^toofi

Defendant.

JUDGMENT ENTRY

On October 11, 2012, this case came before the Court for a hearing on the
Defendant's Motion to Modify Bond. The Defendant appeared (® with attorney,

Stephanie Gussler) (q without counsel). The State of Ohio was represented by

Assistant Prosecuting Attorney Christopher Reamer.

The Court considered the information available to it concerning the nature and
circumstances of the offense charged; the weight of the evidence against the defendant
from the investigative reports; the defendant's family ties to the Licking County
community; the defendant's employment, financial resources, character and mental
condition, the defendant's length of residence in the community; the defendant's record
of convictions, record of appearances at court proceedings or of flight to avoid
prosecution; and all other information the Court found relevant.

Therefore, pursuant to Crim. R. 46, the Court sets bond as follows. The
Defendant shall be released, subject to following conditions.

I. Tvpe and Amount of Bail

Bond is set in the amount of $20000.00, to be posted as follows:

q The personal recognizance of the Defendant, under Crim. R. 46(A)(1).

q The execution of an unsecured bail bond in the amount of $ , under
Crim. R. 46(A)(1).

The execution of an appearance bond in the amount of $15.000.00. The
accused or bond depositor may deposit 10% of the full amount of bond
directly with the Licking County Clerk of Courts. Upon breach, the
accused/depositor will forfeit the amount deposited and will owe the
balance on the full amount of bond. Upon compliance, 90% of the amount
deposited shall be returned to the defendant or the tiabVA;e{^^ i^ A,7

6- 5,,Z,t-L
R. 46(A)(2). COPY ^ ^^ ^^^^^v

CCn%OvsO^N i"n-LEA;3
L%^.w^,.i^,i^4 ^.d "^O ^.J^7 %yy 0.TrUvr

2 13
D^,°^'pw^

^,^
Cler^^ of Courts
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The execution of a surety bond, a bond secured by real estate or
securities as allowed by law, or the deposit of cash, at the option of the
Defendant, in the amount of $5.000.00, under Crim. R. 46(A)(3).

IL Conditions of Bail

q The Defendant shall have no contact, directly or indirectly, with the following

individuals:

® The Defendant shall abstain from the consumption of any alcoholic beverage or
illegal drugs and immediately submit to an alcohol or drug test at the request of
any law enforcement officer or probation officer during the period he/she is

subject to these conditions.

q
The Defendant shall be placed on a condition of continuous alcohol use
monitoring the terms of which shall be established supervised by the Probation
Department. The Defendant shall bear all costs and fees associated with this

condition.

The Defendant is restricted to his or her residence, at all times, except for
employment; education; religious services; medical, substance abuse or mental
health treatment; attorney visits, court appearances, court-ordered obligations; or
other activities pre-approved by the supervising officer.

q The Defendant shall report once per week to the Adult Court Services

Department.

q

The Clerk shall serve a copy of this Judgment Entry upon all parties or counsel.
The Clerk is further ordered to fax a copy of this Judgment Entry to the Licking County

Sheriff's Office.

It is so ordered.

Judge W. David Branstool

Copies to:

Christopher Reamer, Esq., Assistant Prosecuting Attorney
20 South Second Street, 4th Floor, Newark, OH 43055

Walter Barnes, Probation Officer
Adult Court Services Department, Court House, Newark, OH 43055

Stephanie Gussler, Esq., Attorney for Defendant
755 South High Street, Columbus, OH 43206



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

LICKING COUNTY, OHIO

STATE OF OHIO "( . 't '. ' CASE NO. 2012 CR 00396
OFFENSE: ASSAULT ON A PEACE

7012 OCT 18 A i I: 11 OFFICER (F4)
vs.

ABIGAIL S HUNT
'TRv

THE STATE OF OHIO, LICKING COUNT-)^, SS

ON October 18, 2012 THE DEFENDANT ABIGAIL S HUNT AND NEWARK BONDING COMPANY

PERSONALLY
APPEARED BEFORE ME AND INDIVIDUALLY/JOINTLY AND ACKNOWLEDGED THAT
ABIGAIL S HUNT WOULD BE RESPONSIBLE TO OWE TO THE STATE OF OHIO THE SUM OF $5,000
TO BE LEVIED ON PERSONAL PROPERTY AND REAL PROPERTY, IF HE/SHE SHOULD DEFAULT
ON THE CONDITIONS OF THE BAIL AS SET FORTH BELOW:

1. THAT THE DEFENDANT SHALL PERSONALLY APPEAR BEFORE THE COMMON,PLEAS
COURT WHEN REQUIRED TO DO SO ON THE CI„IAl^^ES FILED HEREIN.

2. REPORT TO ADULT COURT SERVICES ImwkEdf ^l U^11 Y2,^^Q1^ .
3. NO DRUGS OR ALCOHOL 1
4. URINALYSIS AND BREATH TESTING

q OTHER CONDITIONS

q LAPP EVALUATION
q NO CONTACT WITH ALLEDGED VICTIM

q NO OPERATING A MOTOR VEHICLE
q NO WEAPONS
GY OTHER ^ n I _ 1 "- I_I r

1--
& Lv/fn !^ B Ond . •- s L0 ^114 ^Yw Y
1NDIVIDUAL POSTING BOND

/ vs" &-. /'71,9 •- s?"
ADDRESS

14Go,'4ie'4 bitw ^^^s {
CITY STATE ZIP CODE

adl/^
,o- ^-

DEFENDANT'S SIGNATURE

ADDRESS

CITY STATE ZIP CODE

7 Yv .- 3 v s' - & /
PHONE N MBER PHONE NUMBER

^j(^/'...

TAKEN AND ACKNOWLEDGED BEFORE ME UPON THE DATE ABOVE-S'FATED- ^A=D^

GARY R. ALTERS ^^

Y BY
L-4 G C^'^T Ys 0 .^^'

B

^

UTY CLERK DEPUTY

P t.x^.49

^-4/2 ^^-
C4em°k df Ccuec-S



..^: -
^

=RS 821 4 GDQ4GO DRR/E, NUOSONNLLE Ml 49426

UNI Telephone 616-682-3900 FaY 816fi624460

POWER OF ATTORNEY
., , ,l

KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS that Universal Fire & Casualty insurance Company, corporation duly organiz9Si ^nd existing under the

laws of the State of Indiana, does hereby constitute and appoint the below named executing agent ^its t
, r^e a^i t^wf{i{ ttorney-in-Fact in its

name, place and stead, to execute, seal and deliver on its behalf, a surety bail bond for tVel nd defendant. In witness whereof,
Universal Fire & Casualty Insurance Company has caused this instrument to be signed and se ed by it's duly authorized officer.

stated ^n^loe

in Feddr 1. 'tt o exceed the above
This Power of Attorney is for use with bail bonds for state, county and municipal courts only (not valid

amount. This Power must be filed with the bond as a permanent court record to obligate
the-sunasq; f4K c earance only, of the named

ed otd restrictions or fines. costs,
defendant. This Power shall not obligate the surety for defendant's future lawful conduct, court i
restitution or any other circumstances not specifically related to court appearance. This Power is void if

it format has been altered, if it

exceeds the maximum amount listed, is used with other Universal Powers to cover one bond amount, or is used by an individual who is not authorized

to execute surety bail bonds, on behalf of Universal Fire & Casualty Insurance Company.

3̂ 000. wo
DATE UNIVERSAL F1RE & CASUALTY INSURANCE COMPANY

BOND AMOUNT $

DEFENDANT

CHARGES 0/1
FrlrLv 10

COURT ^^`_• ^ L O3•• C^^ rK wsr.. ^r! C''33/ By mm Rob^t C. Ayzan Vice Presfdent^

Jr} ^__'A/^ ^ ni no _
^ ^C3^'3̂ 1'CITY & STATE ^ 1^*

CASE NO. 2 C 3 QQ

APPEARANCE DATE

IF REVJRITE:
ORIGiNAL NO. AMOUNT

EXECUTIN AGENT.

AGENCYA•/- (, 4/•7i PHONE

Form 17, copyright' Revised 3/09

POWi=^NUMBER UFc 5-1165765
MAXIMUM AMOUNT $5,000.00

ti

TAX I.D.NO. 35-1372324
N.A.I.C. NO. 32867

SECURITY
FEATURES MUST

BIr PRESENT.
SEE LIST ON

BACK.

Court Copy



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

LICKING COUNTY, OHIO

STATE OF OHIO ;,, CUi iriT
CASE NO. 2012 CR 00396
OFFENSE: ASSAULT ON A PEACE

2017QCj 18 A I l: 11 OFFICER (F4)
vs.

ABIGAIL S HUNT

THE STATE OF OHIO, LICKINt^'r t flUNTY, SS

ON October 18, 2012 THE DEFENDANT ABIGAIL S HUNT AND JENNIFER TANNER-SMITH

PERSONALLY
APPEARED BEFORE ME AND INDIVIDUALLY/JOINTLY AND ACKNOWLEDGED THATSUM
ABIGAIL S HUNT WOULD BE RESPONSIBLE TO ND REAL PROPERTY, FIO E/

THE
SHE SHOULD

$15,000 TO BE LEVIED ON PERSONAL PROPERTY
DEFAULT ON THE CONDITIONS OF THE BAIL AS SET FORTH BELOW:

I

2
3
4

THAT THE DEFENDANT SHALL PERSONALLY APPEAR BEFORE THE COMMON PLEAS
COURT WHEN REQUIRED TO DO SO ON THE C AR ES FILED HEREIN.
REPORT TO ADULT COURT SERVICES , ^w'r1 uoiOI y U^Yt rdem2

NO DRUGS OR ALCOHOL
URINALYSIS AND BREATH TESTING

q OTHER CONDITIONS

q LAPP EVALUATION
q NO CONTACT WITH ALLEDGED VICTIM

q NO OPERATING A MOTOR VEHICLE

q NO WEAPONS
OTHER (N Q [_ C- .,-., cr^->r:, n iDA

--12 n-:'b
_.....--- ^ . ^.

IViDUAL POSTING B ND

ADDR S

Gv 3 ^^ ?^
Cl S A E ZIP CODE

p a ._ oQ
P ONE N U M B R

DEFENDANT'S SIGNATURE

ADDRESS

CITY STATE ZIP CODE

PHONE NUMBER

l o- Il-i )

3 y .:3^ei°^ ^ ^. ....,aC9.
3

TAKEN AND ACKNOWLEDGED BEFORE ME UPON THE DATE ABOVES^;^;^^^' +y' AL

C,, h ^ i K^S -LT:,T

GARY R. WALTE

C cO

RY L. ^ ^^ COuI\^ y OI^O.

BY__74^
UTY CLERK

DEPUTY ^ 203

Dwi 1-

c-^urts



GARY R. WALTERS, CLERK OF COURTS

75 E. MAIN ST.

NEWARK, OHIO 43055

Receipt Type Case Outstanding Amount 0.00

Receipt Number 191543 Receipt Date 10/18/2012

Case Number 2012 CR 00396

Description STATE OF OHIO vs. HUNT, ABIGAIL S

Action ASSAULT ON PEACE OFFICER 2903.13A

Judge BRANSTOOL, W. DAVID

Received From JENNIFER TANNER-SMITH

On Behalf Of HUNT, ABIGAIL S

Total Received 1,500.00

Net Received 1,500.00

Change 0.00

Receipt Payments Amount Reference Description

CASH 1,500.00

Receipt Applications

Bond

Deputy Clerk: lbindl

Amount

1,500.00

Transaction Date 10/18/2012

11:18:31.38

Comments



ATTACHMENT V

CERTIFIED ENTRIES REFERENCED BY RESPONDENTS REGARDING STATE OF OHIO v. BRITTANI HILL

CASE NO. 2012 CR 439



IN THE LICKING COUNTY COMMON P

State of Ohio

P f^ m
<.

-vs- 11 NUG 2
^ ^' 1: 5^

^^
? t ^^ _ ^ ^^'1a!

Defep#airit:

- IN

Case No. ^

.i ^A • f

W..+ w,i....

C_0-RT C0UIN7ry, OfflO

^ ^ ^013

, .,

The Defendant appeared for his/her initial appearance on
Ohio was represented by the i king County Prosecutor's Office. The

) ([without counsel).

Type and Amount of Bail

The Defendant acknowledged receiving a copy of the indictment. I accordance with Crim. R. 10, the
indictment was read to the Defendant, or in the alternative, the Defendant aived a reading of the indictment.
Further, the Court advised the Defendant of his/her rights under Crim. R. 5( ).

This case is continued for Arraignment on f- xi - /Z
County Common Pleas Court, 1 Courthouse Square, Newark, Ohio 43055.

Pursuant to Crim. R. 46, the Defendant shall be released on the foli

Bond is set in the amount of $ LO o-iio, r,0, to be posted as fo
q The personal recognizance of the Defendant, under Crim. R.
q The execution of an unsecured bail bond in the amc
46(A (1).

The execution of an appearance bond in the amount of $
may deposit 10% of the full amount of bond directly with the Li
breach, the accused/depositor will forfeit the amount deposited ar
amount of bond. Upon compliance, 90% of the amount deposited s
the bond depositor. Crim. R. 46(A)(2).
q The execution of a surety bond, a bond secured by real estal
law, or the deposit of cash, at the option of the Defendant, in the a
46(A)(3).

q Bond is continued as previously (q set)(qposted).

11

q

Conditions

The Defendant shall have no contact, directly or indirectly, with the

20 Z L. The State of
:ndant appeared (q with counsel,

20_, at 8:30 am, at the Licking

bond(s) and conditions:

)(1)•
of $ , under Crim. R.

?v.;Pe accused or bond depositor
ig County Clerk of Courts. Upon
i will owe the balance on the full
all be returned to the defendant or

or securities as allowed by
Dunt of $ , under Crim. R.

individuals:

[^^` he Defendant shall abstain from the consumption of alcohol or
prescription and immediately submit to alcohol or drug testing.
Defendant shall report to Adult Court Services immediately following

^ Defendant shall: [j<omplete Drug/Alcohol Eval. q Complete

q

It is so ordered.

Copies:
q Licking County Prosecutor

controlled substance without a

rt or upon release.
ital Health Eval.

0^) '-
Judge W. David Branstool

q Defense Counsel q served in Court
Q^y\^

^^^



STATE OF OHIO

IN THE COURT. OF COMMON PLEA

^
LICKING COUNTY, OHIO

`!i; (t^,j ^^ CASE NO. 2012 CR 00439
Vl^«k^r3%^^ i S `-,l./(1111 OFFENSE: A G. TRAFFICKING IN

DRUGS (F3), T MPERING WITH EVIDENCE
1011 AUG 2$ P 4: 35 (F3), FORFEIT RE SPEC. (CTS 1&2)

vs.

LL-I
BRITTANI B HILL ^C

t^ . . .

THE STATE OF OHIO, LICKING COUNTY, SS

ON August 28, 2012 THE DEFENDANT BRITTANI B HILL AND LUCIN A MITCHELL PERSONALLY
APPEARED BEFORE ME AND INDIVIDUALLY/JOINTLY AND ACKN WLEDGED THAT
BRITTANI B HILL WOULD BE RESPONSIBLE TO OWE TO THE STA E OF OHIO THE SUM OF
$1.0,000 TO BE LEVIED ON PERSONAL PROPERTY AND REAL PROP RTY, IF HE/SHE SHOULD
DEFAULT ON THE CONDITIONS OF THE BAIL AS SET FORTH BEL W:

1. THAT THE DEFENDANT SHALL PERSONALLY APPEAR
COURT WHEN REQUIRED TO DO SO ON THE CHARGES

2. REPORT TO ADULT COURT SERVICES `^VAAS^ Qk
3. NO DRUGS OR ALCOHOL
4. URINALYSIS AND BREATH TESTING

q OTHER CONDITIONS

I? LAPP EVALUATION
q NO CONTACT WITH ALLEDGED VICTIM

q NO OPERATING A MOTOR VEHICLE
q NO WEAPONS
q OTHER

ADDRESS

I

^ ^ .

C Y S ATE Z ODE

P ONE NUMBER

CITY

RE THE COMMON PLEAS
) HEREIN.

wf r,vt

STATE I ZIP CODE

NU BEIt

.B ^vE-STATED . Y O^^O

^. .. ' ^ . ,

TAKEN AND ACKNOWLEDGED BEFORE ME UPON THE DATE

GARY A. LTERS

BY VV ^

EPUTYCLE

BY
DEPUTY YI b(,7

A__

C^urt-s



GARY R. WALTERS, CLERK OF COURTS

75 E. MAIN ST.

NEWARK, OHIO 43055

Receipt Type Case Outstanding Amount

Receipt Number 188658 Receipt Date

Case Number 2012 CR 00439

Description STATE OF OHIO vs. HILL, BRITTANI B

Action AGG TRAFFICKING IN DRUGS - 2925.03

Judge MARCELAIN, THOMAS M

Received From LUCINDA MITCHELL

On Behalf Of HILL, BRITTANI B

1,123.80

08/28/2012

Total Received 1,000.00

Net Received 1,000.00

Change 0.00

Receipt Payments Amount Reference Description
CASH 1,000.00

Receipt Applications
Bond

Deputy Clerk othorl

Amount

1,000.00

Transaction Date 08/28/2012

16:35:43.31

Comments



ATTACHMENT VI

CERTIFIED ENTRIES REFERENCED BY RESPONDENTS REGARDING STATE OF OHIO v. RALPH LAWYER

CASE NO. 2012 CR 358



M^
^^ 'OL2wr

IN THE LICKING COUNTY COMMON PLEAS C04
^
^ou^rf9 ^MU

State of Ohio

Plaintiff,

-vs-

^^^^^-

Defendant.

R 2 7 13

Depty

r'it:r`+., CI-et C) Du

1612 JUL ! 1 P 4= !!

JUDGMENT EN^R71( - INIT4iAt,;Ar'^'E14RANCE-•^----

The Defendant appeared for his/her initial appearance on 77 /7 , 20IZ Th State of

Ohio was represented by the Licki ounty Prosecutor's Office. The Defendant appeared ([^eupsei;

( ^fthout counsel).

The Defendant acknowledged receiving a copy of the indictment. In accordance with Crim. R. 10, the
indictment was read to the Defendant, or in the alternative, the Defendant waived a reading of the indictment.
Further, the Court advised the Defendant of his/her rights under Crim. R. 5(A).

This case is continued for Arraignment on 7- ZY , 2VZ, at 8:30 am, at the Licking

County Justice Center, 155 E. Main Street, Newark, Ohio 43055.

Pursuant to Crim. R. 46, the Defendant shall be released on the following bond(s) and conditions:

Type and Amount of Bail

[^^Bon ' set in the amount of $ J , to be posted as follows:

1 The personal recognizanc of the Defendant, under Crim. R. 46(A)(1). under Crim. R.

q T execution of an unsecured bail bond in the amount of $

46( ).
The e execution of an appearance bond in the amount of $ vA4(Re accused or bond depositor

may deposit 10% of the full amount of bond directly with the Lic ing County Clerk of Courts. Upon

breach, the accused/depositor will f90rf^it
of the mountdepos ted shallVbeoretu nedbtolthe defendant or

amount of bond. Upon compliance,
the bond depositor. Crim. R. 46(A)(2).
q The execution s urety

o of the Defendanty i n
real

the stmount of
secu

rities as under Crim. R.
law, or the deposit of cash, at the option
46(A)(3).

q Bond is continued as previously (q set)(qposted).

Il. Conditions

^he De ant all h vp n c n act, directly or indirectly, with the following individuals:

^' ' .^
E3" The Defendant shall abstain frbm the consumption of alcohol or any controlled substance without a

prescription and immediately submit to alcohol or drug testing.
efendant shall report to Ad t ouri: Services immediately following court or upon release.

Defendant shali: omplete Drug/Alcohol Eval. q Complete Mental Health Eval.

It is so ordered. ^ ^ ^

Judge W. David Branstool

Copies: Counsel q Defendant served in Court
q Licking County Prosecutor q Defense



IN THE LICKING COUNTY COMMON PLEAS COURT

State of Ohio
.

Plaintiff, r ; i.vU^

-vs- pt 21A p,19. tUale No. l^ C 7^ 4-K
14

Defendant.
. f't.. . iF\ . .

JUDGMENT ENTRY - ARRAIGNMENT

The Defendant appeared for arraignment on ^Z'^ 20^Z"- The State ofi

Ohio was repres ted b the Licki County Prosecutor's Office. The Defendant appeared with appeared (^

with counsel, (q without counsel).

The Defendant acknowledged receiving a copy of the indictment. In accordance with Crim. R. 10, the
indictment was read to the Defendant, or in the alternative, the Defendant waived a reading of the indictment.
The Defendant entered pleas of not guilty to all counts contained in the indictment.

Pursuant to Crim. R. 46, the Defendant shall be released on the following bond(s) and conditions:

Type and Amount of Bail

q Bond is set in the amount of $ , to be posted as follows:
q The personal recognizance of the Defendant, under Crim. R. 46(A)(1).

q The execution of an unsecured bail bond in the amount of $ , under Crim. R.

46(A)(1).
q The execution of an appearance bond in the amount of $ . The accused or bond depositor

may deposit 10% of the full amount of bond directly with the Licking County Clerk of Courts. Upon

breach, the accused/depositor will forfeit the amount deposited and will owe the balance on the full

amount of bond. Upon compliance, 90% of the amount deposited shall be returned to the defendant or

the bond depositor. Crim. R. 46(A)(2).
q The execution of a surety bond, a bond secured by real estate or securities as allowed by

or the deposit of cash, at the option he Defendant, in the amount of $ , under Crim. R.

46(A)(3).
Bond is continued as previously ( set)([]posted).

q

q

q
q

Conditions

The Defendant shall have no contact, directly or indirectly, with the following individuals:

The Defendant shall abstain from the consumption of alcahol or any controlled substance without a

prescription and immediately submit to alcohol or drug testing.
Defendant shall report to Adult Court Services immediately following court or upon release.

Defendant shall: q Complete Drug/Alcohol Eval. q Complete Mental Health Eval.

It is so ordered.

Copies:
q Licking County Prosecutor
q Defense Counsel
q Defendant served in Court

C.
I,^ll c ^

1 34 R2 7 'u

^n..^

c



IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

STATE OF OHIO

vs.

LICKING COUNTY, OHIO
f'lT'

3̂^_}ii;':. ;V^ ^;?^ ^^^ i C^J^`^^ CASE NO. 2012 CR 00358
OFFENSE: DOMESTIC VIOLENCE (F4)

1D1^ JU^ 21 p 2' 11
RALPH N LAWYER

THE STATE OF OHIO, LICKING COI-1hTTY;•,5

ON July 27, 2012 THE DEFENDANT RALPH N LAWYER AND DOUG WELLMAN PERSONALLY
APPEARED BEFORE ME AND INDIVIDUALLY/JOINTLY AND ACKNOWLEDGED THAT
RALPH N LAWYER WOULD BE RESPONSIBLE TO OWE TO THE STATE OF OHIO THE SUM OF
$10,000 TO BE LEVIED ON PERSONAL PROPERTY AND REAL PROPERTY, IF HE/SHE SHOULD
DEFAULT ON THE CONDITIONS OF THE BAIL AS SET FORTH BELOW:

1. THAT THE DEFENDANT SHALL PERSONALLY APPEAR BEFORE THE COMMON PLEAS
COURT WHEN REQUIRED TO DO SO ON THE CHARGES FILED HEREIN.

2. REPORT TO ADULT COURT SERVICES ^--
3. NO DRUGS OR ALCOHOL
4. URINALYSIS AND BREATH TESTING

q OTHER CONDITIONS

XII^APP EVALUATION
NO CONTACT WITH ALLEDGED VICTIM ^^ ^^- ^'^^ "^' 1►

q NO OPERATING A MOTOR VEHICLE
q NO WEAPONS
^THP^^m 4

tiZGt,Y^- Cl.__-

^^^,=^ a^ B^I-7/1 Z v `^`ria.Q a/ !

4RcING BO

ADDRESS

CITY STATE ZIP CODE

74`-o __ ? ?!i! -- ..^ z' ^^
PHONE NUMBER

DEFENDANT'S SIGNATURE

ADDRESS

CITY STATE ZIP CODE

PHONE NUMBER

TAKEN AND ACKNOWLEDGED BEFORE ME UPON THE DATE ABOVE STA; EL.,

a^:HGARY W LTERS
c'.w c ^-wo

BY

DEPUTY CLERK DEPUTY
"R^

^s.

De°..,^^.
-d-

.-n' k'.^^^ 64 ^^ult,



GARY R. WALTERS, CLERK OF COURTS

75 E. MAIN ST.

NEWARK, OHIO 43055

Receipt Type Case Outstanding Amount 0.00

Receipt Number 187012 Receipt Date 07/27/2012

Case Number 2012 CR 00358

Description STATE OF OHIO vs. LAWYER, RALPH N

Action DOMESTIC VIOLENCE-2919.25

Judge MARCELAIN, THOMAS M

Received From DOUG WELLMAN

On Behalf Of LAWYER, RALPH N

Total Received 1,000.00

Net Received 1,000.00

Change 0.00

Receipt Payments Amount Reference Description

CASH 1,000.00

Receipt Applications
Bond

Deputy Clerk:

Comments

Amount

1,000.00

Transaction Date 07/27/2012

14:06:40.83
TRIDEl
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