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SUMMARY:


The trial court erred in denying appellant’s motion for the return of his property because, pursuant to State v. Hammock, 1st Dist. Hamilton No. C-200368, 2021-Ohio-3574, indefinitely confiscating appellant’s cell phone and body camera is not reasonably commensurate with the gravity of the direct-criminal-contempt offenses for which he was convicted.
JUDGMENT:

REVERSED AND CAUSE REMANDED IN PART; APPEAL 




DISMISSED IN PART
JUDGES:
OPINION by CROUSE, J.; ZAYAS, P.J., and BOCK, J., CONCUR.  

