
COURT OF APPEALS OF OHIO, SEVENTH APPELLATE DISTRICT,
COLUMBIANA COUNTY

State v. Jackson
2026-Ohio-1325 · No. 25 CO 0029 · Decided April 10, 2026

SUMMARY

The Seventh District Court of Appeals of Ohio affirmed Davante L. Jackson’s convictions and
sentence for fentanyl-related trafficking and possession, drug trafficking and possession, and
tampering with evidence. The court rejected his claims that counsel was ineffective for withdrawing a
motion to suppress and that his no-contest plea was not knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily
entered. The court concluded that the record did not establish ineffective assistance and that the trial
court substantially complied with Crim.R. 11(C)(2).
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether trial counsel rendered ineffective assistance by withdrawing a motion to suppress without
Jackson's prior knowledge.

2. Whether Jackson's no contest plea was unknowing, unintelligent, or involuntary because he allegedly did
not understand the consequences of the withdrawn suppression motion and the rights waived by the plea.

HOLDINGS

1. Jackson failed to establish ineffective assistance of counsel because the record did not demonstrate a
valid ground for suppression, his assertions concerning probable cause were speculative and
unsupported by the appellate record, withdrawing the motion could have been a matter of trial strategy
or plea negotiation, and he failed to show prejudice.

2. Jackson's no contest plea was knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily entered because the trial court
strictly complied with Crim.R. 11(C)(2) as to constitutional rights and substantially complied as to
nonconstitutional rights, and the court addressed his lack of initial awareness of the withdrawn
suppression motion by allowing consultation with counsel and confirming that his questions had been
answered.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“If the plea is not knowing, intelligent, and voluntary, it has been obtained in violation of due process and is
void.” (¶ 21)

“Nothing on the record indicates that Appellant’s plea was anything less than knowingly, intelligently, and
voluntarily entered.” (¶ 29)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Jackson was driving a vehicle stopped for not having a visible license plate and was also impaired. While in the
police cruiser, he removed a container of pills and handed it to his passenger; the pills contained 14.58 grams of
a fentanyl-related compound that he attempted to conceal. He was indicted on trafficking, possession, and
tampering-with-evidence charges, later entered a no contest plea after counsel withdrew a suppression motion,
and received an aggregate sentence of five and one-half to seven and one-half years.
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A Columbiana County grand jury indicted Jackson on five drug- and evidence-related offenses. After counsel
withdrew a motion to suppress as part of plea negotiations, Jackson entered a no contest plea. The trial court
accepted the plea, imposed an aggregate sentence of five and one-half to seven and one-half years, and ordered
specified terms to run concurrently or consecutively. Jackson timely appealed, and the Seventh District affirmed.
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