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SUMMARY

The Eleventh District Court of Appeals of Ohio affirmed Thomas Joe Graley’s conviction and
sentence for aggravated murder following his guilty plea and agreed sentence of 25 years to life.
Applying Anders v. California, the court independently reviewed the record and found no nonfrivolous
issues concerning sentencing, competency, the plea, or ineffective assistance of counsel.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the Anders appeal presented any nonfrivolous issue requiring appointment of new appellate
counsel.

2. Whether Graley's jointly agreed sentence of 25 years to life for aggravated murder was subject to
appellate review.

3. Whether Graley was competent to enter his guilty plea and whether the plea was entered knowingly and
voluntarily in compliance with Crim.R. 11.

4. Whether the record revealed any other meritorious sentencing, competency, plea, or ineffective-
assistance issue.

HOLDINGS

1. The appeal was wholly frivolous because the court's independent review disclosed no nonfrivolous issue
warranting appointment of new counsel.

2. Graley's jointly agreed sentence of 25 years to life was authorized by law and was not subject to review
under R.C. 2953.08(D)(1).

3. The record supported the conclusion that Graley was competent to enter his guilty plea.

4. Graley's guilty plea was entered knowingly and voluntarily, and the trial court complied with Crim.R.
11(C)(2).

5. The record disclosed no ineffective-assistance claim affecting the knowing and voluntary character of
Graley's guilty plea.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The appellate court must conduct “a full examination of all the proceedings, to decide whether the case is
wholly frivolous.”” (¶ 9)

“A sentence imposed upon a defendant is not subject to review under this section if the sentence is authorized
by law, has been recommended jointly by the defendant and the prosecution in the case, and is imposed by a
sentencing judge.” (¶ 11)

“A defendant must have “‘sufficient present ability to consult with his lawyer with a reasonable degree of
rational understanding’” and “‘a rational as well as factual understanding of the proceedings against
him.’”” (¶ 17)

“The best way to ensure that pleas are entered knowingly and voluntarily is to simply follow the requirements
of Crim.R.11 when deciding whether to accept a plea agreement” (¶ 19)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Graley was charged with aggravated murder and murder after killing his girlfriend following an argument; the
victim died from multiple injuries, including blunt-force trauma. He was initially found incompetent to stand



trial but was later restored to competency after treatment. He then pleaded guilty to aggravated murder in
exchange for dismissal of the murder charge and a jointly agreed sentence of 25 years to life.
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