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Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Kayla Snodgrass  
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 26886; T.C. No. 15-TRC-1065 
Panel:    Fain, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:   Mike Fain  
Summary:  Appeal from OMVI conviction and sentence, following a guilty plea.  

Anders brief filed.  No potential assignments of error having arguable 
merit found.  Affirmed.     

 
Case Name:  Charlotte Cornett v. James Cornett  
Case No:  Greene App. No. 2016-CA-7; T.C. No. 2012-DR-251 
Panel:    Donovan, Fain, Froelich 
Author:   Mike Fain  
Summary: Agreed judgment entry of divorce is neither inequitable, nor the 

product of ineffective assistance of trial counsel.  The trial court did 
not err in overruling Civ.R. 60(B) motion for relief from the judgment.  
Affirmed.      

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Dion Black 
Case No.: Montgomery App. Nos. 26986 and 26991; 15CRB6924 and 

15TRD10946 
Panel:   Donovan, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary: Appellant’s convictions were not against the manifest weight of the 

evidence nor was the evidence adduced insufficient with respect to 
identification.  Appellant’s trial counsel’s failure to file a motion to 
suppress did not rise to the level of ineffective assistance of counsel.  
Judgment is affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  In Re:  J.S. 
Case No.:  Montgomery App. No. 27171; T. Ct. No. 2012-8682 
Panel:   Donovan, Fain, Froelich 
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Author:  Mary E. Donovan 
Summary:  The trial court did not abuse its discretion when it overruled 

appellant’s objections and affirmed the decision of the magistrate 
holding him in contempt for failing to provide a surety of some kind 
to appellee that would insure that his child support arrearage would 
be paid in the event of appellant’s death.  Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  Amy L. Austin (Vorpe) v. Stephen B. Austin 
Case No.:  Montgomery App. No. 27129; T.C. No. 03DM631 
Panel:   Donovan, Fain, Froelich 
Author:  Jeffrey E. Froelich   
Summary:  On appeal from a judgment denying Father’s motion to hold Mother 

in contempt of court, Father may not raise issues decided in previous 
judgments of the court, such as whether the court made the 
appropriate findings when it modified a shared parenting order.   Trial 
court did not err in failing to modify visitation in response to the 
motion for contempt, when no motion for modified visitation had been 
filed, or in finding that Mother was not in contempt.  Trial court did 
not abuse its discretion in failing to find Mother in contempt where, 
although Mother modified a court document, she did not do so with 
the intent to misrepresent the obligations imposed by the order and 
did not demonstrate a lack of respect for the court or its lawful orders.  
Judgment affirmed. 

 
Case Name:  State of Ohio v. Ronald A. Smith 
Case No:  Montgomery App. No. 27015; T.C. No. 2004-CR-3554 
Panel:    Donovan, Hall, Welbaum 
Author:   Michael T. Hall 
Summary:  The trial court did not abuse its discretion by summarily overruling, 

without a hearing, Appellant’s motion for leave to file a motion for a 
new trial and motion for a new trial based on newly discovered 
evidence. These are appellant’s thirteenth and fourteenth such 
motions and he failed to demonstrate that he was unavoidably 
prevented from discovering the alleged new evidence, and he failed 
to show a strong probability that the alleged new evidence would 
change the result of the trial. Judgment affirmed. 

 
 
 


