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2008 Annual Report

About Us

The Judges of the Montgomery County Common Pleas 
Court take this opportunity to provide you with information 
about the Court.  The Common Pleas Court consists of 
four divisions that provide timely and equitable service 
to the citizens of Montgomery County.  Each of the 
divisions has a unique role for a specific area of the 
judicial process.  Collectively, the Court is dedicated to 
delivering superior programs in public safety, corrections, 
rehabilitation, family law, probate, and civil justice.  While 
the Courts are, by law, separate entities, Judges and 
administrative staff work together on joint programs and 
projects designed to provide more cost effective solutions 
for the Courts.  These joint efforts  reduce expenditures as 
well as avoid duplication and inefficiency.  We appreciate 
citizen support and endeavor to continue our efforts to 
provide the best Court system in the State of Ohio.

DESCRIPTION OF THE COMMON PLEAS COURT
There are sixteen Judges in the Common Pleas Court 
for Montgomery County.  The Judges are elected to and 
conduct their work in one of the four divisions.  In some 
instances, the Presiding Judge will assign a Judge from 
one division to another for specific cases.  This is done 
to avoid the cost and delay involved with a Judge from 
another county being assigned to a matter.

The Domestic Relations Division has two Judges 
empowered by statute to hear all divorce, dissolution, 
legal separation, and annulment cases, as well as civil 
domestic violence cases for residents of Montgomery 
County. In addition, the Court maintains jurisdiction over 
post-decree matters such as allocation of parental rights 
and responsibilities, child support, parenting time issues, 
spousal support, and other related matters.

The General Division has eleven Judges responsible for 
civil cases and criminal felony cases.  Civil cases involve 
disputes between parties for such things as unpaid debts, 
personal injuries from accidents, contract disputes and 
other conflicts arising out of different types of business 
transactions.  Criminal felony cases are prosecutions for 
crimes that can result in a prison sentence for the offender.  
Felony cases are divided by classifications from One to Five 
with Level One crimes being the most serious offenses.

The Juvenile Division has two Judges with jurisdiction 
over cases regarding delinquent and unruly children, as well 
as those youth charged with traffic violations. The Court 
also makes judicial determinations relating to dependency, 
neglect, abuse, paternity, child support, and parenting time.
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PROBATE DIVISION
41 N. Perry Street, 2nd Floor 
Montgomery County Courts Building
Dayton, Ohio 45402
www.mcohio.org/probate

Alice O. McCollum, Judge  ................. (937) 225-4552

Adoptions ............................................. (937) 224-8498
Chief Magistrate • David Farmer .......... (937) 225-4609
Clerk’s Department .............................. (937) 225-4640
Court Administrator .............................. (937) 225-4625
Magistrates 
 Joseph Gallagher .............................. (937) 225-4601
 Arvin Miller ........................................ (937) 225-4490
 David White ....................................... (937) 225-4608
Marriage ............................................... (937) 225-4656

Alice O. McCollum, Administrative Judge

MISSION STATEMENT
The Montgomery County Probate Court is dedicated to 
resolving matters and disputes fairly and efficiently.

We accomplish our mission by:
 • Offering easy access to the Court for prompt problem 
  resolution; 
 • Providing quality and innovative services to the public;
 • Ensuring efficient case management by a professional 
  and courteous staff; and
 • Upholding the law and delivering justice in an 
  equitable and just manner.

JUDICIAL
The Probate Court was established as a separate division 
of the Montgomery County Court of Common Pleas in 
1851.  Probate Court is a trial court with limited jurisdiction 
as granted by the Ohio Revised Code.  The Probate Court 
has exclusive jurisdiction over the administration of estates 
and trusts, appointment of guardians for incompetents 
and estate of minors, adoptions, the issuance of marriage 
licenses, name changes, commitment of the mentally ill 
and various other civil actions.  The court also approves 
settlements in wrongful death actions and minor injury 
claims.  The Probate Court is empowered with more than 
two hundred responsibilities pursuant to the Ohio Revised 
Code.

Judge Alice O. McCollum received 
her B.A. in Mathematics from 
the University of North Carolina 
at Greensboro and her J.D. from 
University of Cincinnati.  Judge 
McCollum was the first woman 
elected Dayton Municipal Court 
Judge, where she served for 24 
years.  Judge McCollum was 
elected Montgomery County 
Probate Judge in November 2002 
and reelected in 2008.  Judge 
McCollum is an active community 
volunteer.

Probate Division
COMMON PLEAS COURT
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Montgomery County Common Pleas Court

that party’s attorney, to the case.

COURT OPERATIONS 
DEPARTMENT
Court Administrator
The Judge appoints the Court 
Administrator.  The Administrator 
manages and coordinates the 
operations and nonlegal staff 
of the Court.  The Administrator 
is responsible for the general 
administration and supervision of all 

support services under the Court. 
In addition, the Court Administrator 
supervises the implementation of 
all special projects the court may 
undertake.  The Court Administrator 
utilizes leadership and management 
skills to create a high-performance 
work environment for court staff.  

The Administrator reviews data 
and information for planning 
purposes, evaluates organizational 
effectiveness, reviews cost and 
impact analysis, and establishes time 
lines and benchmarks of standards.  
The Administrator handles attorney, 
agency and public concerns 
and complaints regarding court 
proceedings. The Court Administrator 
also acts as a liaison between the 
Judge and staff.

Finance
The Finance Department is 
responsible for all aspects of 
finance, including preparation and 
maintenance of budgets, all financial 
reporting and analysis, support 
for financial and analytical needs 
of other departments, control over 
all payments and purchasing, and 
continual monitoring of all aspects of 
finance for the Court.

Management of Information 
Systems
The M.I.S. Department provides 
data processing services and office 

automation to the entire 
staff of the Probate Court 
in order to provide a more 
efficient court for the public. 
The department administers 
and maintains a Novell and 
Windows network, granting 
Network users appropriate 
permissions and access rights 
to a variety of applications. 
The department upgrades 
hardware and software, 
installs new hardware and 
software, and troubleshoots 

any computer-related problems users 
may have.

Clerks Office
The Clerks Office maintains and 
makes available to the public the 
hard-copy records of all case files for 
the Probate Court.  The Clerks Office 

4

There is one probate judge who is 
elected for a six-year term.  The 
probate judge is also the Clerk of the 
Probate Court. Therefore, to assist 
the judge in managing the court 
records, the deputy clerks maintain 
and make available to the public all of 
the Probate Court records which are 
not confidential.  These employees 
accept filings, issue service of 
summons, and are responsible 
for docketing and maintaining the 
records of the cases.

The Probate Judge appoints board 
members to the Dayton Metropolitan 
Housing Authority, Montgomery 
County Board of Mental Retardation 
and Developmental Disabilities, 
the Montgomery County Humane 
Society, and all members of the 
Five Rivers Metro Park Board.  The 
probate judge has the authority to 
make other appointments pursuant to 
statute.

JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT
Judge McCollum 
The Judge of the Probate Court shall 
be assigned all cases coming before 
the court. The Judge is charged with 
the assignment and division of the 
work of the departments and with the 
employment and supervision of all 
personnel of the Probate Court.

Magistrates 
Four Magistrates assist the Judge in 
handling the case load.  A magistrate 
is an attorney appointed by the 
Court who hears cases referred by 
the Judge.  Magistrates hear and 
consider cases in the same manner 
as a judge.  All magistrates’ decisions 
are reviewed and approved by the 
Judge.  Magistrates are available 
to answer procedural and other 
questions, but may not discuss a 
case with either a litigant or attorney 
in the absence of the other party, or 

COMMON PLEAS COURT
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assists customers at the counter and over the telephone.  
The Clerks Office collects any cost or fee required, issues 
receipts, and posts the collected monies.  Appropriate 
information for case files is docketed in a timely manner, 
including entering information in the computer system 
and issuing appropriate notices.  Documents are scanned 
for the case file database which is available online.  
Further duties of the office include providing basic case 
management information and completing statistical 
reporting.

Marriage Department
The Marriage Department’s principal function is to issue 
marriage licenses and complete marriage certificates. 
Further duties include providing statistical reporting 
concerning case management.

Adoption Department
One of the most rewarding responsibilities of the Probate 
Court is to make sure a child is placed in a safe, loving, 
and permanent home. The Adoption Department serves 
a dual function.  The primary function is to provide case 

management for the adoption cases.  Adoption filings 
are accepted by this Department, reviewed, and set for 
hearings as appropriate.  All adoption proceedings and 
records are confidential.  The secondary function is that 
of a case management specialist’s to the magistrates 
when necessary. The case management specialist duties 
require considerable knowledge of office, secretarial, and 
administrative practices and procedures.  They maintain 
court orders, reports, forms, correspondence, and final 
decisions by the magistrates and Judge.

Mental Health
It is the responsibility of the Probate Court to oversee 
the involuntary commitment process of individuals 
who are alleged to be mentally ill or mentally retarded, 
while protecting their rights and ensuring they receive 
treatment in the least restrictive environment.  The Court 
conducts hearings at various hospitals and other mental 
health facilities throughout the county to determine if 
an individual requires hospitalization.  The Court will 
appoint an attorney for a person if it appears the alleged 
mentally ill/mentally retarded person is indigent.  Doctors, 
psychologists and other experts may also be appointed as 
required.  All proceedings and records are confidential.

2008 ACCOMPLISHMENTS
Purchased software, in collaboration with the Clerk of 
Courts and the County Recorder, to automatically redact 
personal identifying information from 30 million images. 

Continued renovation of the Probate Court.

Enhanced computer systems to include Ohio Courts 
Network involvement.

2009 GOALS
Begin process to implement use of credit cards to pay for 
court costs.

Relocate entire court to permanent location in the 
Montgomery County Courts building.

Operate office with less funds than in 2008 while 
maintaining staff morale and productivity.

Probate Division
COMMON PLEAS COURT
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2006-2008 STATISTICS
 2006 2007 2008

   

CASE FILED STATISTICS

Adoptions 240 213 182

Estates 2,596 2,725 2,722

Guardianship 373 394 332

Mental Health 730 761 543

Miscellaneous, Trust 375 339 429

   

MARRIAGE STATISTICS

Licenses Issued 3,641 3,307 3,213

Marriage Certificates 4,647 7,777 7,314

CONTACT LIST
Attorney Referrals

Dayton Bar Association ........................................ (937) 222-7902
Dayton Bar Association Lawyer Referral ............. (937) 222-6102
Ohio State Bar Association ................................... (614) 421-2121

Guardianship Referrals

Life Essentials ......................................................(937) 586-0545
Adult Protective Services .....................................(937) 225-4529
Advocacy Protective Services, Inc. ...................... (937) 743-4400

Mental Health Programs

ADAMSH Board ................................................... (937) 443-0416
Alcohol Drug Addiction and Mental Health Service Board

MRDD ................................................................... (937) 837-9200
Mental Retardation & Developmental Disabilities

COMMON PLEAS COURT
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RENOVATION OF THE PROBATE COURT

Those who visited the second floor noticed that the floor 
was mired in the sixties.  The Court’s layout and workflow 
did not keep pace with the changing and challenging 
times.  There were several goals of the renovation.  The 
most pressing need was an area where the clerks could 
more easily cross train and where their office layout would 
be more user-friendly for the public.   Cross training is 
essential to maintain quality service to the public during a 
time of economic distress. 

One of the other pressing needs was to provide the 
Probate Court Judge with an adequate courtroom.  The 
prior courtroom lacked a jury box and obviously, since 
there was no jury box there was not a jury deliberation 
room.  There are two types of cases that can have juries 
in the Probate Court.  During 2008, there were several 
requests for juries that remain pending.  .  In addition, the 
magistrates needed another courtroom to provide the 
opportunity to have multi-day trials on consecutive days.

For security reasons, it was imperative to move the 
Judge’s chambers from directly across from the public 
elevators.  The magistrates also require privacy from the 
public view.  Both the Judge and the Magistrates will have 
secure area from the employees’ elevator to access their 
offices which are located in a secured hall.  

After years of planning, the renovation of the Probate 
Court finally began.  In February 2008, to provide the 
construction workers with adequate space in which to 
work and to avoid injury to staff, the entire Court moved to 
the old Juvenile Court Building, now known as the Court 
Services Building.  To prepare the building, the Court 
utilized the services of adult male prisoners who were 
on work detail.  They were able to clean, remove wall 
partitions and furniture, and paint to prepare the building 
for our use.  Initially, it was very confusing and difficult for 
the public and the staff to adjust.
   
As the months elapsed, anticipation and anxiety 
increased.  The process seemed slow, but there were 
so many details, selections, and choices that required 
attention.  The plans were revised and modified and then 
the revisions and modifications were revised and modified.  
Months went by before the framing and dry walling began 
to unveil the final product.

The project director, the tradesmen, contractors and 
subcontractors were consummate workers and a pleasure 
with whom to work.  No detail was too small and no job too 
overwhelming for them.  The final product is a testimony to 
their attention to detail.

The County can be proud that all available space was 
designed and utilized with a strategic plan in mind.  In new, 
clean and safe surroundings, staff morale will certainly 
improve thereby increasing productivity for the court and 
civility to the public.

Probate Division
COMMON PLEAS COURT
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SPECIAL NOTES
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GENERAL DIVISION
41 W. Perry Street
Montgomery County Courts Building
Dayton, Ohio 45422
www.montcourt.org

Michael T. Hall, Administrative Judge  .........(937) 496-7951

Barbara P. Gorman, Presiding Judge ........ (937) 225-4392
Jeffrey E. Froelich, Judge ........................ (937) 225-4440

(Connie S. Price, Judge, effective March 16,2009)
Mary Katherine Huffman, Judge ............. (937) 496-7955
Dennis J. Langer, Judge .......................... (937) 225-4055
Frances E. McGee, Judge ....................... (937) 225-4368
Timothy N. O’Connell, Judge ...................(937) 225-4416
Gregory F. Singer, Judge ........................ (937) 225-4376
Michael L. Tucker, Judge ......................... (937) 225-4448
A. J. Wagner, Judge ................................ (937) 225-4409
Mary L. Wiseman, Judge ........................ (937) 225-4384

Alternative Dispute Resolution ................ (937) 225-6042
Jury Services .......................................... (937) 225-4704
Magistrates Office ....................................(937) 225-4168
Visiting Judge ...........................................(937) 225-4618

COURT OFFICES / LOCATIONS
MONTGOMERY COUNTY COURTS BUILDING

41 W. Perry Street • Dayton, Ohio 45422

 • Civil Stalking Protection Orders
 • Client Supervision
 • Magistrates
 • Primary Mailing Address
 • Trial Courts

MONTGOMERY COUNTY REIBOLD BUILDING

14 W. Fourth Street, 8th Floor • Dayton, Ohio 45422

 • Chemical Offender Program
 • Client Supervision
 • Domestic Violence Unit
 • Drug Court Staff
 • Intensive Client Supervision
 • Non-Support Court Staff

Michael T. Hall, Administrative Judge

Barbara P. Gorman, Presiding Judge

Judge Gorman joined the 
bench in 1987.  She received 
her undergraduate degree from 
Marquette University, and her 
master’s and law degrees from 
the University of Dayton.  She 
was a teacher in the Dayton 
School system from 1971-1973 
before joining the Prosecutor’s 
Office in 1977.  Judge Gorman is 
past President of Catholic Social 
Services and the Ohio Common 
Pleas Judges Association, and 
is presently a member of the 
CityFolk Board. 

Judge Hall came on the bench 
in 1999.  He received his 
undergraduate and law degrees 
from the University of Dayton.  He 
was in the private practice of law 
from 1979-1999.  Judge Hall is a 
member of the Ohio, Dayton and 
Florida Bar Associations, a Vice-
President of the Ohio Common 
Pleas Judges Association, and 
former Treasurer of the Dayton 
Bar Association.   He was a 
Dayton police officer from 1970-
1976.

General Division
COMMON PLEAS COURT
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COURT OFFICES / LOCATIONS - Cont’d
COURT SERVICES BUILDING

303 W. Second Street • Dayton, Ohio 45422

 • Visiting Judge
 • Presentence Investigations
 • Pretrial Release and Supervision
 • Intervention in lieu of conviction
 • Court Support:  Word processing and records

LIBERTY TOWER

120 W. Second Street, 6th Floor • Dayton, Ohio 45402

 • Arbitration
 • Mediation

S.T.O.P. PROGRAM

1945 S. Gettysburg Avenue • Dayton, Ohio 45408

 • Drug Offender Intervention Team

Dennis J. Langer, Judge

A. J. Wagner, Judge

MISSION STATEMENT
Together we provide fair and efficient justice under the law 
for all. We will provide innovative and high quality court 
services to the people of Montgomery County. We will do 
this by:

 • Resolving matters and disputes in a fair and timely
  manner;
 • Being culturally diverse and respectful of the 
  community;
 • Working effectively with justice system partners and 
  the community;
 • Fostering a safe, rewarding, and motivating work  
  environment; and
 • Demonstrating accountability.

ACCOMPLISHMENTS

UTILIZATION OF THE COURT SERVICES BUILDING

With the move of the Juvenile Division to a new facility, 
the Montgomery County Common Pleas Court, General 
Division, relocated various staff and programs to the 
newly named Court Services Building.  Some moves are 
temporary (Visiting Judge located on the first floor in one 
of two courtrooms and chambers.)  Others are permanent 
(the lower level now houses Pretrial Services, EHDP, PSI, 
ILC and various support services.)  The remainder of the 
building is currently used as a staging area for other courts 
being displaced by the renovation of the Courthouse.

Judge Langer joined the bench 
in 1995.  He received his 
undergraduate degree from 
John Carroll University and law 
degree from Boston University.  
He was an Assistant Prosecutor 
from 1976-1995, and named as 
Ohio’s “Outstanding Assistant 
Prosecutor” in 1994.  He has 
been the Administrative Judge of 
the General Division and Chair 
of the Criminal Justice Council.  
Currently, Judge Langer is Chair 
of the Judicial Advisory Board 
of the MonDay Community 
Correctional Institution.

Judge Wagner was elected to the 
bench in 2000.  He received his 
undergraduate degree from the 
University of Steubenville and his 
law degree from the University of 
Dayton.  He practiced in several 
areas of law from 1975-2000 while 
serving as Montgomery County 
Auditor from 1991-2000.  Judge 
Wanger currently represents 
the Ohio Judicial Conference as 
representative to the Ohio Council 
of County Officials where he 
serves as its Secretary/Treasurer. 

Jeffrey E. Froelich, Judge

Judge Froelich was elected to 
the bench in 1994 after serving 
as a County Court judge for 
many years.  A graduate of Miami 
University and the University of 
Michigan Law School, he is an 
Adjunct Professor of Law at the 
University of Dayton and past 
president of the Dayton Bar 
Association. Judge Froelich was 
the court’s first drug court judge, 
and he has been active with the 
Alzheimer’s Association and A 
Special Wish Foundation.

COMMON PLEAS COURT
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Mary Katherine Huffman, Judge

Gregory F. Singer, Judge

Judge Huffman came on the 
bench in 2002.  She received 
her undergraduate degree from 
Wright State University and her 
law degree from the University 
of Dayton.  She serves on the 
Judicial Advisory Group and 
was honored, in 2007, with the 
Distinguished Alumni Award 
from the University of Dayton.  
Judge Huffman currently serves 
as President of the Miami Valley 
Youth Soccer Association and 
Adjunct Law Professor at the 
University of Dayton.

Judge Singer joined the bench in 
2005.  He received his Bachelor’s 
degree from the University of 
Cincinnati, and his law degree 
from the University of Dayton.  
He served for 15 years as an 
adjunct Professor of Law at the 
University of Dayton, he is a 
member of the Ohio and Dayton 
Bar Associations, and has been 
licensed to practice law in Ohio, 
Kentucky, and the United States 
Supreme Court.

Michael L. Tucker, Judge

Judge Tucker was elected to 
the bench in 2001.  He received 
his undergraduate degree from 
Wright State University and his 
law degree from the University 
of Dayton.  He was in the private 
practice of law from 1980-2000 
where the emphasis of his work 
was in civil litigation.  Judge 
Tucker is a member of the Ohio 
and Dayton Bar Associations, and 
is President of the Carl D. Kessler 
Inn of Court. 

Some moves are temporary (Visiting Judge located on 
the first floor in one of two courtrooms and chambers.)  
Others are permanent (the lower level now houses 
Pretrial Services, EHDP, PSI, ILC and various support 
services.)  The remainder of the building is currently used 
as a staging area for other courts being displaced by the 
renovation of the Courthouse.

TRANSITIONS IN 2008

Judge Jeffrey E. Froelich was elected to the Second 
District Court of Appeals in November 2008, and was 
sworn into office on January 26, 2009.  He served 16 
years as a County Court Judge before being elected to the 
General Division bench in 1994. 

Judge Froelich’s community service is extensive.  
He has served on the boards of the Family Service 
Association, DayMont Mental Health Center, A Special 
Wish Foundation, and the Miami Valley Alzheimer’s 
Association.  His law-related activities include serving 
as Chair of the Judicial Advisory Board and the Certified 
Grievance Committee of the Dayton Bar Association, 
along with memberships in the American and Ohio State 
Bar Associations, the American Judicature Society, and 
serving as a Master of the Carl Kessler Inn of Court.

The Montgomery County Common Pleas Court General 
Division extends warm congratulations to Judge Jeffrey 
E. Froelich on his election to the Second District Court of 
Appeals.

h

Judge Michael T. Hall remained as the Court’s 
Administrative Judge throughout 2008.  The Administrative 
Judge is elected annually.  His duties are extensive 
and include assigning cases to individual judges, the 
timely filing of all reports required by the Court Statistical 
Reporting Section, developing accounting and auditing 
systems within the court that ensure the accuracy and 
completeness of all reports, administering personnel 
policies established by the court, requesting the 
assignment of judges to the court by the Chief Justice of 
the Supreme Court, and requiring timely and accurate 
reports from each judge concerning the status of 
individually assigned cases.

h

Judge Barbara P. Gorman continued as the Common 
Pleas Court’s Presiding Judge throughout 2008.  The 
Presiding Judge calls and conducts an annual meeting, 
and other meetings as necessary, of the judges of all 

General Division
COMMON PLEAS COURT
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Frances E. McGee, Judge

Mary L. Wiseman, Judge

Judge McGee was appointed to 
the bench in 2007 before being 
elected in 2008.  She received 
her undergraduate degree from 
Howard University and her law 
degree from The Ohio State 
University.  She served as an 
Assistant Montgomery County 
Prosecutor from 1983-2007.  
Judge McGee is a member of the 
Southern Ohio Law Leadership 
Initiative, as well as a life member 
of the Girl Scouts and Alpha 
Kappa Alpha Sorority.

Judge Wiseman was appointed 
to the bench in 2007 before 
being elected in 2008.  She 
holds an undergraduate degree 
from Ball State University and a 
law degree from the University 
of Arkansas.  In her private 
practice, she focused on complex 
commercial litigation in both the 
state and federal courts.  Judge 
Wiseman serves on the board of 
the Volunteer Lawyer’s Project 
for Greater Dayton and the 
Entrepreneur’s Center of Dayton. 

Timothy N. O’Connell, Judge

Judge O’Connell was elected to 
the bench in 2006.  He obtained 
his undergraduate and law 
degrees from the University of 
Dayton.  He was in the private 
practice of law from 1980-1990, 
at which time he was appointed 
as a Referee in the General 
Division.  Judge O’Connell 
teaches continuing legal education 
seminars for the Dayton Bar 
Association, and he is a mentor for 
elementary school students in the 
Dayton Public Schools.

the Common Pleas Court divisions for the purpose of 
discussing and resolving administrative problems common 
to all divisions of the court.  Judge Gorman also assigns 
judges of the court on a temporary basis to serve in 
another division as required by the business of the court.

STRATEGIC PLANNING

The General  Division has actively engaged in strategic 
planning efforts in recent years.  Strategic planning 
methods have been embraced by private industry and 
other governmental agencies as an effective tool to 
manage resources and meet the needs of the community 
that we serve.  This is an effective and important tool that 
assists Judges and managers:

 (1) identify and meet the new demands placed on the  
  courts; 
 (2) maintain awareness of community expectation of  
  the judicial function; 
 (3) develop effective strategies to improve court 
  performance before a problem is manifested.  This 
  process has proven effective in clarifying purposes 
  and defining reasonable expectations of what the 
  courts can do.

The Court initially surveyed the community and users 
of court services to determine expectations and needs 
relating to court and judicial operations.  Many programs 
and plans have been implemented in response to these 
efforts.  As the Court closed this fourth year of an active 
strategic planning effort, we saw many accomplishments 
in the Court.

2009 GOALS/HIGHLIGHTS
ASBESTOS ABATEMENT RECONSTRUCTION 
The Third Floor asbestos abatement and reconstruction 
of the courthouse was completed.  Five displaced judges, 
and staffs, were returned to their chambers.

Renovations for the first floor and lower level of the Court 
Services Building will be finalized.  The renovations will 
focus on environmental safety for staff, and will be the first 
Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) 
project undertaken.

ELECTRONIC FILING

One of the court’s most significant goals for 2009 will 
be the implementation of an electronic filing system 
for all documents and pleadings.  The Clerk of Courts, 
in conjunction with the General Division, has been 

COMMON PLEAS COURT
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developing the e-filing project 
since early 2006, and the pilot 
program will be implemented in 
2009.  The court continually strives 
to remain current on technological 
trends.  Approximately 99 percent 
of federal courts across the country 
have utilized e-filing for a number 
of years; however, far fewer state 
courts have initiated an electronic 
system.  E-filing will provide litigants 
with a secure and reliable method 
for electronically sending, receiving, 
and managing legal documents and 
case information; reduce the need 
for valuable space in which to store 
files and documents; and enhance 
the public’s accessibility to the justice 
system.

OUR NEW JUDGE

In March 2009, Governor Ted 
Strickland appointed Connie S. Price 
to Judge Froelich’s vacant bench.  
She was sworn in on March 19, 2009.
Judge Price received her bachelor’s 
degree from Columbia Union 
College and her law degree from the 
University of Dayton.  She served 
as a county court judge since being 
elected in 1998, while also working 
as a private practicing attorney.  She 
is involved in the Volunteer Lawyers 
Project, the League of Women Voters 
of Greater Dayton, and Wills for 
Heroes.  In his March Press Release, 

Governor Strickland noted that, 
“Connie has proven herself to be a 
knowledgeable attorney, experienced 
judge and a community leader.  She 
will serve Montgomery County with 
professionalism and a deep respect 
for the law.”

The Montgomery County Common 
Pleas Court General Division extends 
a warm welcome to Judge Connie S. 
Price.

PHILOSOPHY OF THE COURT

A continuing goal of the General 
Division of the Montgomery County 
Common Pleas Court is to maintain 
its philosophy of collegiality and 
collaboration, among and between 
all judges and all departments.  It is 
a very busy court, conducting more 
than 200 jury trials in 2008 and with 
more than 5,000 criminal and civil 
cases pending at any given time.  
Each of our judges, along with staff 
and supplementary departments, 
including administration, case 
management, pretrial, and probation, 
continue to work collaboratively, 
providing efficient and high-quality 
adjudication of all cases coming 
before the court 

SECURE TRANSITIONAL 
OFFENDER PROGRAM
(S.T.O.P.)

The secure Transitional Offender 
Program is an alternative residential 
sanction [ORC 2929.16 (A) (5)], that 
diverts felony offenders from the 
Montgomery County Jail.  This is an 
intensive education and cognitive 
program that challenges offenders 
to make permanent changes in their 
lives and behavior.  Programming, 
counseling, and education are 
provided by the Court’s Department 
of Criminal Justice Services (and 
19 community volunteers).  Drug 
education is coupled with a work 
program.  Clients are responsible 

for cleaning and maintaining the 
facility and often work on community 
service work details.  The operation 
of this program was interrupted due 
to budget constraints but reopened 
in 2006.  Continuing the success 
and effectiveness of this program 
is a high priority for the General 
Division in the coming year.  S.T.O.P. 
was accredited by the American 
Correctional Association and 
Commission on Accreditation for 
Corrections on January 14, 2008.

SERVICES/DEPARTMENTS

JUDICIAL

The General Division of the 
Montgomery County Common Pleas 
Court has jurisdiction over all civil 
and felony criminal cases filed in 
Montgomery County.  The Judges of 
the General Division are responsible 
for making difficult decisions in civil 
cases that may involve contracts, 
property, injuries, and other matters 
between litigants.  Felony criminal 
cases involve charges against 
individuals that can result in more 
than six months incarceration as a 
penalty.

There are eleven Judges in the 
General Division elected to six-year 
terms.  Each Judge has an office 
staff consisting of a Bailiff, Court 
Reporter or Judicial Assistant, and 
a Staff Attorney. Equal numbers of 
civil and criminal cases are randomly 
assigned to each Judge at the time of 
filing. Once assigned, a case remains 
the responsibility of the assigned 
Judge until its termination. All 
matters such as motions, hearings, 
settlement conferences, and the trial, 
are the responsibility of the assigned 
Judge.  Just as each case that comes 
before the Court is unique, so is each 
Judge.  The General Division Judges 
are foremost in service to our citizens 
due to the diverse backgrounds and 

General Division
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varied experiences they bring to the Bench which include:

 • Assistant Prosecuting Attorney
 • Magistrate
 • Public School Teacher
 • Elected County Official
 • Defense Attorney
 • Police Officer
 • Primary Care Nurse
 • Law School Professor
 • Real Estate Attorney
 • Civil Litigator

ALTERNATIVE DISPUTE RESOLUTION PROGRAMS

A trial and a jury is not always the most appropriate 
means to resolve conflicts even when there are legal 
ramifications. That is why the General Division has 
established Appropriate Dispute Resolution (ADR) 
programs that permit parties to be involved in the process 
of resolving their problems in a timely, cost-effective, and 
fair manner. Parties have the option to direct their case to 
either our Arbitration or Mediation Programs. 

Arbitration is a process where parties to a civil lawsuit 
present facts and legal arguments to a neutral single 
arbitrator or a panel of three arbitrators who then renders 
a decision. Civil cases eligible for arbitration are:
 (1) those where the amount of damages claimed in the 
  dispute does not exceed $50,000 for any party and; 
 (2) cases where the monetary amount exceeds $50,000 
  and all parties agree to arbitration.
The parties may accept the arbitration decision or appeal 
the award to an assigned Judge for a jury trial.

Mediation is a process available for parties to a lawsuit 
who are interested in resolving their disputes without a 
trial. Mediation is used by the Court when it is apparent 
that both parties are interested in negotiating an 
agreement. In mediation, a third-party neutral person 
(mediator) assists the disputing parties to generate 
options for reaching a mutually acceptable agreement. 
The mediator helps define areas of agreement and 
disagreement but does not impose a settlement. The 
General Division has one full-time Court Mediator and 
several local mediators to conduct mediation in our Court.

Magistrates are attorneys at law who are appointed by 
the Court to preside over civil cases in which no jury trial 
has been requested.  Magistrates also preside over jury 
trials with the consent of all parties. The case proceeds 
in the same manner as if before a Judge. The Magistrate 
issues a decision which includes findings of fact and 
conclusions of law.
If the decision is accepted by all parties and the Court, 

it becomes the final judgment in the case. If any party 
files objections to the Magistrate’s decision, the assigned 
Judge will review the objections and either uphold the 
Magistrate’s decision, modify or reverse the decision, or 
the Judge may decide the case after hearing additional 
evidence or send the case back to the Magistrate to 
review additional evidence.

Problem-Solving Courts are specialized dockets 
devoted to a particular type of case or offense.  The 
General Division operates two of these Courts. 

The Drug Court and Non-Support Court employ unique 
and effective methods that focus on the underlying 
behaviors of a defendant.  Each of these Courts has a 
single Judge working closely with professional staff on 
specific cases.  The goal in Drug Court is to eliminate an 
offender’s drug dependency.  In Non-Support Court, the 
goal is to have the offender make regular and consistent 
payment towards a child support obligation.  The cases 
are regularly scheduled before a Judge and sanctions are 
imposed when a defendant fails to comply with the plan. 
A Judge can closely monitor progress of a defendant.  
This concept is more difficult than simple incarceration.  
For example, many drug dependent individuals will better 
respond to treatment when they perceive themselves 
as a functioning member of society with a job and 
responsibilities.   Incarceration usually does not involve 
treatment, family, or work.  A person who fails to pay child 
support cannot work while in jail.  The focus on these 
offenders is to keep them working and continuing to pay 
child support.  These approaches have proven to be very 
effective in reducing drug dependency and increasing 
child support payments.

CRIMINAL JUSTICE SERVICES

Criminal Justice Services is committed to providing 
supervision and investigative services for felony and 
misdemeanor cases. The division  addresses major areas 
of offender risk or need, providing timely communication 
to the Court, and monitoring offender behavior. In 
accordance with the directives of the Court, Criminal 
Justice Services endeavors to ensure public safety by 
reducing the likelihood of continued criminal behavior, 
holding the offender/defendant accountable for Court-
ordered sanctions, encouraging habilitation by identifying 
needs and providing the opportunity to address those 
needs through programming and community agency 
referrals, and providing restoration when applicable 
to the specific case. In order to protect the public and 
encourage positive behavioral change, the division utilizes 
consequences proportionate to the violation. Violation 
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response is based on the risk the 
offender poses to the public, the 
risk to re-offend, severity of the 
violation, and overall adjustment of 
the offender/defendant to supervision 
in the community. Restorative justice 
services are provided to victims of 
crime by offering victim/offender 
mediation, victim impact panels, 
collecting restitution payments, and 
monitoring compulsory community 
services work. Offenders are 
required to take responsibility 
for their behavior, submit to drug 
testing and participate in specialized 
programming as ordered by the Court 
or Probation Officer.   The following 
services are provided  by the division: 
residential drug intervention services, 
community drug intervention and 
education, drug court, felony non-
support court, education and 
employment opportunities, domestic 
violence programs, plus intensive 
supervision services. Criminal Justice 
Services has been accredited by the 
American Correctional Association 
and the Commission on Accreditation 
for Corrections since 1987.

COURT SERVICES

Court Services provides 
administrative, case and client 
management services to the Court. 
This division monitors Judges’ 
dockets to ensure both civil and 
criminal cases move through the 
court in an expeditious manner and in 
compliance with case management 
standards.  Staff determines the 
indigence of offenders and appoints 
attorneys.  Court Services staff 
screen individuals arrested on new 
felony and certain misdemeanor 
charges, and make recommendations 
regarding bond.  Staff supervises 
offenders released on conditional 
own recognizance bonds and 
electronic home detention, and 
ensure court appearances. 

Through our Stalking and/or Sexually 

Oriented Offense (SSOOPO) 
Program, victims of stalking are 
assisted with filing petitions for 
protection orders.  The SSOOPO 
Program also refers victims to area 
agencies for support, advocacy, and 
legal services.

In accordance with jury management 
standards and court policies, jurors 
are made available to the court.
Jurors are able to access the internet 
to transact jury business, request 
postponement, and make other 
adjustments at their convenience.  
With continued utilization of the 
National Change of Address 
database, the Court has produced 
a “cleaner” list of potential jurors 
with fewer no-shows and defective 
addresses.  These changes have 
made jury service more efficient and 
effective, and less burdensome on 
those selected.

Intervention In Lieu of Conviction 
Eligibility Reports and Pre-sentence 
investigations are conducted.   They 
provide the Court with appropriate 
sentencing alternatives and sanctions 
based on a victim impact statement, 

available community sentencing 
options, treatment objectives, and 
supervision plans.  Court Services 
provides interpreters and assigns 
judges in compliance with the Ohio 
Revised Code and the General 
Division’s standards and policies to 
assist in the management of court 
cases.

COURT ADMINISTRATION

The administrative functions of 
the Court are the responsibilities 
of the Court Administrator and 
the Administrative Judge. The 
Administrative Judge is elected 
annually by the Judges and is 
responsible for setting in motion the 
rules and policies established by 
the Court. The Court Administrator 
is appointed by the Court and 
supervises the various divisions and 
operations of the Court. The Court 
Administrator’s Office implements the 
administrative policies of the Court, 
develops policies and procedures, 
provides research and advisory 
services, public information services, 
and other special projects. Court 
Administration is responsible for 

General Division
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2006-2008 STATISTICS
 2006 2007 2008

CIVIL CASE FILING 10,341 11,998 12,324

COLLECTIONS

Court Costs, Fines & Fees $555,062 $720,304 $892,879*

Restitution for Victims $467,269 $679,170 $831,062

TOTALS $1,022,331 $1,399,474 $1,723,941

CRIMINAL CASE FILINGS

Felony 1 345 365 334

Felony 2 494 543 544

Felony 3 778 762 770

Felony 4 1,263 1,299 1,190

Felony 5 2,815 2,953 2,624

Unclassified 24 20 23

TOTAL 5,719 5,942 5,485

GENERAL DIVISION - JURY TRIALS

Criminal 123 131 169

Civil 72 69 40

TOTAL 195 200 209

PENDING CASE LOADS

Criminal 959 1,083 929

Civil 4,588 4,578 4,229

Total 5,547 5,661 5,158

* The Common Pleas Court, now collects $130 from each individual requiring appointed counsel at the expense of State.  This is a small recovery 
toward the actual cost of attorney fees. 

all human resource functions. Financial and purchasing 
services are provided to the Court in accordance with 
generally accepted accounting practices, County and 
Court policies, to ensure that funds are available for 
various Court services. Information Technology Services 
are provided for the rapid exchange and easy access of 
information and communication with other agencies and 
organizations. The integration of technology into how 
the Court conducts its business greatly increases 
efficiency and productivity. Information technology 
supports the Court’s 250+ user network, automated 
courtrooms, lap tops, phones, and other technology 
utilized within the Court.

COMMON PLEAS COURT
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DOMESTIC RELATIONS DIVISION
301 W. Third Street, 2nd Floor
Dayton-Montgomery County Courts Building
Dayton, Ohio 45422
www.mcohio.org/dr

Denise Cross, Administrative Judge  ..........(937) 496-7538

Judith King, Judge .....................................(937) 496-7536

Assignment Office ....................................(937) 225-4107
Compliance Office ....................................(937) 225-4782
Court Operations ..................................... (937) 225-6060
Family Relations .......................................(937) 225-4191
Legal Services ......................................... (937) 225-6061
Mediation Services .................................. (937) 225-4539
Magistrates .............................................. (937) 225-4063
Parenting Education ................................ (937) 225-4092

ADDITIONAL SOURCES OF HELP
FIND A LAWYER
Dayton Bar Association Lawyer Referral .......... (937) 222-6102
Ohio State Bar Association ...............................(800) 282-6556

LEGAL HELP FOR THE INDIGENT
Volunteer Lawyers Project Legal Aid Society ... (937) 461-3857
University of Dayton Law Clinic ........................ (937) 229-3817
Public Defender’s Office ...................................(937) 225-4652

CHILD SUPPORT ASSISTANCE
Support Enforcement Agency Investigations ....(937) 225-4054

CHILD SUPPORT PAYMENT INFORMATION
Ohio Child Support Payment Central ................(800) 860-2555

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE HELP
Artemis Center for Alternative to Domestic
Violence ............................................................ (937) 461-4357
24-Hour Domestic Violence Hotline.................(937) 222-SAFE
Preventing Abuse in the Home .........................(937) 775-4300
YWCA Shelter and Housing ..............................(937) 222-6333

SOCIAL SERVICE EDUCATION AGENCIES
Children Services Board ................................... (937) 276-6121
Job and Family Services ...................................(937) 225-6347
Family Services Association ............................. (937) 222-9481
Suicide Prevention Center ................................ (937) 297-4777

Denise L. Cross, Administrative Judge

Judith A. King, Judge

Judge Cross was elected 
Montgomery County Domestic 
Relations Judge in 2000.  She 
is serving her second term as 
Administrative Judge.  Judge 
Cross has practiced law for 30 
years, serving in various positions 
including:  Chief Magistrate, Legal 
Director, Assistant Prosecutor, 
Assistant Public Defender and as 
a private attorney. Judge Cross 
received her B.A. from Wilberforce 
University in 1975 and her Juris 
Doctorate from the University of 
Akron in 1978.  She is an active 
community servant.

Judge King is currently serving 
her second term as Montgomery 
County Domestic Relations Judge.  
Prior to taking the bench, Judge 
King was the Chief Magistrate of 
the Domestic Relations Court for 
more than 19 years.  Judge King 
received her bachelor’s degree 
in sociology and psychology from 
the University of Dayton in 1969 
and her Juris Doctorate from the 
University of Dayton School of 
Law in 1977.

Domestic Relations Division
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MISSION STATEMENT

The Montgomery County Court of Common Pleas, Domestic Relations 
Division is dedicated to resolving family conflict by:

 • Providing quality services to the public
 • Ensuring efficient case management by a professional   
 and courteous staff
 • Offering easy access to the court for prompt issue    
 resolution

The court continually meets the challenges presented by social, legal, 
and technological changes.

The Domestic Relations Court is the division of the Common Pleas 
Court of Montgomery County, Ohio empowered by statute to hear all 
divorce, dissolution, legal separation, and annulment cases as well 
as civil domestic violence cases for residents of Montgomery County.  
In addition, the court maintains jurisdiction over post-decree matters 
such as allocation of parental rights and responsibilities (formerly 
“custody”), child support, parenting time issues, spousal support, and 
other related issues.

Administrative Judge Denise L. Cross and Judge Judith A. King direct 
the court.  The Judges are assisted in performing the duties of the 
court by 6 full time Magistrates and 3 part time Magistrates, the Legal 
Services Department, the Court Operations Department, Bailiffs, 
Court Reporters, the Legal Secretary Department, the Assignment 
Office, the Compliance Office, the Family Relations Department, the 
Parent Education Department and the Mediation Department.

SERVICES AND DEPARTMENTS

ASSIGNMENT OFFICE

The Assignment Office’s principle functions include assigning hearing 
officers, hearing dates, locations, and times for cases pending before 
the court.  The office disseminates information relevant to those 
assignments to other court personnel, attorneys and the general 
public.  Further duties of the office include providing case management 
information and completing mandated statistical reporting to the 
Supreme Court of Ohio.

BAILIFFS 

Each Judge is assigned a Bailiff.  Their duties include maintaining 
each Judge’s calendar, coordinating cases, setting pre-trials and 
trial dates.  They prepare official files and questionnaires for weekly 
dockets, handle case flow and enter data into the computer to assist 
in preparation of the monthly report to Supreme Court of Ohio.  They 
answer telephone inquiries from attorneys, agencies and the general

18

Domestic Relations Court sharing cake with the 
community to celebrate Law Day’s 50th Year.

Children enjoying the Law Day festivities at 
Courthouse Square.

Mediators coming to an agreement.

Team Mediators utilizing new technology during training.
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public.  They check cases for final decrees and prepare 
notices on cases as necessary.  They monitor the status 
of objections and motions for timely ruling by the Judge; 
maintain security in the courtroom, lobby, and halls in 
coordination with Sheriff Deputies.  Bailiffs also swear in 
litigants and witnesses for court hearings.

COMPLIANCE OFFICE 

The Compliance Office prepares administrative court 
orders regarding child/spousal support and related issues.  
Pursuant to the terms as set out in the final decree or 
subsequent orders, the Compliance Office can prepare 
orders that terminate spousal support; terminate or 
suspend child support; emancipate the parties’ children; 
and terminate or establish a court ordered arrearage 
payment.  The office is responsible for reviewing decrees 
and agreed entries submitted by attorneys and pro se 
litigants to ensure compliance with Ohio law and the local 
rules of the Montgomery County Domestic Relations 
Court.  After review of said decrees and/or agreed 
entries, the Compliance Office prepares the necessary 
court orders such as notice/orders to withhold, order to 
seek work, order to post bond, and health care orders.  
All orders prepared by the Compliance Office must be 
approved and signed by a judge.

COURT OPERATIONS

The Court Operations Department oversees all 
administrative operations of the court under the direct 
supervision of the Administrative Judge.  These 
responsibilities include, but are not limited to program 
development, contracts, payroll and budget, inventory 
control, human resources and finance.

COURT REPORTERS 

As the official Court Reporters for the court, staff of 
this department provides a verbatim record of legal 
proceedings.  When requested, they will prepare written 
transcripts of these proceedings.  Transcripts are available 
in written or electronic format.  The cost for this service 
is dependent upon the number of pages in the transcript.  
These transcripts are necessary whenever objections 
or appeals are filed.  Additionally, this department is 
responsible for retaining custody of all exhibits that are 
admitted in proceedings in accordance with applicable 
statute.

MEDIATION SERVICES

Mediation is a process designed for the parties to resolve 
conflict during and after divorce proceedings.  Both parties 
must make an honest effort to resolve their issues.  The 
mediators will provide the opportunity for each person to 
be heard and work cooperatively to come to a resolution 
that is acceptable to both parties.

Cases pending before the court may be referred to 
mediation by the Judge or Magistrate, or either or both 
parties may request mediation services.

On July 1, 2008, Montgomery County Domestic Relations 
Court expanded its mediation services.  In the past, 
only post-decree cases involving parenting issues were 
scheduled for mediations.  The court has completed the 
training of additional persons which more than doubled 
the staff of mediators.  Now, in addition to post-decree 
parenting issues, pre-decree contested divorces and legal 
separations are being offered mediation services as well.

In order to accommodate the increased number of 
mediations being scheduled, a mediation/conference 
room has been equipped with a Capture Board, projector, 
monitor, computer, and laptop to enable the mediators to 
more efficiently facilitate the mediation process.  Up to ten 
mediations per week can be scheduled in the conference 
room.

The Capture Board is similar to a smart-board which can 
print information written on it.  However, the Capture Board 
can “capture” an image projected on it and combine it with 
other text or information written on the board into one “file 
image”.  Not only can the combined image be printed to an 
attached printer, it can also be saved to the computer or 
flash drive.  This allows the participants to share proposed 
solutions utilizing “what if” scenarios to move toward 
mutually acceptable results.

FAMILY RELATIONS  
The Family Relations Department provides services to 
litigating parties in order to help resolve issues pertaining 
to allocation of parental rights and responsibilities during 
the pre and post decree stages of the case at the Judges’/
Magistrates’ discretion.  The department provides 
mediation services, guardian ad litem appointments, 
parenting time investigations, and home studies, including 
home studies at the request of out-of-the-area courts or 
agencies.  They also work in unison with Magistrates

19
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co-facilitate settlement hearings 
on post decree parenting issues.  
The Family Relations Department 
also provides parenting facilitation 
services for parents needing 
assistance in creating a workable 
parenting schedule.   Upon request of 
attorneys or parties, a list of non-staff 
guardian ad litems, psychologists, 
and mediators will be provided.

FINANCE 

The Finance Department is 
responsible for all aspects of 
finance, including preparation and 
maintenance of budgets, all financial 
reporting and analysis, support 
for financial and analysis needs 
of other departments, review of 
all payments and purchasing, and 
continual monitoring of all aspects 
of the finances for the court. The 
department serves as the liaison with 
the office of the County Auditor, the 
Office of Management and Budget 
and the Child Support Enforcement 
Agency.

LEGAL SERVICES

The Legal Services Department 
oversees legal issues raised during 
the day-to-day operations of the 
court.  This includes providing unique 
services for the general public.  The 
department reviews pro se pleadings 
to insure that the pleadings comply 
with the civil rules of procedure 
and local rules as to form.  The 
department also provides assistance 
to the individuals who petition the 
court for a Domestic Violence Civil 
Protection Order.  The department 
staff cannot give legal advice.  They 
assist as to the form of the pleading 
and procedural information.  When 
in doubt about a legal issue, it is 
essential that individuals consult 
an attorney.  There is no substitute 
for the legal advice provided by an 
attorney representing a party.  The 
department also reviews the records 
of individuals to determine their 

compliance with Seek Work Orders 
and to monitor the payment history of 
individuals in support matters.  The 
staff prepares compliance reports for 
the Judges and Magistrates prior to 
contempt or imposition of sentence 
hearings.

LEGAL SECRETARIES 

The Legal Secretarial duties require 
considerable knowledge of office, 
secretarial and administrative 
practices and procedures.  Legal 
Secretaries perform tasks in support 
of a Judge, Magistrate, or other 
court official.  Secretaries prepare 
court orders, reports, forms, memos, 
correspondence and final decisions 
of the Judges and Magistrates.  They 
receive, screen and refer telephone 
calls from the public and attorneys.  
Additional duties include searching 
and maintaining files for a variety of 
complex and confidential materials.

MAGISTRATES   
A Magistrate is an attorney appointed 
by the court to hear cases referred 
by the Judges pursuant to Ohio 
Civil Rule 53.  Magistrates hear 
and consider cases in the same 
manner as a Judge.  All Magistrates’ 
decisions are reviewed and approved 
by the Judge assigned to the case.  
When approved, the Magistrate’s 
decision becomes a permanent 
order of the Judge.  Magistrates 
conduct settlement hearings using 
mediation techniques and review all 
separation agreements.  Magistrates 
are available to answer procedural 
and other questions but may not 
discuss a case with either a litigant or 
attorney in the absence of the other 
party (or that party’s attorney) to the 
case.  Magistrates also write articles 
for legal publications and make 
presentations at legal seminars.

MANAGEMENT OF INFORMATION 
SYSTEM 

The Management of Information 
System Department provides data 
processing services and office 
automation to the entire court staff to 
provide a more efficient court for the 
public.  The department administers
and maintains a Novell and Windows 
networking environment and 
performs system administration 
on the CourtView application.  
CourtView is the application used for 
case management of all domestic 
relation cases filed in Montgomery 
County.  The department creates 
statistical reports from the CourtView 
database.  The department analyzes 
automation needs and installs and 
upgrades hardware and software, 
troubleshooting any computer-
related problems for the staff.  The 
department is responsible for backing 
up data generated by the staff and 
maintains the court’s web site.

PARENT EDUCATION 

The Parent Education Department 
is responsible for conducting parent 
seminars held regular basis.  The 
seminar, entitled “Helping Children 
Succeed After Divorce,” is a 
mandatory three-hour information 
presentation designed to inform 
parents about the effects of divorce 
and parental conflict on children.  The 
department also provides mediation 
and conciliation services for divorcing 
parties.
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2008 ACCOMPLISHMENTS 

 • Updated and added security equipment and  
  related software 
 • Expanded and increased Mediation Services by  
  training additional staff and adding up-to- date  
  technology 

 • Provided staff members with comprehensive  
  training on work place efficiency and team 
  building

 • Enhanced court procedures and provided
  appropriate computer training to maximize 
  services to the community

 • “GO GREEN” was the topic for the Employee
  Recognition Program.  Staff is more energy 
  conscious in the work place

 • Hand Sanitizers were installed in every hallway in  
  an effort to reduce the spread of illnesses and 
  reduce absenteeism

2009 GOALS
 • Broaden the scope of the Court’s Mediation 
  Services

 • Become more creative and cost conscious in 
  order to fulfill needs while operating under the 
  constraints of a reduced budget

 • Continuing the enhancements of all security 
  measures

 • Update  staff awareness of new employment laws

21

FILINGS DISMISSED

By the Parties 203 176 167

By the Court 63 45 37

OTHER INFORMATION

Domestic Violence Petitions Filed 1,235 1,480 1,440

Notice of Withholding Orders 1,934 1,836 1,646

Child Support Emancipation Entries 1,767 1,635 2,012

Parent Education Seminar Attendance 1,694 1,727 1,692

OTHER SERVICES PROVIDED

Guardian ad Litem Investigations 182 200 219

Mediations 17 30 108

Parenting Time Facilitations 15 5 9

Home Studies / Out of Town Investigations 5 3 3

Conciliation Counseling 59 59 55

Pro Se Documents Reviewed 1,247 1,307 1,707

Compliance Office Orders 9,127 9,661 8,950

Settlement Hearing 121 65 58

TOTALS 10,773 11,330 11,109

APPROVED BUDGET SUMMARY

Judicial Operations $325,773 $337,030 $346,184

Child Support Operations $3,189,327 $3,342,524 $3,354,502

Parent Education Operation $26,190 $26,190 $26,190

TOTALS $3,541,290 $3,705,744 $3,726,876

2006-2008 STATISTICS
 2006 2007 2008

NEW FILINGS

Divorces 1,500 1,443 1,342

Dissolutions 758 808 736

Legal Separations 36 39 34

Annulments 11 9 7

TOTALS 2,305 2,299 2,119

POST DECREE MOTIONS

Custody 256 255 225

Parenting Time 145 132 130

Support 844 650 620

Property / Other 450 399 423

TOTALS 1,695 1,436 1,398

FINAL ORDERS

Divorces Decrees 1,332 1,275 1,250

Dissolutions Decrees 767 747 703

Annulment Decrees 11 6 9

Legal Separation Decrees 18 17 10

Domestic Relations Division
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JUVENILE DIVISION
MONTGOMeRy COuNTy JuveNile JuSTiCe CeNTeR
380 W. Second Street
Dayton, Ohio 45422
mcjc.mcohio.org

Nick Kuntz, Administrative Judge  ...............(937) 225-4125

Anthony Capizzi,  Judge .......................... (937) 496-6602

Court Administration ................................ (937) 225-4267
Clerk’s Office ............................................(937) 225-4198
  (937) 225-4199
Legal ........................................................ (937) 225-4250
Detention Services ...................................(937) 496-7324
Intervention Center (24-hour) ................... (937) 225-4141
  (937) 496-6559

CENTER FOR ADOLESCENT SERVICES

333 Access Road • New Lebanon, Ohio 45345
(937) 687-9427, Ext. 222

JUDGE FRANK W. NICHOLAS RESIDENTIAL TREATMENT 
CENTER FOR YOUTH

5581 Dayton-Liberty Road • Dayton, Ohio 45418
(937) 496-7196

JUVENILE PROBATION

3501 Merrimac Avenue • Dayton, Ohio 45405
(937) 225-4163

MISSION STATEMENT

We are a Court of law dedicated to the task of upholding the 
Constitution and administering the laws of our land in a just 
and equal manner.  We must strive to provide individualized 
justice for our children and protect our community, carefully 
balancing the interests of both.  We believe there must be 
consequences for violation of the laws and that treatment 
begins with legal consequences.  These consequences are 
intended to teach one responsibility and accountability for 
their actions; yet our goal is not to punish but to rehabilitate 
whenever rehabilitation can be effected without endangering 
the community. 

Nick Kuntz, Administrative Judge

Anthony Capizzi, Judge
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Judge Kuntz was elected 
Montgomery County Juvenile 
Court Judge in 1994.  He became 
the Administrative Judge in 
January 2005.  Judge Kuntz 
began his career thirty years 
ago in the Montgomery County 
Prosecutor’s Office.  Upon coming 
to Juvenile Court, he has held the 
positions of referee, legal director 
and court administrator.  Judge 
Kuntz received his B.A. from the 
University of Dayton in 1965 and 
his J.D. from the University of 
Toledo College of Law in 1973.

Judge Anthony Capizzi was 
elected Montgomery County 
Juvenile Court Judge in 2004 for a 
six-year term.  Judge Capizzi had 
previously served as an Acting 
Judge for the Dayton Municipal 
Court from 1998 – 2002.  Judge 
Capizzi was admitted to the Ohio 
and Federal Bar in 1979, receiving 
his J.D. from the University of 
Dayton School of Law in 1979 
and B.A. from Saint Bonaventure 
University in 1975.
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We are a Juvenile Court, and although protecting children is everyone’s 
responsibility, we must be the catalyst in rallying the entire community toward 
that end through the following:

• Be a leader in the effective and cost-efficient utilization of community 
 resources for the treatment of children and families; 

• Provide for the protection of the community through just and speedy   
 consequences;

• Be sensitive and responsive to individual victims and their families;

• Provide individualized justice for the offenders;

• Protect the abandoned, neglected and abused and assess and seek   
 treatment for children in need;

• Hold those accountable who fail to meet their obligations as parents,   
 guardians or custodians;

• Demand high professional standards for ourselves and make every effort  
 possible to demand the same standards from other government agencies  
 and service providers.

We must pursue these goals vigorously and honestly with the utmost respect for 
the rights of all our citizens.

JURISDICTION

The jurisdiction of the Juvenile Court extends countywide to children who are 
alleged to be traffic offenders, delinquent, unruly, neglected, dependent or 
abused, and their families.  The Court is also charged to determine Applications 
for Writ of Habeas Corpus involving the custody of a child; misdemeanor 
criminal cases charging adults with misdemeanor offenses against children; 
to hear matters of custody, paternity, child support, and visitation; and to hear 
other miscellaneous areas involving children and families.

JUVENILE COURT SERVICES

The Intervention Center (IC):  Provides a 24-hour, 7-day a week centralized 
intake, case screening, assessment and processing department for all children 
referred to court on delinquency and unruly behavior, providing convenient 
access for local law enforcement.  The Intervention Center coordinates needed 
services and provides ongoing follow-up for youth and their families.  IC also 
provides electronic monitoring for youth released back to their home and 
oversees the Care Coordination Team (CCT), which works closely with children 
10 years of age or younger, and their families.  During 2008 IC conducted over 
2,184 screenings on unofficial cases.

23
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The Detention Services:  With the opening of the Juvenile 
Justice Center (JJC), Detention bed space expanded 
to a 108-bed detention center and 36-bed, short-term 
corrections.   1,941 boys and 666 girls were detained in 
2008.  392 boys and 199 girls were also served in the 
corrections program in 2008.

The Nicholas Residential Treatment Center for Youth 
(NRTC):   Provides a 24-bed, nonsecure residential 
treatment center for boys, ages 11 to 17.  Sixty (60) boys 
received needed treatment at NRTC during 2008.

The Center for Adolescent Services (CAS):  Is a secure 
community residential corrections facility, which provides 
residential treatment for up to 34 boys and 10 girls from 
ages 12 to 17 who have been adjudicated delinquent. The 
average length of stay is five (5) months, depending upon 
the needs and responsiveness of each youth.  In 2008, 
CAS served 68 boys and 12 girls.  

Probation Services:  Provides treatment planning 
and supervision of court ordered youth placed under 
community corrections.  Probation Services is broken 
down into three (3) geographic units and specialized units 
of Community Based Services (CBS), Juvenile Court Work 
Program (JCWP), Resource Planning Program (RPP), and 
Intensive Probation Services Unit (IPSU).  

Probation Services operates from a strength-based 
perspective in providing supervision and support.  The 
strength-based approach to supervision demands a 
different way of looking at individuals, families and the 
community.  Approximately 1,449 youth were under 
probation supervision during 2008.  The average caseload 
for a probation officer working in a geographical unit in 
2008 was 39 youth.

Drug Court:  Under the direction of Judge Anthony 
Capizzi, Drug Court provides intensive intervention and 
supervision of youths, ages 13 – 18, who have been 
screened and assessed to be in need of alcohol/drug 
treatment. Drug Court served a total of 128 youth during 
2008.  A total of 53 youth successfully graduated Drug 
Court in 2008.  

Citizens Review Board (CRB): Acts as an arm of the 
Court to monitor the permanency planning efforts for 
children in foster care or other out of home placements.  
In 2008, CRB served 1,676 children.  

Court Appointed Special Advocate (CASA):  Trains 
and supervises adult volunteers to serve as Guardians 
Ad Litem (GAL) for neglected, dependent and abused 
children.  These volunteers conduct independent 
investigations, provide written reports to the Court and 

monitor the child’s case as long as it remains in the Court.  
In 2008, CASA served 392 children and 240 families.

Start Right:  Under the direction of Judge Nick Kuntz, the 
Start Right program handles referrals of parents whose 
children, kindergarten through 4th grade, have excessive 
school absenteeism.In 2008, Start Right received 340 
cases and served 759 children.  The Start Right Program 
closed 330 cases, of which 83% were closed successfully.  

Reclaiming Futures:   Reclaiming Futures, with the 
active leadership of Judge Nick Kuntz and Judge Anthony 
Capizzi, has been bringing together court staff, treatment 
providers, families, community partners and volunteers to 
address the needs of court-involved youth with substance 
abuse challenges.  One of its successful components is 
the Natural Helpers Program.  Natural Helpers are trained 
citizen volunteers who provide support and connect the 
youth and their families to opportunities for positive life 
changes.  They work in partnership with youth, family 
and professionals.  As of the end of 2008, the Reclaiming 
Futures program had 161 trained Natural Helpers.  
Reclaiming Futures served 114 youth during 2008.

2008 ACCOMPLISHMENTS

REORGANIZATION AT THE CENTER FOR 
ADOLESCENT SERVICES (CAS).  

Substantial changes have been occurring  in the 
organizational structure of CAS.  One CAS Program 
Coordinator is now responsible for the enhancement of 
treatment programming at CAS and the supervision of 
Family Specialists.   This Program Coordinator is being 
challenged with developing some exciting and major 
changes to the treatment component at CAS.  This 
organizational change will enable him to focus solely on 
the delivery of treatment to CAS youth. The other Program 
Coordinator is now responsible for operations at CAS 
as well as serving in a supervisory capacity over unit 
supervisors and unit counselors.    Similarly, this Program 
Coordinator is responsible for ensuring the consistent 
delivery of services to youth within the units.  These 
changes within the administrative team will provide for a 
greater emphasis on the delivery of treatment to the youth 
and families that CAS serves.   CAS will continue its efforts 
in analyzing its programming to ensure the provision of 
evidenced-based treatment.   

Leadership training was provided to CAS supervisory 
and administrative staff.   This training is based upon the 
researched based leadership program by James Kouzes 
and Barry Z. Posner entitled Leadership Challenge.  This 
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training emphasizes growth and 
development through the use of a 
360-degree evaluation and effective 
leadership principles.  

CONTINUATION OF THE LIFE 
PROGRAM.  

Through the joint efforts of the 
ADAMHS Board, Juvenile Court, 
South Community, Inc. and 
Samaritan Behavioral Healthcare, 
Inc. dba CrisisCare, the LIFE 
(Learning Independence & Family 
Empowerment) Program was 
developed as an intensive mental 
health treatment program for girls 
and their parents/caregivers.  This 
project is an evidence based 
clinical treatment and intervention 
model, entitled, “Functional Family 
Therapy (FFT),” that includes 
intensive home based treatment, 
juvenile justice programming, 
family mentoring and other 
community supports through 
interagency care planning and 
provision of services.  Begun on  
June 19, 2006, the LIFE Program 
was expanded in 2007 to serve 
45 more girl offenders.  Similarly, 
in January 2008 this group 
collaborated once again to expand 
the program.  In April of 2008, this 
project began to serve boys.   At 
the close of 2008, this program 
has four full time therapists and 
three full time Probation Officers 
with a capacity to serve 135 
female offenders and 45 male 
offenders annually. 

EXPANSION OF MENTAL HEALTH 
SERVICES.

Juvenile Court, ADAMHS and 
Samaritan Behavioral Health, Inc. 
dba CrisisCare worked to increase 
the mental health services available 
for court involved youth.  In 2008, the 
Court received five new additional 
therapists to maximize the efficient 
response to requests for diagnostic 

assessments, increase response 
time to crisis and provide individual 
and group mental health services 
to detained youth.  The Court also 
has available for consultation more 
specially trained therapists who 
are very familiar with each youth’s 
circumstances.  These services 
will increase the identification of 
youth with mental health needs.  
All detained youth are given a 
Behavioral Health Screening 
upon arrival and then reassessed 
within a 24-hour timeframe. Focus 
on coping skills, impulse control, 
self-esteem, interpersonal skills, 
substance abuse relapse prevention 
and anger management are areas 
of programming. Crisis Care has 
established coordination with 
Detention’s Chartered Education 
Program to assist in ensuring that 
the Mental Health Service guidelines 
within the Individual Educational 
Plan (IEP) are being followed and 
in mandated compliance. Because 
of additional clinical staff, linkage 
to treatment will be improved after 
release from Detention.  Services 
also include the provision of a 
Psychiatrist and a Psychiatric RN in 
Detention.  This assists in providing 
appropriate medication management 
to allow some youth to be safely 
released into the community after a 
shorter stay in Detention. 
   
JUDGE ANTHONY CAPIZZI 
SELECTED TO CHAIR THE U.S. 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE’S 
GLOBAL JUSTICE INFORMATION 
SHARING INITIATIVE (GLOBAL) 
PRIVACY AND INFORMATION 
QUALITY WORKING GROUP. 

Juvenile Court’s Judge Anthony 
“Tony” Capizzi was selected to chair 
the U.S. Department of Justice’s 
Global Justice Information Sharing 
Initiative (Global) Privacy and 
Information Quality Working Group 
(GPIQWG).  Judge Capizzi was 

selected to chair the GPIQWG 
because of his demonstrated 
dedication to the Global Initiatives, 
as well as for his valuable work as 
a juvenile judge.  Judge Capizzi 
officially assumed the duties of 
GPIQWG Chair on December 16, 
2008.

Global was created in 1998 under 
the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act (FACA) to serve as an Advisory 
Committee to the U.S. Attorney 
General on justice information 
sharing and integration initiatives. For 
the past three years, Judge Capizzi 
has served as the standing proxy 
on the Global Advisory Committee 
for his organization, the National 
Council of Juvenile and Family 
Court Judges (NCJFCJ).  Global is 
a “group of groups,” representing 32 
independent organizations spanning 
the spectrum of law enforcement, 
judicial, correction, and related 
bodies.  It is a unique partnership of 
justice-interested leaders, providing 
recommendations to America’s chief 
law enforcement officer on standards-
based electronic information 
exchange.  The GPIQWG’s mission 
is to advance the adoption of privacy 
and information quality policies 
by justice system participants that 
promote the responsible collection, 
handling, management, review, and 
sharing of personal information about 
individuals.

2009 GOALS
EXAMINATION OF 
DISPROPORTIONATE MINORITY 
CONTACT IN THE JUVENILE 
JUSTICE SYSTEM. 

In the fall of 2007, Juvenile Court 
received funding from the Ohio 
Department of Youth Services 
(ODYS) to set up a Disproportionate 
Minority Contact (DMC) Collaborative.   
This Collaborative decided to focus 
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on Dayton as its first geographical 
target area.  This Collaborative 
included representatives from the City 
of Dayton, Dayton Public Schools, 
Children Services Division of the 
County’s Jobs and Family Services, 
County and City Prosecutors, Public 
Defender, Legal Aid and other 
community and service organizations.  
Its charge was to examine the issue 
of DMC as it relates to all phases 
of the juvenile justice system, from 
arrest to activity throughout the 
court (e.g. diversion from the court, 
detainment, adjudication, probation, 
and commitment.)  During 2008, 
this Collaborative completed the 
Assessment Phase and submitted a 
DMC Report to ODYS.  This report 
identified potential DMC issues 
and recommended strategies and 
services to reduce DMC and develop 
more diversion opportunities.  This 
Collaborative will continue to examine 
policies, procedures and referral 
patterns that impact DMC and 
continue its efforts in 2009.

One outcome of the Collaborative’s 
2008 effort is that Juvenile Court was 
awarded a grant by ODYS for a new 
DMC Diversion Program.  This
Program provides mediation services, 
linkages to community services 
and follow-up tracking for minority 
youth referred by the Dayton Police 
Department.  Referred youth will 
have little or no previous contact with 
the court system and have  minor 

offense or truancy related complaints.    
Although housed in the Intervention 
Center, program youth will not be part 
of Juvenile Court’s unofficial case 
screening system but  be tracked 
independently and provided services 
within the community.  The goal of 
this new program is to divert minority 
youth from becoming identified 
with the juvenile justice system 
and creating linkages between the 
families and community.

ADEQUATE FUNDING FOR 
JUVENILE COURT OPERATIONS 

With the slowing economy within 
Montgomery County, Juvenile Court 
is facing the challenge of adequately 
funding its operations and the delivery 
of needed services and programs 
for its youth.   To compensate for 
the dwindling local county general 
funding, the Court has been able to 
access other local, state and federal 
funding.  These funding options have 
ranged from federal grants, such as 
JAG and JABG, private foundation 
funds, Title I and Title IV-E funding 
and state funds such as ODYS (Ohio 
Department of Youth Services) to 
local Human Service Levy funding.  
With more potential budget cuts, the 
Court must continue to aggressively 
pursue additional funding avenues, 
such as Federal Recovery Act 
(Stimulus) funding, during 2009.

ADEQUATE FUNDING FOR 
MENTAL HEALTH NEEDS OF 
YOUTH INVOLVED IN THE 
JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM

The number of youth in the juvenile 
court’s system diagnosed with 
mental health conditions has been 
increasing.  Juvenile Court continues 
to work closely with the Alcohol, Drug 
Abuse and Mental Health Services 
(ADAMHS) Board and its community 
mental health providers to provide 
assessment services, treatment and 
intervention for the Court’s youth.
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2006-2008 STATISTICS
 2006 2007 2008

ADULT MISDEMEANOR COMPLAINTS *

TOTALS 426 383 408

* Complaints include such reasons as Parental Failure to Send Children to School/Educational 
Neglect, Child Endangerment, Contributing to Delinquency or Unruly offenses, etc. 

CIVIL COMPLAINTS ON ADULTS

Parentage 1,078 528 500

Support 3,941 3,271 3,111

U.I.F.S.A. 64 328 265

TOTAL 5,083 4,127 3,876

* Uniform Inter-State Family Support Act pertains to out-of-state support complaints.

JUVENILE REFERRALS

Abuse, Dependency & Neglect 865 723 766

Unruly 4,404 4,263 3,862

Tobacco 392 326 387

Traffic 4,653 4,274 3,627

Delinquency 8,948 9,119 8,574

Special Services 1,570 0 0

Custody Related 0 2,926 3,030

Miscellaneous 0 200 219

TOTAL 20,832 21,831 20,465

Juvenile Division
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