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DEFENDANT-APPELLANT’S CONVICTIONS VIOLATE
DUE PROCESS UNDER THE FIFTH AND FOURTEENTH
AMENDMENTS TO THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION
AND ARTICLE I, SECTION 16 OF THE OHIO
CONSTITUTION BECAUSE THE OHIO STANDARDS
PURPORTING TO THE DEFINE WHAT CONSTITUTES
INDIRECT CRIMINAL CONTEMPT ARE VOID FOR
VAGUENESS IN THAT THEY DO NOT GIVE FAIR NOTICE

OF WHAT CONDUCT ISPROHIBITED......cccvoiiiiiiii e,

THE OHIO STANDARDS UNDER WHICH A PERSON CAN
BE FOUND GUILTY OF INDIRECT CRIMINAL CONTEMPT
ARE CONTENT-BASED, OVERBROAD AND VAGUE,
REACH A SUBSTANTIAL AMOUNT OF
CONSTITUTIONALLY PROTECTED CONDUCT AND
UNLAWFULLY TARGET A PARTICULAR VIEWPOINT
FACIALLY AND AS APPLIED, IN VIOLATION OF THE
FIRST AMENDMENT TO THE UNITED STATES
CONSTITUTION AND SECTION 11, ARTICLE | OF THE
OHIO CONSTITUTION.

A. The Ohio indirect criminal standard is overbroad and vague
in violation of the First Amendment to the United States
Constitution and Section 11, Article | of the Ohio

CONSEIEULION . .. e et e e e e e e e

B. Ohio’s indirect criminal contempt standard is content-based

and cannot survive Strict SCrutiny.............coceevveiieninecnnnnns.



THE PROSECUTION OF DEFENDANT-APPELLANT FOR
STATEMENTS SHE MADE WITHIN LEGAL DOCUMENTS
VIOLATED HER RIGHT OF ACCESS TO THE COURTS,
DUE PROCESS, AND HER RIGHT TO PETITION FOR
REDRESS OF GRIEVANCES UNDER THE FIRST AND
FOURTEENTH AMENDMENTS, THE RIGHT TO BE FREE
FROM RETALIATION FOR EXERCISING HER FIRST
AMENDMENT RIGHTS UNDER THE EQUAL
PROTECTION CLAUSE AND HER RIGHTS UNDER
ARTICLE FOUR OF THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION
AND SECTION 11, ARTICLE | OF THE OHIO
CONSTITUTION

Punishing Mrs. Baumgartner for statements made within the
context of the legal filings in the civil case, denies her access
to the Courts, interferes with her the right to petition for redress
of grievances, and is violative of the due process clause and
Article 4 of the United States Constitution, along with parallel

rights she enjoys under the Ohio Constitution...................ccceveee.

The prosecution and four-month incarceration of Mrs.
Baumgartner as a result of her exercising her rights under the
First Amendment is an unconstitutional retaliation in violation

of the Equal Protection Clause...........c.ovvviiriie e,

DEFENDANT-APPELLANT WAS DENIED COUNSEL TO
WHICH SHE WAS ENTITLED UNDER THE SIXTH
AMENDMENT TO THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION
AND ARTICLE I, SECTION 10 OF THE OHIO CONSTITUTION
WITHOUT ANY CONSTITUTIONALLY REQUIRED WAIVER,
AND WAS DENIED THE ABILITY TO REPRESENT HERSELF

DURING A CRITICAL STAGE OF THE PROCEEDINGS............

DEFENDANT-APPELLANT’S CONVICTIONS AND
SENTENCE ON 27 COUNTS OF INDIRECT CRIMINAL
CONTEMPT VIOLATES THE DOUBLE JEOPARDY CLAUSE
OF THE FIFTH AMENDMENT TO THE UNITED STATES
CONSTITUTION AND SECTION 10, ARTICLE | OF THE
OHIO CONSTITUTION, WHERE MANY OF THE COUNTS
AROSE OUT OF THE SAME CONDUCT OR PATTERN OF

CONDUCT WITH A SINGLE ANIMUS.........cooiiii e,

.24



VI DEFENDANT-APPELLANT’S RIGHT TO CONFRONT
WITNESSES UNDER THE SIXTH AMENDMENT TO THE
UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION AND UNDER SECTION
10, ARTICLE | OF THE OHIO CONSTITUTION WAS
VIOLATED WHEN THE COMPLAINING WITNESS WAS
PERMITTED TO TESTIFY TO EXTREMELY DAMAGING
IMPERMISSIBLE HEARSAY STATEMENTS MADE BY
DECLARANTS WHO NEVER APPEARED IN COURT AND
WERE THUS NOT SUBJECT TO BEING CROSS-EXAMINED.
THE ADMISSION OF THESE STATEMENTS ALSO VIOLATED
MRS. BAUMGARTNER’S RIGHT TO A FAIR TRIAL UNDER
THE FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT TO THE UNITED
STATES CONSTITUTION. ... e 38

VIl APPELLANT’S CONVICTIONS MUST BE REVERSED
BECAUSE THE STATE FAILED TO PROVE BEYOND A
REASONABLE DOUBT THAT MS. BAUMGARTNER’S
CONDUCT WAS CONTEMPTUOUS, IN VIOLATION OF THE
FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT TO THE UNITED STATES
CONSTITUTION AND SECTION 10, ARTICLE | OF THE
OHIO CONSTITTUTION AND/OR HER CONVICTIONS
ARE NOT AGAINST THE MANIFEST WEIGHT OF THE

VIIl.  APPELLANT’S RIGHTS UNDER THE FOURTEENTH
AMENDMENT TO THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION AND
ARTICLE I, SECTION 16 OF THE OHIO CONSTITUTION WERE
VIOLATED BY VIRTUE OF THE FACT THAT THE PRESIDING
JUDGE AND TRIER OF FACT WAS A RETIRED “VISITING
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STATEMENT OF ISSUES PRESENTED FOR REVIEW

Whether or not the Ohio indirect criminal contempt standard is void for vagueness
under Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution and
under Article I, Section 16 of the Ohio Constitution because they do not give “fair
notice” to the average citizen of what conduct is prohibited?

Whether or not the Ohio indirect criminal contempt standards violate the First
Amendment and Section 11, Article I of the Ohio Constitution because the are
overbroad, vague and content-based, facially and/or as applied?

Whether or not the prosecution and 4-month incarceration of Appellant for
statements she made within legal filings violates her right of access to the courts,
due process, the privileges and immunities clause, her right to petition for redress
of grievances and constitutes an Equal Protection violation involving retaliation
for her First Amendment related activities?

Whether or not Appellant was denied counsel in violation of the Sixth
Amendment to the United States Constitution without a constitutionally required
waiver and whether or not she was denied the ability to defend herself during
critical stages of the criminal contempt proceedings?

Whether or not Appellant’s convictions on 27 counts of indirect criminal
contempt violate the double jeopardy clauses of the United States Constitution
and the Ohio Constitution?

Whether or not Appellant was denied her Sixth Amendment right to confront
witnesses against her by the admission of hearsay statements by non-testifying
witnesses and whether or not she was denied a fair trial?

Whether or not Appellant’s convictions must be reversed because the State failed
to prove her guilt beyond a reasonable doubt and/or the convictions were against
the manifest weight of the evidence?

Whether or not Appellant was denied due process by virtue of the fact that the

presiding judge and fact finder was a retired visiting judge who had a pecuniary
interest in the outcome of the case?
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