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KNEPPER, J.

{1} This is an appeal from a judgment of the Erie County

Court that found appellant guilty of wviolating the terms and

conditions of his probation. Pursuant to 6th Dist.Loc.App.R.
12(C), this case 1s sua sponte assigned to the accelerated
calendar.

{2} On July 26, 1999, appellant was convicted of aggravated
menacing in violation of R.C. 2903.21(A) and sentenced to serve 90
days in jail. The trial court suspended the jail time, however,
and placed appellant on probation under the condition that he have
no contact with the victim for a period of five years. Thereafter,
it was alleged that appellant had violated the no contact order on
two occasions. The matter was heard by the trial court on July 13,

2001 and testimony was taken. On August 13, 2001, the trial court



found that appellant had violated the terms of his probation and
ordered him to serve ten days of the suspended sentence. Appellant
appeals the August 13, 2001 judgment, asserting that the trial
court erred by finding that he violated the no contact order.

{3} The standard of review ordinarily applied by an appeals
court when reviewing a probation violation proceeding is highly
deferential to the trial court. See State v. Hayes (Aug. 10,
2001), Wood App. No. WD-00-075. This court has thoroughly
reviewed the record of proceedings in the trial court, including
the transcript of the July 13, 2001 hearing. Upon consideration
thereof, we find that there was substantial evidence before the
trial court that appellant wilfully violated a condition of his
probation by having contact with the victim of the original offense
of aggravated menacing and that the trial court's finding was not
in error. See State v. Hylton (1991), 75 Ohio App.3d 778.
Accordingly, appellant's sole assignment of error is not well-
taken.

{4} On consideration whereof, this court finds that appellant
was not prejudiced or prevented from having a fair trial, and the
judgment of the Erie County Court is affirmed. Costs of this

appeal are assessed to appellant.

JUDGMENT AFFIRMED.
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