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SUMMARY

The Ohio Eighth District Court of Appeals reversed the denial of Dawn Marie Florjancic’s application
to change her surname. The court held that the probate court erred by sua sponte applying res judicata
without notice or an opportunity to be heard, particularly because the record did not contain
information about any prior name-change application. The case was remanded for further proceedings.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Florjancic appealed the Cuyahoga County Court of Common Pleas,
Probate Division's denial of her application to change her name.

STANDARD OF REVIEW De novo review applies to a trial court's application of res judicata.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the probate court erred by sua sponte denying Florjancic's name-change application on res
judicata grounds without notice or an opportunity to be heard.

2. Whether the probate court could determine from the face of the application that res judicata barred the
requested name change when the record contained no prior application or evidence concerning the
earlier proceeding.

HOLDINGS

1. The probate court erred by sua sponte dismissing the name-change application without notice and an
opportunity for Florjancic to address the asserted res judicata bar because the application was not plainly
frivolous.

2. The probate court erred in determining that res judicata applied because the application and record did
not establish the facts or issues adjudicated in any prior name-change proceeding.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Dismissals without notice are fundamentally unfair to the parties and should be reserved for the plainly
frivolous case.” (Section A)

“We find that the court erred in determining that res judicata applied at this stage of the case.” (Section B)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

On December 10, 2025, Florjancic applied to change her surname to Barna so that she, her long-term partner,
and her teenage stepdaughter could present themselves as a family with the same surname without marrying. The
application identified the requested name and the reason for the change. The probate court denied the
application, stating that an apparently identical application filed on March 26, 2025, had already been denied,
although the record contained no prior application or supporting evidence.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Florjancic filed an application to change her surname to Barna. The probate court denied the application sua
sponte on the ground that res judicata barred the requested relief, apparently relying on an earlier application that
was not included in the record. The Court of Appeals reversed and remanded, sustaining the first assignment of
error and finding the second assignment moot.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The probate court must conduct further proceedings consistent with the opinion. If it seeks to dismiss the case
sua sponte on remand, it must first provide Florjancic notice of its intent and an opportunity to be heard. Costs
were waived.
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