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SUMMARY

The Ohio Supreme Court affirmed the denial of writs of prohibition, mandamus, and procedendo
sought by Nichole Nalls in a juvenile abuse and dependency proceeding. The court held that the
juvenile judge and magistrate had basic jurisdiction, that any alleged defects in the order of reference
or magistrate’s decision were not jurisdictional, and that adequate remedies existed through objections
and appeal. The court also found no undue delay warranting procedendo.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the juvenile court judge and magistrate patently and unambiguously lacked jurisdiction because
the magistrate's authority was based on a general order of reference rather than a case-specific order.

2. Whether the failure to file a separate magistrate's decision under Juv.R. 40(E)(1) created a jurisdictional
defect warranting prohibition.

3. Whether mandamus could compel the juvenile court clerk to strike the challenged entry from the
records.

4. Whether procedendo could compel the magistrate to issue a separate decision and the clerk to serve it on
the parties.

HOLDINGS

1. A general, journalized order of reference authorizing a magistrate to hear and recommend dispositions in
cases assigned by the juvenile court is sufficient under Juv.R. 40; the rule does not require a more
specific case-by-case journalized order.

2. Any failure to file a separate magistrate's decision under Juv.R. 40(E)(1) was, at most, an error subject to
correction by objections and appeal, not a patent and unambiguous loss of jurisdiction supporting
prohibition.

3. Prohibition will not issue as a substitute for appeal to review mere errors in judgment when the
respondent court has basic subject-matter jurisdiction and the relator has an adequate legal remedy.

4. Mandamus was unavailable because Nalls had adequate remedies through timely objections and appeal
and therefore could not establish the absence of an adequate remedy at law.

5. Procedendo was unavailable because Nalls had an adequate legal remedy and had not shown undue
delay warranting extraordinary relief.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Prohibition will not issue as a substitute for appeal to review mere errors in judgment.” (at 414)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The Cuyahoga County Department of Children and Family Services removed Darin Nalls from his mother's
home after another child died while in the mother's custody. The agency filed an abuse and dependency
complaint seeking legal custody for Darin's father. A juvenile court judge and magistrate jointly signed an entry
adjudicating Darin dependent, and the mother challenged the magistrate's authority and the form of the entry
through extraordinary-writ proceedings.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Cuyahoga County Department of Children and Family Services filed an abuse and dependency complaint in
the juvenile division of the Cuyahoga County Court of Common Pleas. After a jointly signed entry adjudicated



the child dependent, Nalls sought extraordinary writs in the court of appeals, arguing that the juvenile judge and
magistrate lacked jurisdiction and that the clerk should strike the entry or issue a separate magistrate's decision.
The court of appeals granted summary judgment for appellees and denied the writs; the Supreme Court of Ohio
affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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