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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Ohio dismissed as moot a mandamus action brought by Marrisa Siebold
seeking to compel the Columbus City Schools Board of Education to provide interim transportation
for her child under R.C. 3327.02(E)(2). The court held that the board had begun providing the
requested transportation, and rejected application of the voluntary-cessation exception because
mandamus seeks to compel performance of a legally required act rather than prohibit conduct. The
court also granted certain motions to file revised evidence, denied leave to file another exhibit, and
overruled evidentiary objections as moot.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the mandamus action became moot after the school board began providing the interim
transportation sought by Siebold.

2. Whether the voluntary-cessation exception to mootness applied because the school board might again
fail to provide interim transportation.

3. Whether the possibility of damages or attorney fees prevented dismissal of the mandamus action as
moot.

HOLDINGS

1. The mandamus action was moot because the school board had performed the act Siebold sought to
compel—providing interim transportation to her child pending mediation.

2. The voluntary-cessation exception did not apply because this was a mandamus action seeking to compel
performance of a legally required act, not an action seeking to stop challenged conduct, and the
requested act had already been performed.

3. Potential damages and attorney fees did not prevent dismissal because Siebold did not request them in
her complaint, and damages under R.C. 2731.11 are recoverable only when a writ of mandamus is
granted.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A writ of mandamus will not issue to compel an act already performed.” (¶ 21)

“Rather than seeking to stop a defendant from engaging in certain conduct, the relator in a mandamus case
seeks an order compelling the respondent to perform an act that the law requires.” (¶ 25)

“But “a writ of mandamus will not issue to compel the general observance of laws in the future.”” (¶ 26)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The Columbus City Schools Board of Education adopted impracticality determinations affecting students
attending private and charter schools after the statutory deadline and initially did not provide interim
transportation to Siebold's child during the required mediation process. Siebold rejected payment in lieu of
transportation, requested mediation, and filed a mandamus action seeking transportation pending resolution of
the dispute. The board began providing transportation in October 2024, and Siebold did not dispute that her child
thereafter received transportation, although she challenged its quality and reliability.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Siebold filed the mandamus action after the school board failed to provide interim transportation required during
the mediation process under R.C. 3327.02(E)(2). The Supreme Court of Ohio denied the board's motion to
dismiss and granted an alternative writ. While the action was pending, the board began providing transportation



to Siebold's child, so the court dismissed the case as moot, granted most motions to file revised evidence, denied
a motion concerning Exhibit G, and overruled the board's evidentiary objections as moot.
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