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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Ohio dismissed Gregory White’s appeal from the dismissal of his habeas
corpus petition as untimely. The court held that White’s application for reconsideration in the court of
appeals was a nullity and did not toll the time for filing an appeal.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED



1. Whether the Supreme Court of Ohio had jurisdiction over White's appeal when his notice of appeal from

the court of appeals' dismissal was filed after the jurisdictional deadline.

2. Whether White's application for reconsideration in the court of appeals was valid and tolled the time for
filing a jurisdictional appeal.

HOLDINGS

1. The appeal was untimely because White filed his notice of appeal after the deadline prescribed by the
Supreme Court of Ohio's rules; the Supreme Court therefore lacked jurisdiction and dismissed the

appeal.

2. An application for reconsideration of a final judgment in an original civil action in the court of appeals is
a nullity and does not toll the time for filing a jurisdictional appeal.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“This means that White’s application for reconsideration is a nullity, as is the court of appeals’ judgment

denying that application.” (Y 7)

“Therefore, White’s application for reconsideration cannot cure the untimeliness of his appeal.” ( 7)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

White, an Ohio state prisoner serving sentences for multiple felony convictions, alleged that his sentences were
concurrent and that his maximum sentence expired in June 2014. He filed a habeas corpus petition in the court of
appeals but did not attach commitment papers relating to his parole grants, revocations, or terminations. The

court of appeals dismissed the petition and later denied White's application for reconsideration.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

White filed a habeas corpus petition in the Twelfth District Court of Appeals alleging that his sentences should
run concurrently and that his maximum sentence had expired. The court dismissed the petition because he failed
to attach required commitment papers, then denied his application for reconsideration. White attempted to appeal

both decisions to the Supreme Court of Ohio, but his notice of appeal was filed after the jurisdictional deadline.
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