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SUMMARY

The Ohio Supreme Court affirmed the denial of Patricia Schmidt’s mandamus action seeking disability
retirement benefits from the School Employees Retirement System. The court held that Schmidt could
not obtain reversal because she challenged only one of the independent grounds for denial and had

waived any challenge to the magistrate’s findings by failing to object.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the denial of the writ should be reversed when Schmidt challenged only one of two

independent grounds supporting the judgment.

2. Whether Schmidt waived any challenge to the briefing-compliance ground by failing to object to the

magistrate's decision.

HOLDINGS

1. A judgment supported by multiple independent grounds is not subject to reversal when the appellant

challenges only one of those grounds, even if the challenged rationale is incorrect.

2. A party waives appellate error concerning a magistrate's finding of fact or conclusion of law by failing to

object to it before the trial court.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Even if the court’s rationale on this latter ground was incorrect, its judgment denying the writ is not subject
to reversal because Schmidt does not challenge all of the independent reasons given by the court of appeals to
deny the writ.” (1 5)

“A party shall not assign as error on appeal the court’s adoption of any finding of fact or conclusion of law

unless the party has objected to that finding or conclusion under this rule.” ( 6)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Schmidt applied for disability retirement benefits from the School Employees Retirement System. After SERS
denied or failed to grant the application, she sought a writ of mandamus compelling the benefits award. The
court of appeals denied relief based in part on her failure to comply with appellate briefing requirements and in

part on the precedent in Schwaben.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Schmidt filed a complaint seeking a writ of mandamus compelling SERS to grant her application for disability
retirement benefits. The case was transferred from the Hamilton County Court of Appeals to the Franklin County
Court of Appeals, where a magistrate recommended denial because Schmidt's brief did not comply with App.R.
19 and Loc.R. 12(J). After Schmidt failed to object, the court of appeals denied the writ on that ground and also
relied on State ex rel. Schwaben v. School Employees Retirement System. The Supreme Court of Ohio affirmed
because Schmidt challenged only the Schwaben rationale and not the independent briefing-compliance ground;
it also held that any challenge to the magistrate-related briefing issue was waived by the failure to object.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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