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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the Middle District of Georgia granted Defendant Joseph Smith
and his estate’s motion for judgment on the pleadings in Sedreick Moore’s wrongful-conviction action.
The court held that Georgia’s six-year statute of ultimate repose for claims against a decedent’s estate,
O.C.G.A. § 9-3-36, barred Moore’s claims because they accrued more than six years after Smith’s
death. The claims against Smith and his estate were dismissed with prejudice, while the remaining
claims remained pending.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendant Joseph Smith and his estate moved under Federal Rule of
Civil Procedure 12(c) for judgment on the pleadings, arguing that
Georgia's six-year statute of ultimate repose barred Moore's claims.
The court granted the motion and dismissed Moore's claims against
Smith and his estate with prejudice.

STANDARD OF REVIEW A Rule 12(c) motion for judgment on the pleadings is reviewed under
the same standard as a Rule 12(b)(6) motion. The court accepts well-
pleaded factual allegations as true, construes them in the plaintiff's
favor, and determines whether the complaint states a plausible claim
for relief; legal conclusions and conclusory allegations are not
accepted as true. The court may consider an extrinsic document if it is
central to the claim and its authenticity is undisputed.



PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unknown; federal district court order with no reported citation or
precedential designation in the source.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Georgia's six-year statute of ultimate repose for claims against a decedent's estate bars claims
that accrued more than six years after the decedent's death.

2. Whether Georgia's statute concerning tolling of actions against an unrepresented estate, O.C.G.A. § 9-3-
92, tolls or overcomes the statute of ultimate repose in O.C.G.A. § 9-3-36.

3. Whether a factual dispute concerning Joseph Smith's date of death precluded judgment on the pleadings.

HOLDINGS

1. O.C.G.A. § 9-3-36 bars Moore's claims against Joseph Smith and his estate because the claims accrued
more than six years after Smith's death and therefore were not actionable.

2. O.C.G.A. § 9-3-92 does not toll or overcome the statute of ultimate repose in O.C.G.A. § 9-3-36.

3. No material factual dispute existed because Moore alleged that Smith died on November 2, 2015, and
Smith admitted that date in his answer.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In sum, under O.C.G.A. § 9-3-36 Plaintiff cannot sue Smith or his estate because more than six years passed
between Smith’s death and the accrual of the claim and it being brought.”

“The “in no event” language in § 9-3-36 forbids tolling.”

“A statute of repose stands as an unyielding barrier to a plaintiff's right of action. The statute of repose is
absolute.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Moore was convicted of rape and spent more than twenty-three years in prison before a state court granted an
extraordinary motion for a new trial based on DNA testing that excluded him as a possible match and evidence



that a witness had repeatedly lied. Moore alleges that Joseph Smith participated in the investigation that led to
his conviction. Smith died on November 2, 2015, and Moore alleged that his claims accrued on May 12, 2023,
more than six years after Smith's death.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Moore filed claims under 42 U.S.C. § 1983, Monell, and Georgia state law in the Northern District of Georgia.
The Northern District transferred the action to the Middle District of Georgia on October 20, 2025. After briefing
on Smith's Rule 12(c) motion, the court ruled that the motion was ripe and granted it.

DISPOSITION

dismissed
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