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SUMMARY

The Tenth District Court of Appeals of Ohio granted the Franklin County Municipal Court’s motion to
dismiss a mandamus action brought by Ramone Wright. The court adopted the magistrate’s decision,
concluding that Wright failed to comply with R.C. 2969.25(A) by not filing the required affidavit
describing his prior civil actions. The court dismissed the action without addressing the respondent’s
remaining grounds for dismissal.
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DISPOSITION dismissed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Original mandamus action dismissed on respondent's Civ.R. 12(B)(6)
motion for failure to comply with the affidavit requirements of R.C.
2969.25(A).

STANDARD OF REVIEW On a Civ.R. 12(B)(6) motion, the court presumes factual allegations in
the complaint to be true, draws reasonable inferences in the relator's
favor, and determines whether it appears beyond doubt that the relator
could prove no set of facts entitling the relator to relief. The court
generally considers only the complaint and attached documents,
subject to limited judicial-notice principles.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Wright's mandamus petition was subject to dismissal for failure to comply with the inmate
affidavit requirements of R.C. 2969.25(A).

2. Whether the court should reach the respondent's additional arguments concerning captioning, the
municipal court's capacity to be sued, and the sufficiency of the substantive allegations.

HOLDINGS

1. An inmate must strictly and timely comply with R.C. 2969.25(A) by filing an affidavit describing each
civil action or appeal filed during the preceding five years. Failure to comply is grounds for dismissal,
and the defect cannot be cured by a later filing.

2. The court may decline to address additional grounds for dismissal when noncompliance with R.C.
2969.25(A) independently requires dismissal.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“R.C. 2969.25 requires strict compliance.” (¶ 20)

“Therefore, because relator has failed to file an affidavit of prior civil actions, and respondent has
demonstrated that relator has filed at least one civil action in the previous five years that he has failed to
report, relator’s petition for writ of mandamus must be dismissed based upon R.C. 2969.25(A).” (¶ 21)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Wright, who was incarcerated in a federal correctional institution in South Carolina, filed a mandamus petition
seeking to vacate a conviction allegedly entered without subject-matter jurisdiction and in violation of due
process. His petition was accompanied by a document titled "Affidavit of Civil Filings," but the document was
only a title page and contained no case information or notarization. Court records showed that Wright had filed
at least eight civil actions or appeals during the preceding five years, none of which was properly described in
the required affidavit.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Wright filed an original action seeking a writ of mandamus requiring the Franklin County Municipal Court to
vacate his conviction. The respondent moved to dismiss under Civ.R. 12(B)(6). A magistrate recommended
dismissal because Wright failed to file the required affidavit describing his prior civil actions under R.C.
2969.25(A). No objections were filed, and the appellate court adopted the magistrate's decision and dismissed
the action.
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