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SUMMARY

The Ohio Tenth District Court of Appeals dismissed Sterling Robinson’s mandamus action against
Judge Jaiza N. Page. The court held that Robinson failed to establish a clear legal right or a clear legal
duty to vacate his criminal conviction based on his asserted lack of consent to the proceedings. The
court adopted the magistrate’s decision, overruled Robinson’s objections, and granted the respondent’s
Civ.R. 12(B)(6) motion to dismiss.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Original mandamus action challenging the validity of a criminal
conviction and sentence. The respondent moved to dismiss under
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STANDARD OF REVIEW The court independently reviewed the magistrate's decision under
Civ.R. 53(D)(4)(d). For the Civ.R. 12(B)(6) issue, the court presumed
factual allegations true, drew reasonable inferences in the relator's
favor, and considered whether it appeared beyond doubt that the
relator could prove no set of facts entitling him to relief.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Published Ohio Court of Appeals opinion

PARTIES Sterling Robinson, Relator v. Judge Jaiza N. Page, Respondent

TOPICS

subject matter jurisdiction motions to dismiss appellate procedure civil procedure criminal procedure



PRACTICE AREAS

Appellate procedure Civil procedure Criminal procedure Extraordinary writs Subject-matter jurisdiction

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Robinson stated a mandamus claim by alleging a clear legal right to vacatur of his criminal
conviction and a clear legal duty requiring the trial judge to vacate it.

2. Whether a criminal defendant's lack of consent to criminal proceedings deprives a court of common
pleas of subject-matter jurisdiction over felony charges.

3. Whether the complaint was properly dismissed under Civ.R. 12(B)(6).

4. Whether the objections to the magistrate's decision should be considered despite the clerk's docketing of
them after the filing deadline.

HOLDINGS

1. A criminal defendant's consent is irrelevant to the subject-matter jurisdiction of an Ohio court of
common pleas over felony criminal cases. A criminal judgment is not a consent judgment, and
withdrawing consent does not divest the court of jurisdiction.

2. Robinson failed to state a claim for mandamus because he did not allege a clear legal right to have his
conviction vacated or a clear legal duty on the part of Judge Page to vacate it.

3. A mandamus complaint may be dismissed under Civ.R. 12(B)(6) when, after accepting factual
allegations as true and drawing reasonable inferences for the relator, it appears beyond doubt that the
relator can prove no set of facts entitling him to the writ.

4. The court treated Robinson's objections as timely because the certified-mail receipt indicated that the
clerk received them by the deadline, even though the objections were not entered on the docket until
four days later.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A complaint in mandamus states a claim if it alleges the existence of the legal duty and the want of an
adequate remedy at law with sufficient particularity so that the respondent is given reasonable notice of the
claim asserted.” (¶ 8)

“A criminal defendant need not consent to the proceedings in order to vest the common pleas court with
jurisdiction over the matter.” (¶ 11)

“Because Mr. Robinson’s complaint failed to allege the trial court lacked subject-matter jurisdiction under
any viable legal theory, the magistrate correctly determined we must dismiss his complaint for failure to state
a claim upon which relief may be granted.” (¶ 12)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Robinson was convicted by a jury in the Franklin County Court of Common Pleas of trafficking in cocaine and
received an 11-year prison sentence. He argued that statements made during allocution withdrawing consent



rendered the criminal judgment a void consent judgment and deprived the trial court of jurisdiction. The
underlying case involved felony charges, over which the common pleas court had statutory subject-matter
jurisdiction.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Robinson was convicted by a jury of trafficking in cocaine in Franklin County Court of Common Pleas case No.
18CR-5371 and sentenced to 11 years in prison. The Tenth District affirmed on direct appeal. Robinson later
sought to vacate the criminal judgment and filed a prohibition action, which was dismissed on September 10,
2024. He then filed this mandamus complaint on October 15, 2025. The magistrate recommended dismissal
under Civ.R. 12(B)(6); the appellate court independently reviewed the objections, adopted the magistrate's
findings and conclusions, granted the motion to dismiss, and dismissed the action.
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