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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Ohio denied supplemental affidavits seeking the disqualification of Judge P.

Randall Knece in a Pickaway County domestic-relations case. The court held that a judge may

undertake ministerial acts during the pendency of an affidavit of disqualification under R.C.

2701.03(D)(3), and that the allegations of bias and improper conduct were vague and insufficiently

substantiated. The case was permitted to proceed before Judge Knece.
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The affiant bears the burden of presenting specific, substantiated
allegations and supporting evidence sufficient to establish bias,
prejudice, or a disqualifying interest. A judge is presumed to follow
the law and not to be biased, and the appearance of bias or prejudice

must be compelling to overcome those presumptions.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Judge Knece was prohibited from conducting the bond-disbursement hearing and entering the

disbursement order after an affidavit of disqualification was filed.

2. Whether Judge Knece's conduct during the hearing and subsequent teleconference demonstrated bias,
prejudice, or a disqualifying interest requiring disqualification.
3. Whether Nyce submitted sufficiently specific and supported allegations to establish grounds for

disqualification.

HOLDINGS

1. Although the filing of an accepted affidavit of disqualification generally deprives the challenged judge
of authority to preside, R.C. 2701.03(D)(3) permits the judge to decide matters that do not affect a

substantive right, including ministerial matters.

2. A party's dissatisfaction or disagreement with a judge's rulings, even if the rulings are erroneous, does

not constitute bias or prejudice and is not grounds for disqualification.

3. Disqualification was unwarranted because Nyce's allegations of animosity, aggression, intimidation, and
lack of neutrality were vague, unsubstantiated, and insufficient to overcome the presumption that the

judge was not biased.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“R.C. 2701.03(D)(3) authorizes a judge against whom an affidavit is filed to decide matters that do not
“dffect a substantive right of any of the parties.”” ( 6)

“It is well settled that a party’s “dissatisfaction or disagreement with a judge’s rulings, even if those rulings

may be erroneous, does not constitute bias or prejudice and is not grounds for the judge’s disqualification.

19

“For the reasons explained above, Nyce’s supplemental affidavits are denied. The case may proceed before
Judge Knece.” (1 15)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

After Nyce filed an affidavit of disqualification against Judge Knece, the judge proceeded with a hearing on
disbursement of a supersedeas bond and ordered the proceeds disbursed to the plaintiff. Nyce alleged that the
judge acted aggressively and with animosity during the hearing. Nyce also alleged that Judge Knece improperly
initiated a teleconference and referred counsel to a pending contempt motion, but the judge explained that he

was attempting to resolve outstanding procedural matters.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Kinsley F. Nyce filed an affidavit of disqualification against Judge P. Randall Knece, followed by two
supplemental affidavits alleging improper conduct and bias. The initial affidavit was first denied because the



record did not show that anything remained pending, but the supplemental filings established that motions under
Ohio Civil Rules 59 and 60 were pending. The Supreme Court of Ohio denied the supplemental affidavits and
permitted the underlying case to proceed before Judge Knece.
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