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SUMMARY

The Eighth District Court of Appeals dismissed Jared Rainey’s complaint for a writ of procedendo

against Judge William L. Vodrey. The court held that the request was moot because the judge had

already ruled on Rainey’s motion for jail-time credit, and further held that the complaint failed to
comply with R.C. 2969.25(A) and (C).
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Relator sought a writ of procedendo compelling a trial judge to rule on
a motion for jail-time credit. The respondent moved to dismiss, and the

Court of Appeals granted the motion.

The court resolved the procedendo complaint on the respondent’s
motion to dismiss and applied the legal requirements governing

extraordinary writs and R.C. 2969.25 compliance.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether a writ of procedendo could issue when the respondent judge had already ruled on the motion
for jail-time credit.

2. Whether the court could use an extraordinary writ to correct an alleged error in the calculation of jail-

time credit.

3. Whether failure to comply with the mandatory filing requirements of R.C. 2969.25(A) and (C) required
dismissal of the procedendo complaint.

HOLDINGS

1. The request for a writ of procedendo was moot because the respondent judge had already performed the
duty that the writ sought to compel.

2. An extraordinary writ may not be used to correct an error in calculating jail-time credit; such an error

must be challenged by direct appeal.

3. Failure to file the affidavit of prior civil actions required by R.C. 2969.25(A) and the certified
institutional cashier’s statement required by R.C. 2969.25(C) required dismissal of the procedendo

complaint.

KEY QUOTATIONS
“Procedendo will not compel the performance of a duty that has already been performed.”
“The requirements of R.C. 2969.25 are mandatory, and the failure to provide this court with an affidavit of

prior civil actions and a certified institutional cashier’s statement requires dismissal of Rainey’s complaint for

procedendo.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Rainey sought a writ requiring Judge William L. Vodrey to rule on Rainey’s motion for jail-time credit in State v.
Rainey. The record showed that Judge Vodrey had already issued a ruling on the motion on April 16, 2023.
Rainey also failed to file an affidavit identifying prior civil actions and failed to provide a certified institutional

cashier’s statement concerning his inmate account.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Rainey filed a complaint for a writ of procedendo concerning a motion for jail-time credit in his criminal case.
The respondent submitted a judgment entry showing that the requested ruling had already been issued, and
moved to dismiss. The appellate court dismissed the complaint as moot and for failure to comply with the
mandatory filing requirements of R.C. 2969.25(A) and (C).
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