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LARRY A.  JONES, SR., A.J.: 

{¶1}   Petitioner Deshawn Collins seeks a conditional writ of habeas corpus for a 

fast and speedy trial based upon his contention that his court-appointed counsel are 

allegedly providing ineffective assistance of counsel.  The respondent city of Cleveland 

(“City”) has filed a motion to dismiss that Collins has opposed.  The motion is granted 

for the reasons that follow. 

{¶2}  The City moved for dismissal on numerous grounds.  First, the City 

contends that Collins is being held in the Cuyahoga County jail and is not in the custody 

of the City.  Collins does not dispute this fact.  Further, Collins failed to attach 

commitment papers and verify his petition as required by R.C. 2725.04. This renders the 

petition fatally defective and subject to dismissal.  Tisdale v. Eberlin, 114 Ohio St.3d 

201, 2007-Ohio-3833, 870 N.E.2d 1191, ¶ 6, citing State ex rel. Winnick v. Gansheimer, 

112 Ohio St.3d 149, 2006-Ohio-6521, 858 N.E.2d 409, ¶ 5; R.C. 2725.04(D).  Collins 

also did not comply with the requirements of R.C. 2969.25. 

{¶3}  Furthermore, a claimed violation of the right to a speedy trial is not 

cognizable in habeas corpus.  Id. at ¶ 7; see also State ex rel. Brantley v. Ghee, 80 Ohio 

St.3d 287, 685 N.E.2d 1243 (1997).  Collins provides no authority to support his 

demands to discharge his court-appointed attorneys through this original action.  Collins 

has adequate remedies to raise any issues he has concerning the representation of his 

court-appointed counsel, such as by filing motions in the action that pertain to the 



representation.  This court has no authority to terminate counsel that was appointed to 

represent Collins in another matter in a different court. 

{¶4}  Respondent’s motion to dismiss is granted. 

{¶5}  Complaint dismissed. 
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