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PARRO, J.

John E. Spellman, an inmate in the custody of the Department of Public Safety
and Corrections, appeals a judgment dismissing his tort suit for personal injury suffered
in a motor vehicle accident while he was being transported on or about August 30,
2005, from one facility to another. The sole issue on appeal is whether venue for
Spellman's tort claims is proper in the Nineteenth Judicial District Court, Parish of East
Baton Rouge, based on LSA-R.S. 15:1184(F).

Spellman correctly notes that all suits filed against the state of Louisiana or any
state agency may be instituted before the district court of the judicial district in which
the state capitol is located or in the district court having jurisdiction in the parish in
which the cause of action arises. See LSA-R.S. 13:5104(A). However, venue for
delictual actions by prisoners is specifically governed by LSA-R.S. 15:1184(F), which
provides:

The exclusive venue for delictual actions for injury or damages shall

be the parish where the prison is situated to which the prisoner was

assigned when the cause of action arose. Upon consent of all parties, the

court may transfer the suit to a parish in which venue would otherwise be

proper.

After a thorough review of the record, relevant statutory law, and relevant
jurisprudence, we conclude that the commissioner's screening report, which was
adopted by the district court, adequately explained the decision reached. Furthermore,
we find that the district court's decision is legally correct.” Therefore, we affirm the
district court's judgment in accordance with Uniform Court of Appeal Rule 2-16.2(A)(2),
(5), and (6). All costs associated with this appeal are assessed against John E.

Spellman.

AFFIRMED.

! Being unable to determine from the face of the pleadings the court of proper venue, we conclude the
district court acted properly in dismissing Speliman's suit. See LSA-C.C.P. art. 121.



