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SUMMARY:



In an appeal from the overruling of a postconviction motion, the court of appeals had no jurisdiction to entertain an assignment of error challenging the denial of postconviction relief on a ground not advanced in the motion.




R.C. 2953.21 et seq. did not confer upon the common pleas court jurisdiction to entertain defendant’s postconviction challenge to his trial counsel’s effectiveness in failing to object to the trial court’s failure to provide at sentencing the community-service-for-nonpayment-of-costs notification required by R.C. 2947.23(A)(1):  the claim was reviewable under the postconviction statutes, but did not satisfy the statutes’ time restrictions or jurisdictional requirements for a late postconviction claim.



In an appeal from the overruling of a postconviction motion, the court of appeals had no jurisdiction to entertain an assignment of error challenging the denial of relief on the ground that the trial court had failed to provide at sentencing the community-service-for-nonpayment-of-costs notification required by R.C. 2947.23(A)(1):  the judgment denying relief on that ground was not reviewable under the jurisdiction conferred upon an intermediate appeals court by R.C. 2953.02 or 2953.08 to review a judgment of conviction entered in a criminal case, by R.C. 2953.23(B) to review an order awarding or denying postconviction relief, or by R.C. 2505.03(A) to review, affirm, modify, or reverse a “final order, judgment or decree”; nor was the matter reviewable by either the common pleas court or the court of appeals under the jurisdiction to correct a void judgment.



Defendant’s sentences were not subject to correction under a court’s jurisdiction to correct a void judgment, because his sentences would not have been rendered void by the alleged error in the imposition of costs, by the lack of community-service-for-nonpayment-of-costs notification, or by trial counsel’s alleged ineffectiveness concerning that notification.  
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