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SUMMARY:



Defendant’s postconviction allied-offenses and ineffective-counsel claims were subject to dismissal for lack of jurisdiction:  the claims were reviewable under R.C. 2953.21 et seq., governing the proceedings on a petition for postconviction relief, because they sought relief based on alleged constitutional violations during the proceedings leading to defendant’s convictions, R.C. 2953.21(A)(1); but the postconviction statutes did not confer jurisdiction to entertain those claims, because they did not satisfy R.C. 2953.21(A)(2)’s time restrictions or R.C. 2953.23’s jurisdictional requirements for entertaining a late postconviction claim; and the claims, even if demonstrated, would not have rendered the convictions void.



The common pleas court erred in failing to correct that part of defendant’s aggravated-robbery sentence that was void because it was not imposed in conformity with the statutory mandates concerning postrelease control:  the postrelease-control notification provided at sentencing, that defendant was subject to postrelease-control supervision for “up to five years,” did not adequately inform him that postrelease control was for a mandatory five-year period; and the language included in the judgment of conviction stating that he was “subject to the post release [sic] control supervision * * * of R.C. 2967.28” was inadequate to inform him of the duration or mandatory nature of his postrelease control.
JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED AS MODIFIED AND CAUSE REMANDED
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