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SUMMARY:



The court of appeals had no jurisdiction to decide on the merits an assignment of error challenging the overruling of a motion to set a status hearing and appoint counsel for a pending postconviction motion under the new-trial statute, because the judgment overruling the motion for a status hearing and counsel was not reviewable under the jurisdiction conferred upon an intermediate appellate 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 denying postconviction relief, or by R.C. 2505.03(A) to review, affirm, modify, or reverse a “final order, judgment or decree.”



R.C. 120.16 did not confer a right to counsel for a pending postconviction motion under the new-trial statute, when the record does not disclose the finding by the public defender required by R.C. 120.16(D), that the pending motion has arguable merit. 



The common pleas court erred in failing to correct those parts of defendant’s sentences that were void because they were not imposed in conformity with the statutory mandates concerning postrelease control.

 JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED IN PART AND CAUSE REMANDED
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