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SUMMARY:




The common pleas court had no jurisdiction to entertain the postconviction motion seeking relief on the ground that sentences were not imposed in conformity with the statutes governing postrelease control:  the motion was not reviewable under any postconviction proceeding provided by statute or rule; and the sentences were imposed by a court having personal and subject-matter jurisdiction and thus not correctable under the jurisdiction to correct a void judgment.




The appeal from the judgment overruling the postconviction motion challenging postrelease control was subject to dismissal for lack of jurisdiction:  the judgment overruling the motion 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.”
 JUDGMENT:
APPEAL DISMISSED
JUDGES:
OPINION by MOCK, P.J.; ZAYAS and CROUSE, JJ., CONCUR.
