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SUMMARY:



Defendant’s postconviction claims seeking relief from his convictions under R.C. 2941.25, the multiple-counts statute, 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 the claims, because the claims 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.



A clerical error in the judgment of conviction entered following resentencing pursuant to the appeals court’s remand was not subject to correction under Crim.R. 36: the judgment was a legal nullity, because it was entered after the appeals court’s decision remanding the case had been appealed to the Supreme Court of Ohio; and in that appeal, the Supreme Court reinstated the original judgment of conviction.
JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED AS MODIFIED
JUDGES:
OPINION by ZAYAS, P.J.; CROUSE AND WINKLER, JJ., CONCUR.
