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SUMMARY:


Where Crim.R. 3(B) clearly and unambiguously states that a uniform traffic citation does not constitute a valid complaint for R.C. Title 29 violations, and appellant was charged with failing to comply with the order or signal of a police officer under R.C. 2921.331(A), a R.C. Title 29 offense, by a uniform traffic citation, the trial court lacked subject-matter jurisdiction.
Defendant-appellant received the ineffective assistance of appellate counsel where, had appellant’s counsel raised the jurisdictional issue in the direct appeal, there would have been a different outcome as appellant’s conviction would have been vacated because the trial court lacked subject-matter jurisdiction.
JUDGMENT:
VACATED
JUDGES: 

OPINION by MOORE, J.; KINSLEY, P.J., and ZAYAS, J., CONCUR.
