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SUMMARY:




The common pleas court had jurisdiction to entertain petitioner’s postconviction petition because it was timely filed:  the time for filing a postconviction petition is triggered by the filing of “the trial transcript * * * in the court of appeals in the direct appeal of the judgment of conviction”; consistent with App.R.9(A) and (B), the “trial transcript” consists of those transcripts of the proceedings before the trial court that were “necessary for inclusion in the record [on appeal]”; the transcripts necessary for petitioner’s direct appeal were filed in three parts; and his petition was filed before the appeals court’s second order for the filing of “a complete transcript of the proceedings” was at last satisfied by the filing of the third part.




The common pleas court properly denied as unsupported petitioner’s postconviction claim that his no-contest pleas had been the unknowing and unintelligent product of his trial counsel’s ineffectiveness in investigating, preparing, and presenting his case at the juvenile-court hearing resulting in the transfer of jurisdiction to the common pleas court:  res judicata did not bar the claim because it presented matters that depended for their resolution upon evidence outside the record; but the claim was subject to dismissal without a hearing because petitioner failed to submit with his petition evidentiary material setting forth sufficient operative facts to demonstrate substantive grounds for relief.  
JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED

JUDGES:
OPINION by FISCHER, J.; HENDON, P.J., AND DEWINE, J., CONCUR.

