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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS FOR MONTGOMERY COUNTY, OHIO 
 
STATE OF OHIO    : 
 
 Plaintiff-Appellee   : C.A. Case No. 20367 
 
vs.      : T.C. Case No. 2002-CR-0361 
  
CARL WILSON    : (Criminal Appeal from Common  
          : Pleas Court) 
     
 Defendant-Appellant  :  
            
                                             . . . . . . . . . . . 
 
                                                       O P I N I O N 
 
                           Rendered on the     21st     day of     January    , 2005. 
 
                                                       . . . . . . . . . . .  
 
MATHIAS H.  HECK, JR., Prosecuting Attorney, By: JOHNNA M. SHIA, Assistant 
Prosecuting Attorney, Atty. Reg. #0067685, Appellate Division, P.O. Box 972, 301 
W. Third Street, 5th Floor, Dayton, Ohio 45422 
 Attorneys for Plaintiff-Appellee 
                                    
GREGORY M. GANTT, Atty. Reg. #0064414, 137 N. Main Street, Suite 500, 
Dayton, Ohio 45402 
  Attorney for Defendant-Appellant 
 
                                                   . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
  
BROGAN, P.J. 

{¶ 1} On June 21, 2004, Carl Wilson filed a motion for relief from judgment 

pursuant to Civ.R. 60(B) of the judgment of the trial court finding that he is a sexual 

predator.  Wilson had previously appealed the trial court’s predator designation on 

February 11, 2004.  Wilson sought a stay of the appeal pending resolution of his 

pending Civ.R. 60(B) motion.  The State sought to dismiss the appeal on July 12, 



 2
2004.  On July 23, 2004, the court stayed the appeal and denied the State’s 

motion.  The trial court overruled the post-judgment Civ.R. 60(B) motion on August 

5, 2004.  Wilson did not appeal the August 5, 2004 determination.  Wilson contends 

in his appellate brief that the trial court erred in overruling his Civ.R. 60(B) motion, 

but he did not appeal that August 5, 2004 determination, and we thus have no 

subject matter to consider that post-judgment ruling.  Since Wilson raised no 

assignments relating to the original appeal of the predator designation, the 

judgment of the trial court must be Affirmed. 

. . . . . . . . . . 

FAIN, J., and GRADY, J., concur. 
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