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FAIN, J.
{11} Defendant-appellant Aaron E. McMahon appeas from his sentences for

Receiving Stolen Property and for Attempted Having a Weapon While Under a Disability,



2
imposed following the revocation of community control sanctions. McMahon contends that the
trial court erred by ordering the sentences to be served consecutively, without having made the
findings required by R.C. 2929.14(C)(4).

{12} The State acknowledges that the consecutive sentences were imposed without the
statutory findings having been made, but argues that this appeal is moot, because McMahon has
served his prison sentences, and has been released from post-release control. We agree.

Accordingly, this appeal is Dismissed.

I. The Courseof Proceedings

{13 In trial court case no. 2006-CR-685, McMahon pled guilty to one count of
Receiving Stolen Property; other counts were dismissed. In trial court case no. 2006-CR-948,
McMahon pled guilty to one count of Attempted Having a Weapon While Under a Disability.
Community control sanctions were imposed as the sentence for both offenses.

{14} In 2013, McMahon admitted to having violated the terms of his community
control sanctions. Thetrial court imposed 17-month prison terms for both offenses, to be served
consecutively. The trial court a'so recommended McMahon for arisk reduction sentence under
R.C. 2929.143.

{15} McMahon appeals, setting forth as his sole assignment of error:

THE TRIAL COURT COMMITTED PREJUDICIAL ERROR BY

FAILING TO MAKE THE MANDATED APPROPRIATE STATUTORY

FINDINGS.



[1. McMahon’s Appeal |sM oot

{116} The State asserts, and McMahon does not dispute, that he was released from
prison on December 5, 2013, was placed on post-release control, and was released from
post-release control on April 7, 2014.

{17} McMahon is not seeking relief from his convictions. They will remain intact
even if his sole assignment of error is sustained. He only seeks relief from his prison sentence.
We cannot give him relief from his prison sentence, because he has already completed serving it,
including post-release control. Accordingly, this appeal is moot. Sate v. Erdman, 2d Dist.

Montgomery No. 25814, 2014-Ohio-2997, { 4.

[11. Conclusion
{118 Thisappea is Dismissed, as moot.

HALL and WELBAUM, JJ., concur.
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