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A. MANDAMUS: 

NOW COMES Relator, Dennis D. Jackson, pro se, and hereby petitions this 

Honorable Court to issue a mandamus to compel the respondent herein to perform 

a lawful duty to file and enter all motions submitted to the Montgomery County 

Common Pleas Court upon the docket. A duty which Relator is entitled to 

have performed and for which no other adequate remedy exists. 

Jurisdiction: 

1. The jurisdictionof this Court to issue the above prayed for WRIT is 

invoked pursuant to Article IV., Section 2 of the Ohio Constitution, and 

one § 2731 ; 

Venue: 

2. The Respondent's primary office and/or branch which refuses to perform 

it's duty is located at Montgomery County, Dayton, OH, within the territorial 

jurisdiction of this Court, thereby establishing proper venue in this Court; 

Parties: 

3. The Petitioner is a citizen of the State of Ohio, and who seeks to 

have, two renewed motions filed timely, without denial, or embarrassment 

by Respondent herein; 

4. Respondent herein is Montgomery County Clerks Office with the statutory 

duty pursuant Crim. R. 49 (A), (B), and (C); Ohio Constitutional 

duty pursuant to Article I., Section 16; and United States Constitutional 

duty pursuant the 1st, 5th, and 14th Anendments to perform the acts as stated 

herein ; 

Cause of Action:



5. I am Defendant in Montgomery County Common Pleas Case No. 2010—CR— 

1126; 

6. On October 27, 2010, I sent Mr. Jackson (hereinafter "Dad") to Gregory 

A. Brush, Clerks Office at 301 W. Third St., Dayton, OH 45422; 

7. on this day my dad, on my behalf attempted to file (2) separate motions 

captioned as follows: (1) Motion To Dismiss (Pursuant 2945.7‘l—2945.73 

w/ Exhibits A — C; and (2) "Notice of Intent to Renew: Crim. R. 29(C) Motion 

of Aquittal; Crim. R. 33 Motion For New Trial, and Motion to Dismiss (Pursuant 

ORC 2945.71—2945.73); 

8. the clerk on this day knowingly, purposely with malicious intent, 

sent my dad who is legally blind back and forth between the criminal and 

civil divisions of the clerks office. The criminal division telling him this 

was a civil issue, and the civil department stating they did not deal with 

these type of motions; 

9. between this two divisions of the clerks office he was 

embarrassingly requested to perform tasks such as unstapling papers, to 

attanpt to resort, and restaple, papers in which were mailed out to him in 

in proper order, and finally requested by the Clerk to fill out another form 

stating the judge said motions were to go to and case number where said motion 

were to be filed; 

10. as can be seen from the face of said motions in Ex. A. and Ex. B, 

they were properly pre—a.rranged and pre—stapled, due to my knowledge of my 

dads eye issue, and due to the simplicity of a (2) page Notice/and Motion, 

and a (4) page Motion with 3 Exhibits, there was no azplainable reason to 

embarrass and attempt to cofuse him, by performing a task already completed; 

‘I1 . my dad has filed the majority of my motions in both criminal and 

civil divisions, since 2016, due to Montgomery County Clerk filing Court



documents incorrectly or sending time sensitive documents to any address, 

as shown in Ex. C, requiring me to rush documents to him in order to meet 

statutory deadlines; 

12. upon filing of documents my dad finding a clerk who dealt with him 

on a regular, since 2016, only ran into this problem, on one other occasion 

which occurred September 14, 2017, in attemps to file in Second District 

Court of Appeals, Nbnt. Appeals Case No. (E 24430, a motion captioned "Motion 

For This Court To Revisit Its Jurisdiction", where these acts stretched out 

over a period of several hours, due to Clerks requesting him to perform said 

tasks as stated herein, while taking a lunch break after sending him away, 

and upon return requesting he take them home andreturn the next day, where 

said motion was filed September 15, 2017; see Exhibit E_ 

13. on the 14th of September, 2017, the clerks he always deals with was 

not there, but was there on September 15, 2017, to file said motion, which 

he was informed on October 27, 2017, that she was no longer employed there; 

14. I did not take action in the September 14, 2017 incident due to filing 

being accomplished; 

15. I have taken action in this instance as I have been prejudiced by 

the knowing acts, and denied equal protection of the law, due process, by 

being denied access to the Oourts, a violation of the Ohio and U.S. Const; 

16. my dad (Mr. Dennis Jackson will) submitt an affidavit sworn to, 

of the occurences with Respondent as asserted herein, as Exhibit D; 

17. Respondent herein has tried by any means to knowingly deter me from 

asserting my Ohio and U.S. Constitutional rights as stated herein, which 

must be protected and upheld;



Clear Legal Right: 

18. Relator argues that pursuant to Article I., Section 16 of the Ohio 

Constitution, all defendants are entitled to redress of injuries done them 

in their person, which provides in pertinent part: 

"All courts shall be open and every person, for an injury done him in 
his land, goods, person or reputation, shall have remedy by due course 
of law, and shall have justice administered without denial or delay." 

the Ohio Courts interpret this provision of the "Bill of Rights" to Ohio's 
Constitution as providing two distinct guarantees: "( 1) that legislative 
exactrrents may abridge individual right only by ‘due course of law‘ ; and 
(2) that all Courts shall be open to every person with a right to remedy 
fofor injury to his person, property or reputation, with the opportunity 
for such remedy being granted at a meaningful time and in a meaningful 
manner" 

19. the 1st, 5th, and 14th Amendments of the United states Constitution, 

support the same provisions and guarantees as provided by Article I., Section 

2, and 16; 

20. Relator asserts he had a clear legal right to have his motions, 

properly captioned "IN THE QDMNDN PLEAS COURT OF NDN'IGCI.VIERY COUNTY, OHIO, 

CRIMINAL DIVISION" to be filed and placed upon the docket of that Court 

pursuant Article I., Section 2, and 16, of the Ohio Const., and the 1st, 

5th, and 14th Amendments of the U.S. Const., through the exercise of his 

right to access the Court, and address the injuries done him by the State 

of Ohio; See Ex parte Hull, 312 U.S. 546, 61 S. Ct. 640, 85 L. Ed. 1034 ("the 

State and it's officers may not abridge or impair petitioner's right to apply 

to a Federal Court..." Id. at 549, 61 S. Ct. at 641-642); also see Wolff 

v. McDonnell, 418 U.S. 539, 94 S. Ct. 2963, 2985, 41 L. Ed. 2d 935 ("it is 

fundamental that access of prisoners to the Court for the purpose of 

presentation, their oomplaints may not be denied or obstructed"); 

21. Relator asserts he had a clear legal right to renew original motions 

which had been filed and decided in Case No. 2010—CR—1126, due to lack of



a final appealable order which was not in compliance of the mandates of Crim. 

R. 32(C); ORC 2505.02; and in violation of Article IV., Section 3(B)(2); 

22. a Court upon decision pursuant Crim. R. 32(C), and Civ. R. 58(A) 

is required to "promptly cause the judgment to be prepared, and having signed 

it, the Clerk shall Thereupon enter it upon the journal"; See Lamb v. Lamb, 

2011—Ohio—2970 (2d Dist App.)(citing In Platt v. Lander, Mont. Appeal No. 

12371, 1991 Ohio App. LEXIS 2117); See also In re Mitchell, 93 Ohio App. 

3d 153, 154, 637 N.E. 2d 989; as can be seen by the cited cases a rubber 

stamp in place of a Judges signature is insufficient to the signature 

requirement of these rules, as was the Relators in Case No. 2010—CR—1126, 

which contained a rubber stamping on his judgment/sentencing entry; 

23. here the failure of the Judge to sign Relators judgmentl sentencing enepfl 

left his judgment of conviction non—final and the Courts order non—appealable, 

in Mont. Appeal Case No. 24430; see State v. Baker, 119 Ohio St. 3d 197, 

2008—Ohio— 330 , in which the Second District had obligation to raise question 

sua sponte concerning it's jurisdiction; see whitaker—Merrel1 Co. v. Geupel 

Constr. Co., Inc., 29 Ohio St. 2d 184, 186, 280 N.E. 922; 

24. as a result of these errors Relators judgment of conviction has never 

been final, and as such all judgments on motions, including judgment during 

sentencing were merely- interlocutory, allowing all Relators motions to renew 

previous motions decided in this case, in which his dad attempted to file, 

in October 27, 2017, to be considered timely, as a criminal and not a civil 

matter; see Carlisle v. United States, 517 U.S. 416, 116 S. Ct. 1460, 134 

L. Ed. 2d 613; also Pitts V. Ohio Dept. of 'I'ransp., 67 Ohio St. 2d 378, 379 

n.1, 423 N.E. 2d 1105; and State v. Bashlor, 2008—Ohio—997; finally State 

v. Brown, 59 Ohio App. 3d 1, 569 N.E. 2d 1068; 

25. Relator asserts he has a clear legal right, pursuant the Ohio and 

U.S. Const., as stated herein, to be free from prejudice and/or punishment 

for ‘mg delayed! "ntj-“‘e1Y filings of the motions as stated herein, outside
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of his control in exercising his right to access to the Courts, where such 

prejudice arfl delay, is created by an agency/office of the State of Ohio 

acting without authority and outside the scope of it's official duties, 

setting forth it's own discretion in filing motions, not facially defective, 

as such is a violation of equal protection and due process of law; 

26. Finally, Relator has a Ohio and U.S. Constitutional right to access 

and address the Court without the use of harmful, intentional tactics, 

disabled or not, through request of unlawful acts, in attempts to deter the 

willful help of a family member, on behalf of Relator in his plight of justice; 

Clear legal Duty: 

27. the Respondent herein has a clear legal constitutional duty to allow 

unabridged, unobstructed, and without denial, pursuant Article I., Section 

2, and 16, of the Ohio Constitution, and the 1st, 5th, and 14th Amendments 

of the U.S. Const., Relator access to the Courts without delay, to timely 

file said rrotions he attempted to file on October 27, 2017; 

see Ex parte Hull, supra; and Wolff V. McDonnell, supra; 

No Other Adequate Remedy At Law: 

28. Relator has no other adequate remedy at law to compel the Respondent 

herein to perform it's lawful duty as noted herein, without an order from 

this Honorable Court, directing the Clerk to file said motions, and attribute 

any violation for delay and untimeliness in the filing of said motions to 

the State of Ohio, Respondent; 

29. Relator is entitled to the issuance of this writ of Mandamus to compel 

the performance of Respondent as fully set forth herein;



PROHIBITION: 

NOW COMES, Relator Dennis D. Jackson, proceeding in pro se, and hereby 

petitions this Court for a writ of Prohibition to order Judge Erik Blaine, 

Judge of the Montgomery County Common Pleas, successor of Judge Michael L. 

Tucker to cease from usurping his judicial function of resentencing and/or 

signing Relator's judgment entry in Case No. 2010—CR—1126 and commanding 

Montgomery County Clerk of Court to journalize such entry until judgment 

has been passed in the instant mandamus/Prohibition, by this Court. 

Jurisdiction: 

30. The jurisdiction of this Court to issue the above prayed for WRIT 

is invoked pursuant to Article IV., Section 2(B)(1)(d) of the Ohio Const.; 

Venue : 

31. The Respondent's primary office and/ or branch is located at Montgomery 

County, Dayton, OH, within the territorial jurisdiction of this Court, thereby 

establishing proper venue in this Court; 

Parties: 

32. The petitioner is a citizen of the State of Ohio, and who seeks to 

have #1:: Court cease judicial functions in Case No. 2010—CR—1126, as stated 

herein; 

33. Respondent herein is Judge Erik Blaine, Montgomery County, Common 

Pleas Court, Successor of Michael L. Tucker who :5 tasked with the duty to 

finalize judgment in Case No. 2010—CR-1126; 

Cause of Action: 

The facts upon which petitioner seeks release are as follows: 

34. On September 18, 2017, Relator filed a motion in Mont. Appeals Case 

No. CA 24430, in the Second District Court of Appeals, captioned "Motion
8



For this Court to Revisit Its Jurisdiction" See Exhibit E (Motion to revisit 

jjurisdiction, filed September 18, 2017 (14 pages)); 

35. On October 3, 2017, Relator filed a complaint in Franklin County 

Common Pleas Court, Case No. 17CV008881, Dennis D. Jackson v. 2nd Appellate 

District Court Judge Michael L. Tucker, Et Al, See Exhibit F (Oct. 3, 2017, 

complaint w/ Attachanents A and B); (10 pages); 

36. On October27, 2017, Relator attempted to renew several trial motions 

due to his judgment of conviction notbeing final; 

37. On October 27, 2017, the Montgomery County Clerk of Court, denied 

Relator access to the Court, by refusing to file said motions stated herein 

in mandamus; 

Clear Legal Right 

38. Relator argues he has a clear legal right to have the Montgorrery 

County Common Pleas Court to review it's previous decision; See State ex 

rel Hansen v. Reed, 63 Ohio St. 3d 597, 589 N.E. 2d 1324 (in absence of a 

fformal journalization of the decision, the municipal Court possessed 

authority to review and reverse its previous decision, 63 Ohio St. 3d at 

600, 589 N.E. 2d at 1327); 

39. That pursuant Article I., Section 2 and 16 of the Ohio Const., and 

the 1st, 5th, and 14th Amendments of the U.S. Const., Relator has the 

Constitutional right to address the Court of his injury, without being denied 

access by the clerk, and prejudiced by a journalization of a Valid, formal 

judgment/termination entry, by Respondent, in between time of petitioning 

this Court, and time needed for a decision to be made which must be done 

before finality in Case No. 2010—CR—1126, in order to be considered timely 

and not final;



Clear Legal Duty: 

40. Respondent herein has a clear legal duty to cease usurping judgment, 

and directing the clerk to journalize judgment] termination entry in Case 

No. 2010—Cr-1126, until said motions as stated herein, as shown by stamping 

on documents, by Montgomery County Clerk, confirming such were presented 

October 27,2017, to the clerk, can be filed by Relator; 

41. Respondents failure to allow said motions to be filed and decided, 

bbefore finalization, would work to operate and produce the same prejudice, 

and Constitutional violations as asserted herein, attributed to the clerk, 

due to Relators acts to file timely and clerks denial favorable to the State, 

anand prejudicial to Relator; 

42. Respondent's recognition of this Courts holding in State ex rel. 

Hanley v. Roberts, 17 Ohio St. 3d 1, 4, 476 N.E. 2d 1019 (noting, if a 

purported judgment entry lacks one of these components in Crim. R. 32(C) 

or ORC 2505.02, it is a nullity, thereby denying the Court jurisdiction to 

address the issues raised), here because the entry in Case No. 2010—CR—1126 

is a nullity, the clerks journalization was not formal, and must be treated 

as if it never occurred, preventing the appellate clock from being triggered 

pursuant App. R. 4(A), See e.g., State v. Tripodo, 50 Ohio St. 2d 124, 4 

0.0. 3d 280, N.E. 2d 719, leaving all motions interlocutory; 

, Adequate Remedy: 

43. v Relator therefore has no adequate remedy to prevent Respondent from 

finalizing his judgement, once judgment has been handed down in Mont. Appeals 

Case No. CA 24430; and Franklin County Conmon Pleas, Case No. 17CV008B81, 

in order that his Ohio and U.S. Const. rights are not impeded, preventing 

his timely access to the Courts, and filing of said motions herein;
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44. Considering Relator has a right to redress the Court due to a 

violation of Article IV., Section 3(B)(2) of the Ohio Constitution, and ORC 

2505.02, passing judgment in Mont. Appeals Case No. CA 24430, State v. Jackson 

in which it lacked jurisdiction due to its failure to adhere to its obligation 

to review the judgment entry (Termination Entry herein), and sua sponte raise 

questions concerning its jurisdiction. See e.g. Whitaker—Merrell Co. V. 

Geuggl Constr. Co., Inc., supra. Relator was therefore entitled to present 

the Trial Court with new evidence, in support of his claim in his renewed 

motions to comply with fair presentation to the Court, and a comnplete record 

on appeal . 

45. Relator now prays this Honorable Court grant his writs and allow 

him to exercise his right to timely access the Court, and address his injury; 

46. Relator has attached all athibits as stated herein; 

Relief Sought: 

47. Relator asks that this Honorable Court allow in to file in its 

entirety said motions his dad attenpted to file on October 27, 2017, in which 

he was prevented only being allowed to file the first page. He also asks 

in the event of denial of Relators Prohibition, said motions be considered 

filed on October 27, 2017, due to certificate of service and stamp form the 

Montgomery County Clerks Office, which clearly envinces an intent to file 

said documents in their completion said motions. See e.g., Taylor v. Knapp, 

871 F.2d 803 n. 1 (9th Cir.); Haney v. Mizell Mem'l Hosp, 744 F. 2d 1467, 

1472 (11th Cir.); McDaniel v. Harris, 639 F. 2d 1386, 1388 n.1 (5th Cir.); 

48. Relator ask the granting of his Writs in order to correct and protect 

his Ohio and U.S. Constitutional rights as asserted herein;

11



49. Relator asks this Court to stay all proceedings in Montgomery County 

Court of Common Pleas, Case No. 2010—CR—1126, in the case of a favorable
r 
ruling by this Court, until motions submitted for filing on October 27, 2017, 

as shown herein to be renewed, has been filed and ruled upon; 

50. Relator asks this Court to order, in case of a favorable ruling, 

that said motions, once filed are to be addresed in a reasonable and timely 

manner, and without delay. 

51. Relator asks pursuant Evidence Rule 201 and Civil Rule 44.1, that 

this Court take judicial notice of the following: 

(a). Pitt V. Ohio Dept. of Transp., 67 Ohio St. 378, 379, n.1, 423 
N.E. 2d 1105; 

(b). State V. Baker, 119 Ohio St. 3d 1505, 2007—Ohio—4285; 
(c). Crim. R. 32(C); 
(d). Civ. R. 58(A); 
(e). ORC 2505.02; 
(f). s. ct. Prac. R. 1.06(A); 
(9). Ohio Constitution Article IV., Section 3(B) (2)

12



Verity: 

I hereby swear and affirm that the foregoing statements are true and 

correct to the best of my knowledge and belief, in which I am competent to 

to all matters stated in affidavit. /’ 

.1
~ 

Dennis D. Jac on #645—759 
N.C.C.C./ P.O Box 1812 
Marion, OH 4 301 

Notary: 
34/ 

Sworn to and subscribed before me on this 1/ day of November, 2017. 

Notary Puglic 
/e¢—r-J14»//»€.5A£7f7ZS 

Exp: :r.» 9 ya’ 
Seal
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0!-I10 
CRIMINAL DIVISION 

STATE OF OHIO : CASE N3. 2010-01-1126 

Plaintiff, 2 JUNE: ERIK BLAINE 

VS . 

DHINIS D. JACKSQI NUHCE OE‘ I!\I1'1-N1‘ ‘ID RENI.-‘M CRIM. 
R. 29(C5 I-D1‘ION FOR NDIICN 

Deferdant. : '10 DISKISS (Pursuant ORc 2945.71 
2945.73) 

IDW OJMES, Dennis D. Jackson, pro se, who gives notice and now Respeotfuflg 
NDVES this Court to renew, all said motions herein: (1) Grim. R. 29(C) Motion 
For Aquittaly and Motionto Disuiss (Pursuant ORC 29-15.71 — 2945.73). Mr. 
Jaclaonalsoplanstofileacrim. R. 33MotionEorNewTria1, aetheoourts 
previous decision in said motions are only intrlocutory orders, until a valid 
entry of final judgment has been journalized in Unis case. 

See e.g., Carlisle v. United States, 517 11.5. 416L116 S. Ct. 1460, 
134 L. 1%. 2d 613' Pitt: v. Ohio Dept. of 'I'ransp., 67 Ohio St. 2d 378, 379 
n. 1, 423 N.E. 2d 1105; see also, State v. Bashlor, Ninth Dist. Nos. 07CAOO919 
07CA009209, 2008 Ohio 997. 

A Inanorandum in support is attached. Mr. Jackson asks for oral hearings. 
' Respgcéfui/3 \'.Lb)x’ll|l'1“fi5{J 

@,,M,,_,, ,0./zycla/wrx 

I hereby certify that a true and accurate copy of this Notice of Intent 
to Renew Crim. R. 29(C) Potion For Aquittal; Motion to Dismiss (Pursuant 
ORC 2945.71-2945.73), has been forwarded to Mathias H. Heck, Montgomery county 
prosecutors office, a 301 W. ‘mind St., P.O. Box 972, 5th Floor, Dayton, 
on 45402, on this y of g2_g,fQ[2g.r‘ , 2011. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Exhibit A-1



Mr. Jscksonassertsthatdn:etothe'h:ialcourts£ailuretosignand 
properly journalize his judgment/sentencing (Termination) entry, his conviction 
msnevembeaxfmalandassuchhasalwaysrenainedainterlocutoryorder, 
and non-appealable parsuant crim. R. 32(C), ORC 2505.02, and Article IV., 
Section 3(BH2) of the Ohio Constitution. See State v. Baker, 119 Ohio St. 

36 197, 2008 Ohio 3330, 893 91.13. 2d 163. 

Furthermore, Mr. Jackson asserts because his initial sentencing entry 
was non-appealable, his right to due process, and equal protection of the 

law, pursuant the 5th and 14th Amendments of the U.S. Qsnstibztion, and 
Article 1., Section 2, 10, and 15; and Article IV., Section 3(B)(2) of the 

Ohio constitution being violated, this court's prior decision may be 
recoonsiderad up until a final entry is entered in this case. See Pitt v. 

Ohio D_§__nt of 'l‘rans., 67 Ohio St. 26 378, 379 n.1, 423‘N.E. 2d 1105; See also 

state v. Brown, 59 Ohio App. 3d 1, 569 N.E. 2-5 1068 ("In the absence of a 

signedjuxmlenuyastweachdmrge, theorderofthetrialcourtis 
interlocutory). 

All motions specified herein will be filed with arguments, authority, 
and exhibits in support thereof. Mr. Jackson asks for a oral hearing on 
allstatednottons, arxdalertstluisrrialcmxrtthattlxereisaparviirxgnntim 
in the Second District court of Appeals concerning the judgment/sentencing 
entry now in question.
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Respectfully mhni ted, 

Dennis D. Jackson #645-759 
u.c.c.c/ 9.0. Box 1512 
Marion, on 43301
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Montgomery County Ohio 

Clerk Of Courts 
Gregory A. Brush 

Public Records Online System Version II 
2010 CR 0Il26 — STATE OF OHIO Vs DENNIS DEVO 

CRIMJ17-91Q MOTION FOR AQUITTAL; MOTION TO ~~ NOTICE OF INTENT TORE 
DISMISS FILED PRO SE ‘ 

IiI 10/17/2017 I 

MOTIDNTO DISMISS FILED PRO SE 

DELAYED NOTICE OF APPEAL TO THE 2ND DISTRICT COURT OF APPEALS FILED CA 07/)1]/2017 0276“ — 

I 

V V

I

~ 

Ii N/I I/Z017 IALL ORIGINAL PAPERS RETURNED FROM COURT OF APPEALS.
I 

Ii U3/29/M17 DECISIOIIANDENTRY FILED‘, MOTDN-TO WAIVE COURT COST _ 

I I 
»

I 

W17/W7 MOTION FOR LEAVE TO SUPPLEMENT NOTICE OF ISSUES TO BE RESOLVED ON REMAN FILED PRO SE 

Ii ID/1ImI7 IlEI’LY'.I‘0 ISSUES TO BE RESOLVED DNREMAND FILED DY Brando: MoerIIuIII f 

IiI oz/28ImI7 I MOTION FOR NOTICE OF ISSUES TO BE RESOLVED ON REMAND FILED PRO SE~ Ii 02/13/1017‘ MOTION FOR APFEARANCE AT ALL PROCEEDINGS FILED PRO SE I 
_ 

' 

T V .

I 

92/13/1017 MOTION To APPOINT COUNSEL FILED PRO SE 

iI 0?l0lI20l7I ENTRY FILED; SE1-I-ING BRIEFING SCHEDULE 
I. oI/o4IzoI7 ALL ORIGINAL PAPERS RETURNED FROM COURT OF APPEALS. 

_;___I_4 

‘I mam‘ RESPONSE TOTO TRIAL-COURl"S ENTRY AND ORDER 1'0 MOTIONS 1'-‘OR LEAVE T0 AIIIENDANDSIIPPLEMENT REcoRDPILEDPRosE . 

‘V 

i 08/29/1016 DECISION AND ENTRY FILED; REGARDING DEFENDANTS MOTIONS FOR LEAVE 
IiI own/zozs I MQTIONPDRLEAVE To SUPPLEMENT AND coRREcr RECORD FILEDDY DEFENDANT 

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO AMENDSTATEMl1N'l';PRAEClPE AND NOTICE TO CLERK FILED 07/18/2016 YROSE 
MOTION FOR LEAVE To AMEND STATEMENT; I-RACIPE AND NUIICE To CLERK FILED n7/IE/mIsm0sE

_ 

IiI 07/05/1016 I STATEMENT AND PRAECIPE TD COURT REPORTER AND CLERK i o7/Iismxs Nona oP APPEAL To THE IND DISTRICI‘ c_ouRIf OF APPEALS FILED CA‘ 
CONVICTION RELIEF

~ Ii 05/I9/71116 MOTION FOR LEAVE T0 AIVIIEND THE PETITION FILEDPRO SE 
Ii Wwmm DECISION AND ENTRY FILED: OVERRULING DEFENDANTS PETITION SEEKING POST-

I 

IiI l)5II9I7A'II6 I 

MOTION FOR LEAVE To AMEND TIIE PETITION FILED PRO SE 

Ii IISIIHIIDISI MOTION TO DOMFEI. DISCYJVERY PRO SE BYDEFENDANT 

IiI 05/02/2016 I NOTICE OF APPEAL To THE 2ND I)ISTRICI' COURT OF APPEALS FILED CA 017101 

Ii‘ M/19/1016 ENTRYFILED; SETTING SUBMISSION DATE OF MAY 23,1016 
Wig/um DECISION AND ENTRY FILED; ENTRY AND ORDER OVERRULING DEFENDANTS MOTION To VACATE COURT COST 

Ii I 01/19/2016 I MOTION TO WAIVE C055 AND AI-TIDAVIT OF INDIGENCE FILED PRO SE I 

hIIp'Ilwww.cIerk.co.m omgomerymmuslprol .. \ 

Exhibit A— 2
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04/12/2016 
I 

MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL AND AFFIDAVIT FILED PRO SI: 

o'smImI3_' ALL DRIGINAL FAFi:R§RETuRNzD_moM_coum ciI-‘ 
,

‘~ 
~~ 

05/10/2013 DECISION AND ENTRY FILED; OVERRULTNG DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR A NEW TRIAL 
M UN FOR I-E I. °/""’r”'3 DEPENDAIW. 

“mum” DECISION AND ENTRY FILED; OVERRULING DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR PREPARATION OF COMPLETE TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS AT STATE EXPENSE 

~ ~ 
H/“I10” MOTION OF DEFENDANT FOR PREPARATION OF COMPLETE TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS AT STATE EXPENSE FILED DY DEFT. Altornzy: PRO SE (PRDCIXIIE) 

minim” MOTION OF DEFENDANT FOR PREPARATION OF COMPLETE TRANSCRIPT OF THE DEPOSITION OF CHRISTOPHER MONTOURO.Attorne'y: PRO SE (000|'lXI'lE)

~ 
rm Ioxg‘ ' 

[ In/on/2oII JTRANSCRIPT FILED- I VOL (JURY TRIAL
] 

B/30/mu TRANSCRIPTS FILED- 6 VDLS (MOTION TO SUPPRESS DECISION, HEARING ON MOTION TO DISMISS, JURY TRIAL (EXCERPTED), VERDICT dz SENTENCING) 

Dalwnml ORDER FILED. FOR PAYMENT OF EXTRAORDINARY FEES TO COURT APPOINTED COUNSEL. TUCIGER 

DEFENSE EXHIBIT 1 2/7



ELECTRONICALLY FILED 
COURT OF COMMON PLEAS 
Frlday, October 27, 2017 1:30:34 PM 
CASE NUMBER: 2010 CR 01126 Docket ID: 31494469 GREGORY A BRUSH 
CLERK OF COURTS MONTGOMERY COUNTY OHIO~ IN'I'HEGJMt’.DNPLE11SwIJRTOFI’K1l‘I'1GOM‘£LRY®(INTY, OHIO 

CRIMINAL -DIVISION ' 

STATE OF OI-HO : CASE NO. Z0‘I0—CR—1126 
' 

PlainI'_'I.ff, : JUDGE: ERIK BLAINE 

vs. - : 

DENNIS D. JACKSON : NUPION '10 DISMISS 
PURSUANT ORC 2945.71 - 2945.73 

Defendant. : 

ma COMES, Dennis D. Jackson—Defendant, pro se, who renews, his Motion 
To Disniss filed November 4, 2010, denied November 10,2010, Respectfully 
IVDVES the (hurt pursuant oac 2945.71 — 2945.73, the 5th, 6th, and 14th Amend. 
of the (LS. aonst., and Article I. Section 2, 10, and 16 of the Ohio const., 
to vacate jury verdict and indicbnent in Case No. 2010—CR—1126, and discharge 
defendant, as there has been an error in proceedings, and violation of Ohio 
statutory law and Ohio and U.S. Oonstitutionalvvrights. 

A menmandum in support and affudavit is attached. 

N.C.C.C./ P.0. Box 1812 
Marion, on 43301 

CERT]1"'IG\'I‘E OF SERVICE ' 

5 /Vb’/31.4 
I hereby certify a accurate copy of this Motion to Dismiss has been 

forwarded by regular U.S. Mail to Mathias H. Heck,-Montgomery county 
Prosecutors Office , t 301 W. hir 5t., _P.0. Box 972, 5th Floor, Da 
OH 45402, on this&’L y of . , 20 ' ~ 

Exhibit B



MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
LAW: 

ORC 2745.71 provides: "A person against whom a charge of felony is pending (2) shall be brought to trial within 270 days after his arrest." That "(E) For purposes of computing time under divisions... (C)(2)... of this section, each day during which the accused is held in flail in lieu of bail on the pending charge shall count as 3 days." ORC 2945.71(E). 

UNREAS(X\IABLE: 
Mr. Jackson was arrested on April 5, 2010. Retaining in custody at 

all times. Scheduling conference was set for May 5, 2010, which reset for 
May 19, 2010¢.b3 caamsci, 

On May 19, 2010, trial counsel filed a Motion To Suppress, which the 
Trial Court set an oral hearing for July 7th, 2010 (a period of 48 days), 
denying such notion on July 28, 2010 (another 20 day period), Mr. Jackson 
asserts a total of 68 days this court should. find unreasonable. See State 
v. Ford, 180 Ohio App. 3d 636, 2009 Ohio 146 (citing State v. Palmer, 112 
Ohio St. 3d 457, 2007 Ohio 374, 860 N.E. 2d 1010, ID at syallbus (holding 
"30 days to respond or rule on a motion is reasonable, noting specifically 
60 days or more to be unreasonable"). 

SUASPCNI'EO)N'1'INUANCE: 

Mr. Jaclson asserts at the end of the July 7, 2010, Motion to Suppress 
Judge Tudcer stated "Before I announce how I'm- going to proceed in making 
this decision, I'd like to talk to the attorney's just for a munent in my 
office." (M-rs Tr. 123) Ex. A1 ' 

After said recess the Trial Court held "All right. Here's what we're 
going to do. We're going to place this matter back on the docket for me to 
announce my decision. I'm going to do that on wednsday, July 28, at 11 O'clock 

And we also talked about any written argument that either side wished 
to make..." (MTS. ‘Ir. 124) EX. A2. 

Mr. Jackson asserts the Trial Courts decision to place the 1/btion to 
Suppress back on the docket was error, and violated his fast and speedy trial 
rights pursuant to (RC 2945.71 — 2945.73. In explaining continuances which 
toll time against defendants, ORC 2945.72(H) provides: "The period of any 
continuance granted on the accused's own notion, and the period of any 
reasonable continuance granted other than upon the accused-S own motion.._

2



Here trial counsel did not ask for a continuance in order to file a 
written supplemental motion, or for any other reason at all, as can be seen 
by the record. The Trial Court's statement that "we're going to place this 
matter bad: on the docket" in effect operated as a sua sponte continuance, 
which was unreasonable, and a violation of Mr. Jackson's fast and speedy 
for the following reasons: (1) consideration of any reasonable or unreasonable 
factors concerning the Trial Courts continuance-due to‘ the Courts failure 
to file a Entry and Order for such sua sponte continuance, therefore leaving 
any inference as of reasonableness without fact on record and unreasonable. 
(2) The Trial Court in this situation was required before expiration of Mr. 
Jackson's 90 day fast and speedy trial date pursuant ORC 2945.71 to enter 
and jcurnalize an order for continuance acplaining the reasons for continuance, 
identifying the party who motioned for said continuance, or that such 
continuance was ordered by the Trial itself, pursuant 2945.72(H). 

See e.g. State v. Mincy, 2 Ohio St. 3d 6, 441 N.E. 2d 571. 

The Court did not do this, but entered an order for appearance on 7/8/10 
Ex. B:5 Such order is insufficient to allow the continuance of this proceeding 
to be tolled against Mr. Jackson, and is not in compliance with ORC 2945.72. 
See state v. Benson, 29 Ohio App-. 321, 505 ME. 2d 987 (Courts only speak 
tthrough it's journal). 

Furthermore even assuming the court had in this case asserted upon the 
record it's reasons for it's continuance, "as it is that a Court only speaks 
ththrough it's journal. Failure to journalize a Entry and order for a 
continuance containing the required facts in order for this Court or a rexdewihg 
Court to ascertain such facts in order to find reasonable and lawful this 
placement of this matter backon the docket and charging and tolling time 
against Mr. Jackson, is again not in compliance with ORC 2945.72. See State 
v. Mincy, supra., and State v. Benson, supra., as a result the 20 days between 
the July 7, 2010 and July 28, 2010 hearingorrthe decision of Mr. Jackson's 
Motion To Suppress, must be tolled against the State of Ohio. 

Mr. Jackson filed a Motion To Disniss, Nov. 4, 2010, due to a fast and 
speedy trial violation, which the Trial Judge aware of his sua sponte 
continuance knowingly denied Mr. Jackson's motion on Nov. 10, 2010. Ex. 0 

Mr. Jackson renews his Motion To Dismiss in which this Court must rule



in his favor as 102 days has passed before the start of his September (39, 
2010, trial date. 

Mr. Jackson computes his time as follows: 

1. April 6-31, 2010 (25 days ; 

2. May 1-4, 2010 (4 days); 
3. May 5, 2010 (Scheduling Conf. continued until May 19, 2010) (0 days); 
4. May 19, 2010 (Filing of Motion ‘Dc Suppress, set for July 7, 2010) (0 30.55); 
5. July 7, 2010 (Oral hearing, and sua sponte continuance of Trial Court 
to give a decision July 28, 2010); (0010-35) 
6. July 8-27, 2010 (20 days charged to the State of Ohio for continuance); 
7. July 29-31, 2010 (3 days); 
8. August 1-31 (31 days); 
9. September 1-19, 2010 (19 days). 

Next, Mr. Jackson asserts pursuant to ORC 2901'.O4(A), it is Ohio law 
which provides: "Statutes are to be strictly construed against the State 
and liberally in favor of the defendant. . ." which must now be donein the 
present case pursuant the mandates of ORC 2945.71 through 2945.73, and Ohio 
Supreme Court precedent. See e.g. State V. Pachay, 64 Ohio St. 2d 218, 221 
[18 0.0. 3d 427] (holding "Speedy trial statutes are mandatory and must be 
strictly enforced"). 

This error in proceeding now requires this Court to vacate the verdict 
of the the jury and all charges in the indictmaxt in (‘Ase No. 2010—CR—1126 
and oreder Mr. Jackson's immediate discharge, pursuant to ORC 2945.73(B) 
which provides: "Upon notion made at or priorto the conmencement of trial, 
a person charged with an offense shall be discharged if he is not brought 
to trial within the tine required by sections 2945.7T’a.nd' 2945.72 of the 
Revised Code." 

(DNCLUSION 
Mr. Jackson's inmediate discharge must be ordered. 

wpectfully tted, 

L fie/MM»-— 
Dennis D. Jac n #645459 
N.C.C.C./ P. BOX 1812 
Marion, OH 43301
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123 

THE COURT: You can step down. Thank you. 
You're done. 

(Witness stepped downfl 
THE COURT: Any further witnesses on behalf of the -- 

any further witnesses on behalf of the State? 

MS. HOBSON: No, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: And I assume you're asking for the 
admission, I believe, it's Exhibits 1 through 5; is that 

current? 

MS. HOBSON: One through 6, Your Honor. 

THE COURT: One through 6. Any objections to 
Exhibits 1 -- 

MR. MONTA: I don't, Judge. 

THE COURT: So without objection, for purposes of this 
hearing, Exhibits 1 through 6 will be admitted. 

(State's Exhibits I through 6 admitted.) 
MS. HOBSON: Thank you, Your Honor. 
with that, the State would rest, Your Honor. 
THE COURT: Okay. Any witnesses? 
MR. MONTA: we will not present -- 

THE COURT: All right. 

Before I announce how I'm going to proceed in making this 
decision, I'd like to talk to the attorneys just for a moment 
in my office. 

(Recess taken.) 

RAPIER 8: ASSOC|ATE§ f 170 Eleanor Drive - Springboro, OH 45066 ' 937748-2278
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(In open court.) 
2 THE COURT: All right. Here's what we're going to do. 
3 We're going to place this matter back on the docket for me to 
4 announce my decision. I'm going to do that on Wednesday, July 
5 28“ at 11 o'clock. 

§,., . _And Nemal5£LLalked_ahQuC any written,argnmenL.:hat either 
7 side wishes to make. I would request that that be submitted to 
8 me on or before July 21 by the end of business on that date. 
9 HNTDRNTTFTRD SPEAKER: whar you eay —_ 7/74¢

I 0 THE COURT: Seven—21. One week before the --
H MR. MONTA: Judge, may I ask you a question? And this 
12 is the technicalities of the filing. Are we doing these by 
13 electronic filing now? 
14 THE COURT: No, not criminal yet. 
15 MR. MONTA: Okay. 
16 

. . . . THE. COURT: Not criminal yet. We're moving in that 
l7~— » ~ -~ direction. 
18 ‘

~ 

MR. MONTA: So I don't have to learn how to do that 
19 

yet. 
20 THE COURT: Not yet.
2 MR. MONT]-it Okay. 
22 THE COURT: Not yet. 
23 

) . , _ All right. So just file it on before the end of business 
24 

. . on the 21“ and then I'll announce my decision on the 28”. 
25 And I really don't think these motions are trial 

RAPIER 8: ASSOCIATES 0 170 Eleanor Drive 0 Springboro. OH 45066 ° 937-748-2278
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CRIMINAL COUNTY FEE I 
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08/3/1010 EXHIBITS FILED INTI-IE COURT'S PROPERTY ROOM~ 
I I 08/07/2010 I 

SUBPOEN.-\ FILED AND ISSUED T0 SGT. TROY DEXTER BY THE STATE.
I 

SUBPOENA FILED AND ISSUED T0 DET. MICHAEL PIGMAN, OFF. HENRY CRIST. OFF. °“’°m"‘° AKSHAY GYAN AND OFF. MELISSA BROTHERS BY THE STATE. 

08/nznmo SUBPOENA FILED AND ISSUED TO OFF. TIMOTH DAVIS, OFF. BRIAN DOUGLAS AND OFF. NORMAN SCOTT BY THE STATE. 
08/01/#110 SUBPOENA FILED AVD ISSUED TD DE REMY KINDER BY THE STAT 

M/mama SUBPOENA FILED AND ISSUED TO DET. PATRICK CRAUN AND OFF. L.M. FOURNIER-WICK BY THE STATE. 
SUBPOENA FILED AND ISSUED TO OFF. JOSEPH MCCRARY, OFF. R. SMTTH AND OFF. W°m°1° MALIA HUNLEY BY THE srATE. 

as/Mama SUBPOENA FILED AND ISSUED TO OFF. WILLIAM MOORE AND OFF. JEFFREY DERRINGER BY THE STATE. 

“mum” SUBPOENA FILED AND ISSUED T0 OFF. THOMAS QUIGLEY, OFF. MICHAEL RICHARDSON AND OFF JERRY JACKSON BY THE STATE. 
F ‘IT;/ozrzow 

I 
SUBPOENA FILED A.\'D1SSL'ED To ANDY SELFRING BY THE STATE.

I 

I I 03/02/2010 I 
SUBPOENA FILED AND IssuED T0, covI:NA I7LoHo, B'Y’I'1-IE STATE

I 

I I woz/zom I SUBPOENA FILED AND I$uED To, DION sIMs, BY THE STATE I 

F W3/oznm 
I 
sUBI>oENA FILED AND ISSUED To. THOMAS HORN, BY THE S'l‘A'l‘E I 

I I 
nalomnlo 

I 
suDI>oENA FILED AND ISSUED To, ALAN BARKER, BY THE sTATE I 

I I 03/02/1010 I 
SUBPOENA FILED AND IssuED To, NIsHELLE HARRIS, BY THE STATE I 

I I as/oz/mo I 
SUBPOENA FILED AND ISSUED To, ANJALEIGI-1 sI'INsoN, BY THE STATE

I 

I 
[08/0ZI1ll10| SUBPOENA FILED AND ISSUED To, ALAN WEBB. BY THE STATE

I 

I I 
on/ozrzmo I SUBPOENA FILED AND ISSUED TD.'l‘AH1RA ELAMM. BY Tm: STATE I 

I I 
0II02fl010 

I 
SIJBPOENA FILED AND ISSUED T0, JANICE HEARD, BY THE STATE

I 

I I on/oz/mo] SUBPOENA FILED AND ISSUED To. JAZMJNE BUCI-IANON, BY THE STATE I 

08/02/2010 SUBPOENA FILED AND ISSUED TO, LAKES1-IA GRAY, BY THE STATE 
I I 08/02/1010 I SUBPOENA FILED AND ISSUED T0, BRENDA TATE-HARRIS, BY THE STATE j 

08/02/Z010 SUBPOENA FILED AND ISSUED T0, JEREMY WHITE, BY THE STATE 
I I 00/02/1010 I 

SUBPOENA FILEDAND ISSUED TO, BRANDON HENDERSON. BY THE STATE 

I 
nu/oz/mo] SUBPOI-INA FILED AND ISSUED T0, LAKIAVNA HARRIS. BY ‘THE STATE 

I 
nuozmuo 

I 
SUBPOENA FILED AND IssuED To. CARMELITA MUHAMMAD, BY THE sTATI-: ~ 

I Iwozruno I SUBPOENA FILED AND IssuED To, CASEY JONES, av THE sTATE 

I

I

I

I I 00/02/Z010I SUBPOENA FILED AND ISSUED TO, SHAVONDA LESLIE. BY THE STATE 

“,3”/mm DECISION ENTRY AND ORDER OVERRULING DEFENDANT ‘S MOTION TO SIIPPRESS TUCKER 

07/28/2010 ORDER OF APPEARANCE FILED, FINAL PRE»TRIAL 8/25/I0 AVD TRIAL 8/30/10. TUCKER 

0'7/Z8/1010 SHERIFF TRANSPORTATION FEE FILED. 

Mmslmw ORDER OF APPEARANCE FILED» VVRITTEN SUPP 7/ll/10AN'D DECISION ON MOTION 
7/28/10. TUCKER 

07/07/2010 SHERIFF TRANSPORTATION FEE FILED. 

07/01/1.010 SHERIFF TRANSPORTATION FEE FILED. 

I07/06/2010 
I 
MONTGOMERY COUNTY SHERIFF FEE

I 

I 
07/06/2010 I MONTGOMERY COUNTY SHERIFF FEE I 
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AFFIDAVIT 

STATE OF OHIO ) 

) SS: 
MONIGOMERY CDUNTY ) 

I, DENNIS JACKSON, JR., FIRST BEING DULY SWORN AND CAUTIONEID U) HEREBY 
STATE THE FOLLOWING: 

1. I am the dad of Dennis D. Jackson #645—759, at N.C.C.C., P.0. Box 
1812, Marion, OH, Defendant in Mont. Co. Common Pleas Case No. 2010- 
CR—1126; 

2. on October 27, 2017, between the hours of 10 and 11 O'C1ock I arrived 
at the Montgomery County Clerk of Courts office, and presented them 
with two separate motions; 

(a) Renewal Motion To Dismiss (Pursuant 2945.71—2945.73); and 
(b) Notice of Intent/Motion To Renew: Crim. R. 29(C) Motion of 

Aquittal; Crim. R. 33 Motion For New Trial; Motion "Io Dismiss 
(Pursuant ORC 2945.71-2945.73); 

3. on this date I was attended by two different females, 
who refused to be of service to me, and put more focus into being 
obstructive, in the denial of filing motions stated herein; 

4. I was sent back forth between the civil and criminal division, where 
the clerk at one desk, stated this was a civil matter, which could 
not be taken care of at that desk; 

5. moving to the second desk the clerk there told me I needed to fill 
out additional paper work with the judges name and case number, 
something I have never been required to do, when filing paperwork 
far back as 2016; 

6. upon being handed the paperwork I alerted the clerk that I had a bad 
. vision problem; 

7. at this point the clerk continued to remain unprofessional, upon my 
request to make an enlarged copy so I could comply with her request, 
in which another clerk did attempt to, but the small print remained; 

8. upon going back to the desk the clerk stated she would not file the 
documents I had, which were stapled, in order and contained 3 copies 
and originals; 

9. after being run back and forth, and required to fill out paperwork 
the clerk was aware I could not do, due to my vision, no assistance 
was offered, and while I grew angry of the treatment and the clerks 
decision not to file, after 30-45 mins. of this harassment, I thoughfz 
best after being denied, to just request the clerk place a stamp upon 
on documents stated herein, to verify my attempt to file; 

10. while the clerk usually stamps documents in red ink, this was stamped 
without regard of it's placement; (3,, bymx Mk) 

Exhibit D



11. while I attanpted to deal with my normal clerk, who has been nothing 
' but respectful and helpful, from the first day forward, I could not 

on this day, as I had learned she was no longer employed there; 
12. I have stated facts as I best remember to my knowledge and be 'ef, 

and am competent to testify in this matter. /@ r 

&7/14¢ .
- 

FURTHER AFFIANI' SAYE.‘I'H NAUQ'lT 

AFFIA “ 

Subscribed and sworn to in my presence on this Zfi day of /f/0-/Cm. be/, 
2017. 

12.“ 74%-.. 
NUPARY PUBLIC 

Exp; HVMAN F. BLUM, Notary Puma» L Mv Commission Exmres Nov. 6, 35.1.’:



F ‘L5 9 COURT OF APPEALS 
COURT OF A V ‘Dr APPELLATE DISTRICT 
zan SEP 1 8 AHMWTGOMERY COUNTY: OHIO 

H .' « 

STATE OF OHIO as 
Appel1ee—P1aintiff, 

Case No. C/4 9) (50 
VS. 

MOTION EOE ]EI§ COURT 
DENNIS D. JACKSON TO REVIS! 1 ,1 [J1_{[SD[C! LQN 

Appellant-Defendant w/ EXHIBI‘I‘S A THROEXEH J 

NOW COMES, Dennis D. Jackson, Appellant, pro se, who respectfully MOVES this Court to 

exercise it's inherent power to vacate after term his 2012 judgment in 
Montgomery County Appeals 

Case No. 24430, as his 2011 journall judgment entry from Montgomery County 
Common Pleas Court, 

Case No. 2010—CR-1126, is void ab mine, and as such is a nullity. 
See Van Deryt v. Van Deryt, 6 Ohio 

St. 2d 31, 215 NE. 2d 698 at [**704] (Citing Snyder v. Claugh, 71 Ohio App. 440 1[ 1 
of syllabus). 

Mr. Jackson now asks this Court to revisit it's jurisdiction and remand to Trial 
Court with 

instructions to issue a final appealable order, in compliance with ORC 2505.02 and Crim . R. 32(C), as 

such is in violation of Ohio Constitution Am'c1e TV., 3(B)(2). See 
State 12. Baker, 119 Ohio St 3d 197, 

2008-OhiO—3330, 893 N.E. 2d. 

Mr, Jackson request pursuant to App. K 15(C), that this motion is heard by presiding Judge 

Mary E. Donovan, Courthouse, 41 N. Perry St., Rm 515, P.O. Box 972, Dayton, Ohio 45401. 

Exhibit E



Defendant—Appe1lant, Dennis D. Jackson, here calls for this Court to 

revisit it's jurisdiction and vacate it's judgment in Nbnt. Co. Appeal Case 

No. CA 24430, 2012—Ohio—2335 (2d Dist.), and also vacate the judgment of 

Montgomery County Cormxon Pleas Court Case No. 2010-CR—1126, as both are void 

ab initio and a nullity. 

Unless this Court can find that (1) Crim. R. 32(C), and ORC 2505.02 

as to each and every essential element did not apply to Mr. Jackson, during 

his January 5, 2011, sentencing, and did not affect the finality of his 

Termination (sentencing/judgment) Entry, and judgment of conviction, filed 

January 10, 2011; and that (2) Article I., Section (3)(B)(2), allowed this 

Court jurisdiction to review the merits of Mr. Jackson's direct appeal after 

seeing his sentencing/ judgment entry facially defective. 

This Court must then find that Mr. Jackson's right to due process of 

law and equal protection of the law, pursuant to his 5th and 14th Amendment 

rights of the U.S. Constitution and Article I., Sections 2, 10 and 16 of 

the Ohio Constitution has been violated and has caused an undue delay in 

sentencing. 

The Ohio Supreme Court in Ohio Pyro, INC. El‘ Al v. Ohio Department of 

Corrmerce, Division of State Fire Marshal, ET AL, 115 Ohio St. 3d 375, 2007- 

Ohio-5024, 875 N.E. 2d 550 at 1 20, noted that "Collateral attacks on judgment 

conceivably can be mounted in either the court that issued the judgment or 

in a different court, as they involve any new 'prooeeding' not encompassed 

within the proceeding in which the original judgment was entered", also noting 

at 11 23 that "This court has determined mat the reasons for disfavoring 
collateral attacks do not apply in two principal circumstances —— when issuing 

court lacked jurisdiction or when the order was a product of fraud". 

In the interest of justice, these judgments must be vacated, as this 

court must protect it's integrity by exercise of it's inherent power to vacate

5L



when recognizing the fact that the judgment in Case No. 2010—CR—1126, has 

always been a nullity for the following reasons: (1) failure to impose a 

mandated term pursuant to ORC 2743.70(A)(‘l)(a), to each and every charge 

convicted of, and then run concurrent during sentencing; (2) failure to 

dispose of all remaining unresolved firearm specifications and specify to 

what predicate offense such specification attached to, during sentencing 

and incorporate such in it's entry; (3) journalization of a unsigned and 

facially defective judgment/ sentencing entry. 

A memorandum in support of the asserted grounds and the facts surrounding 

such grounds, and course of remedy, to vacate, resentence Mr. Jackson de 

novo, and journalize a valid, final and appealable order is attached. 

Respectfully s 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a true and accurate copy of this Motion For ‘1‘his 
Court To Revisit Jurisdiction, w/ Exhibits A through J, has been forwarded 
by regular U.S Mail to Mathias I-I. Heck Jr. , Prosecuting Attorney, Ivbntgomery 
County, 301 West Third St. Dayton, OH 45422 on this day of Sept 
2017.

F 
Dennis D. Jack 

~~ 
~ ~~ #645—759 ‘
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Court 5: Ivim ‘M 
B, 

IN THE COMMON PLEAS COURT OF MONTGOMERY COUNTY, OHIO 
CRIMINAL DIVISION 

STATE OF OHIO CASE NO. 2010 CR 01126 
Piai Ttiff JUDGE MICHAEL L. TUCKER 

VS. 

DENNIS D EVONE JACKSON TERMINATION ENTRY 
DOB: 03/0 B/1975 SSN: 287-82-7524 

Def: ndant 

The defendant herein having been found Guilty after a jury trial of the offenses: 

COUNT 1, I‘/IURDER (PROXIMATE RESULT) — 2903.02(B) — UNCLASSIFIED, with a THREE- YEAR FIRARM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14/2941.145. 
COUNT 2, AGGRAVATED BURGLARY (deadIy weapon) — 2911.11(A)(2) — F1, with a THREE-YE KR FIRARM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14/2941.145. 
COUNT 3, I‘/IURDER (PROXIMATE RESULT) — 2903.D2(B) — UNCLASSIFIED, with a THREE- YEAR FIRARM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14I2941.145. For purposes of sentencing, Count 3 
is merged nto Count 1. 

COUNT 4, XGGRAVATED ROBBERY (deadiy weapon) - 2911.01(A)(1) — F1, with a THREE- YEAR FIRA RM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14/2941.145. 
COUNT 5, /IURDER (PROXIMATE RESULT) - 2903402(B) — UNCLASSIFIED, with a THREE- YEAR FIRA RM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14/2941.145. For purposes of sentencing Count 5 
is merged nto Count 1. 

COUNT 6, )‘ELONIOUS ASSAULT (deadly weapon) — 2903.11(A)(2) - F2, with a THREE- YEAR FIRA RM SPECIFICATION — 2829.14/2941.145. For purposes of sentencing, the 
Court hereby merges Count 6 into Count 1. 

COUNT T, =ELONIOUS ASSAULT (serious harm) — 2903.11(A)(1) - F2, with a THREE- YEAR FIRA RM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14/2941145. For purposes of sentencing, the 
Court hereby merges Count‘? into Count 6. 

E/7//gut //1 
CV/N10/(I 77/ /26/45/K/.374/YIS5/’¢/"”7)
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CASE NO. 2010 OR 01126 
STATE VS. DENNIS DEVONE JACKSON 
COUNT 8, AGGRAVATED BURGLARY (physical harm) - 2911.11(A)(1) - F1, with a THREE- 
YEAR FIR! RM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14/2941.145. For purposes of sentencing, the 
Court hereby merges Count 8 into Count 2. 

COUNT 9, AGGRAVATED ROBBERY (serious harm) - 2911.01(A)(3) - F1, with a THREE- 
YEAR FIR ARM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14/2941.145. For purposes of sentencing the 
Court herelay merges Count 9 into Count 4. 

was on Jar uary 5, 2011 brought before the Court, 

WH EREFORE, it is the JUDGMENT and SENTENCE of the Court that the defendant 
herein be delivered to the CORRECTIONAL RECEPTION CENTER there to be imprisoned and 
confined for a term of: 

COL NT 1: FlFTEEN,(15) YEARS TO LIFE 
CO NT 2: TEN (10)YEARS 
CO NT 4: TEN (10) YEARS 
CO NTS 2 AND 4 ARE TO BE SERVED CONCURRENTLY WITH EACH OTHER AND 

CONSECU I'IVELY TO COUNT 1. 
THE COURT HEREBY MERGES ALL FIREARM SPECIFICATIONS INTO ONE 

FIREARM SPECIFICATION AND IMPOSES AN ADDITIONAL TERM OF THREE (3) YEARS ACTUAL Ih CARCERATION ON THE FIREARM SPECIFICATION, WHICH SHALL BE SERVED 
CONSECU IIVELY TO AND PRIOR TO THE DEFINITE TERM OF IMPRISONMENT. 

TOT AL SENTENCE: TlNENTY—ElGHT (28) YEARS TO LIFE. 

Court costs to be paid in full in the amount determined by the Montgomery County Clerk of 
Courts. 

The number of days for which the defendant should receive jail time credit is indicated in 
the entny a d warrant to transport filed in this case. 

The Court notifies the defendant that, as a part of this sentence, on Count 1: MURDER 
(proximate result) - 2903.02(B) UNCLASSIFIED FELONY, the defendant is NOT ELIGIBLE for 
Post-Relea we Control. While the Court is including language concerning Post~ReIease Control in 
order to conply with the statute, under the circumstance in this case, due to his sentence of life 
THE DEFENDANT WILL BE SUPERVISED BY THE PAROLE BOARD FOR LIFE. 

The Court notifies the defendant that, as a part of this sentence, on Count 2: AGGRAVATED 
BURGLAR (deadly weapon) - 2911,11(A)(2) F1, the defendant WILL be supervised by the Parole 
Board for a period of FIVE (5) years Post~Re|ease Control after the defendants release from

_ 

imprisonment. 

EX/;/IIJIIT
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CASE NO. 2010 OR 01126 
STATE VS. DENNIS DEVONE JACKSON 

The Court notifies the defendant that, as a part of this sentence, on Count 4: AGGRAVATED ROBBERY (deadly weapon) - 2911.01(A)(1) - F1, the defendant WILL be 
supervised by the Parole Board for a period of FIVE (5) years Post-Release Control after the 
defendants release from imprisonment. 

Sho Jld the defendant violate any post—release control sanction or any law, the adult parole 
board may mpose a more restrictive sanction. The parole board may increase the length of the 
post—release control. The parole board also could impose up to an additional nine (9) months 
prison term for each violation for a total of up to fifty percent (50%) of the original sentence 
imposed by the court. If the violation of the sanction is a felony, in addition to being prosecuted 
and senten ed for the new felony, the defendant may receive from the court a prison term for the 
violation of e post-release control itself. 

Pur<uant to R.C. 2929.19(B)(3)(f), the defendant is ordered not to ingest or be injected 
with a drug of abuse. The defendant is ordered to submit to random drug testing as provided in 
section 34 .26, 753.33, or 5120.63 of the Revised Code. The results of the drug test 
administereid shall indicate that the defendant did not ingest and was not injected with a drug of 
abuse. 

The Court did fully explain to the defendant his appellate rights and the defendant informed 
the Court that said rights were understood. 

BOND IS RELEASED. 

JUDGE MlCHAEL L. TUCKER 

MATHIAS l‘ 
. HECK, JR. 

PROSECU |'|NG ATTORNEY
I

~ 
By»: 

/ 4"-+i‘?/‘/a-«,»»~ 

SANDRA K. HOBSON, #0030745 
Assistan Prosecuting Attorney 

By.%4\~ 4»?-ca /Vt, l:lau.t‘1rL,.) 
J NNlFE M. DENSLOW, #0075426 
Assistan Prosecuting Attorney 

Defense Cc unsel: MICHAEL L. MONTA, 3625 OLD SALEM ROAD, DAYTON, OH 45415 
Montgomer County Sheriff's Office, Attn: Jail Records 
Montgomer County Clerk of Courts — Bookkeeping Dept. 

PJW -1/6/ 011 
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mMPL_AIN'L‘ 
(Declaratory Relief‘ Pursuant Plaintiff _ 
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F0; its Uampla.-Int Dennis D. Cfackson states as fo1,1o'>1s': 

I, ma pmrrxns mo amxsrnzrnmzr 
_ 
1, 21a1nt1r£=n_epn;a.b_. ;Jacks<m__, N.C‘;C.C., 2.0.» Box'18‘i2, Marion, on 

4.3301; 

2. Michael L. {Pucker may be withprrocess at-. 

Second Appellate 'DiStIiCt 00111511, 391 W. Ihird S’C_., Rm , Dayizon, OH 45422; 

3. Deiextgiaiziz Jxldgé Erik Blaine (Swcseso‘z:') may be served wi1_:’n proqess 
at: Montgunary Goxnitjy Pleas, 301" W. Stay Dayton, G1 

4. nafenamt Emita Harman, bbnfzgoméry vC1_e:njk= 
of" ‘court Deputy. 

may be served with pn:«:ess,ax:; Momfigomery county 3:13;}: Office, 
41 N. Petty 

sf-.., Rm 104;. Dayton, ca 45422; . 

5. Defiazdant vary 2-we Reese may be served with pmaess at: Ohio Atmngey 
General Office, 30 Broad St~., 16th Floor, Columbus, OH 43215: 

5. Jurisdictim is psppec’ in ms mm: purauani; to 03¢ 2721'.(3§’; 

Exhibit E



II. FACIS: 
7. In January 10, 2011, Plaintiff was issued a certified copy of his 

journalized Termination Entry (sentencing/ judgment entry), filed by Montgomery 
County clerk of court and signed by Deputy Clerk, Anita Harman. See Exhibit 
A1 through A3 (Certified Copy of January 10, 2011 Tamination Entry); 

8. The certified copy of the January 10, 2011 sentencing/judgment entry 
(hereinafter Termination Entry) bears a printed rubber stamping of Defendant's 
name which states "Hon. Michael L. Tucker", and not a signature. See Exh.i.bit 
A1 through A3; 

9. In February 28, 2014 the Ohio Attorney General in response to Mr. 
Jackson's filing. of a WRIT of Habeas Corpus, in U.S. District Court, Southern 
District of Ohio, western Division, Case No. 3:13 cv 00347, provided him 
with the same exact ‘Termination Entry, bearing a time and date stamp of Januara 
10, 2011, the only difference being, (1) the time and date stamp resides 
with the 8 resting between them) and the Lu) in the word COURT in this document, 
as it rests overt the letter (t) inthe word COURT in the certified copy 
provided by the Montgomery County Clerk of Court; and (2) this document now 
bears what apparently seems to be the signature of Trial and Sentencing Judge 
Michael L. Tucker, contrary to the Termination Entry in Exhibit A, which 
bears the printed rubber stamping. See Exhibit B1 through B3 (Termination 
Entry Provided February 24, 2014 by Mary Anne Reese and the Ohio Attorney 
General Office, bearing Federal Case and Docket No.); 

10. By reason of these two separate but identical bearing the same file 
date, both purportedly representing a final judgment given by authority of 
Judge Michael L. Tucker, on January 5, 2011, Plaintiff, is in great doubt 
of which document represents the final judgment in Montgomery County Case 
No. 2010—CR-1126; 

1T.[. D‘EXZ[ARA’1URYR}EI.IEE‘S(X)GH1'BYPIA]1\1'I'IFF‘: 

11. PLAINTIFF REALLGE AND IN(X)RPORA'I‘E BY PARAGRAPHS1 -10; 

CLAIM I. 
DECLARE both Termination Entries, attached hereinL are not in compliance 

with Crim. R. 32(C)(3), and (4), and ORC 25050.02. 

12. Crim. R. 32(C)(3) require the Judge signature; 

13. Crim. R. 32(C)(4) require journalization of judgment; 

14. Exhibit A3 shows a printed name rubber stamped referencing the trial 
Judge by unknown party, on certified copy of Termination Entry, provided 
by Montgomery County Clerk of Courts ; 

15. Exhibit B3 shows a signature apparently belonging to Judge Michael 
L. Tucker, in copy of Termination Entry provided as state record from Ohio 
Attorney General Office; 

16. Both Termination Entries shown herein in Exhibits A and B, bear 
ththe same time and date stamp; 

17. ORC 2505.02 require the same elements be met as Cri.m. R. 32;



WHEZREFORE declare the facts contained in each document do not comply with 
or display all requirements needed for a final order. 

CLAIM II. 
DECLARE two Termination Entries exist for one judgnent, bearing the 

same time and date stamp, one containing the signature of the Judge, the 
other a printed name of Trial Court Judge rubber stamped, and as such, one 
shall forfeit the other; 

16. The Termination Entry in Exhibit A (Certified Copy provided by 
Montgomery County Clerk of Court), as opposed to Exhibit B (Copy of 
Termination Entry providei by the Ohio Attorney General Office), both showing 
a file date of January 10, 2011, differ in endorsement as Exhibit A is rubber 
stamped and Exhibit B, bears a signature; 

WHEREIORE declare there are two documents representing a Termination Entry. 

CLAIM III . 

DECLARE both Termination Entries representing one judgment differing 
in endorsement, suggest manipulation, tampering of a Government document, 
and fraud LIEU the Court. 

19. The Termination Entry in Exhibit A, certified by Clerk of Court 
Deputy Anita Harman, on January 11, 2011, does not bear a signature from 
the Trial Court Judge, but only a rubber stamped printed name; 

20. The Termination Entry in Exhibit B, provided by Mary Anne Reese, 
and the Ohio Attorney General Office, on February 28, 2014, bears a time 
and date stamp, which shows the numeral 8, underneath the word Montgomery 
Co. Ohio, in the time and date stamp to rest between the (O) and (U) in the 
word COURT, in the caption "IN THE (DMMON PLEAS (IJURT OF MONTGOMERY COUNTY, 
OHIO CRIMINAL DIVISION", as opposed to the numeral 8 in the time and date 
underneath the word IVDNTGOMERY CO. Ohio, comes to rest in the certified copy 
of the Termination Entry provided by the Montgomery County, Clerk of Courts, 
and it's Deputy, above the letter (T), suggesting a manipulation, tampering, 
and fraudulent act in respect to this document; 

21. The Termination Entry in Exhibit B, provided by Mary Anne Reese, 
and The Ohio Attorney General Office, on February 28, 2014, now bears a 
signature apparently belonging to the Trial Judge Michael L. Tucker; 

22. The docket in Case NO. 2010—CR—1126, does not support a showing 
of a revised entry being filed, furthermore the time and date stamp also 
does not support such event taking place; 

23. The facts asserted herein support showing of manipulation, tampering, 
and fraud as a highly, knowinly, and probable presumption; 

WHEREEORE declare both Termination Entries one of a kind, suggest a showing 
of fraud upon the Court.



CLAIM IV. 
DECLARE these documents herein are not now, nor have they ever been 

legally binding, and that they SHALL not be, until properly conformed and, 
in strict compliance with Crim. R. 32(C)L and ORC 2505.02. 

24. The Termination Entries provided herein, in Exhibit A1 through A3, 
and Exhibit B1 through B3, are in conflict with Plaintiff, right to due 
process of law and equal protection of the law, pursuant to the 5th and 14th 
amendments of the U.S Constitution and Article I., Sections 2, 10, and 16 
oof the Ohio Constitution; 

25. The suggestion of tampering with Government documents, and fraud 
upon the Court, from the facts contained in the documents asserted herein, 
(Exhibits A and B), found to be true, such acts would violate the 5th and 
6th, and 14th Amendments of the U.S. Constitution, and Article I., Sections 
2, 10, and 16 of the Ohio Constitution; 

26. The Plaintiff has no plain, adequate or complete ranedy at law to 
redress the wrongs described herein. Plaintiff has been and will oontinue 
to be irreparably injured by conduct of the Defendants unless this Court 
grants declaratory relief which Plaintiff seeks. 

WHEREEORE declare Plaintiffs United States and Ohio Constitutional rights 
have been violated, by the State of Ohio. 

IV. PRAYER FUR KEILJEE‘: 

Plaintiff respectfully prays that this Court enter judgment 
granting Plaintiff: 

27. A declaration that the Termination Entries herein violate Crim. 
R. 32(C) and ORC 2505.02, both statutorily mandated, that due to a suggestion 
from the facts herein of Iranipulation, tampering, and fraud neither is binding 
and cannot represent a judgment in Case No. 2010-CR—1126; 

28. Any other equitable remedy this Court deems sufficient; 

29. The acts and omissions described herein violated Plaintiff's rights 
under the Constitution and laws of the U.S. and State of Ohio. 

Dated: S Q,£m_;f;,'\ Z;//7 

/Respectfully s ' tted, 

kg 
‘/Q» 

Dennis D. Ja on #645—759 
N.C.C.C./ P.0. Box 1812 
Marion, OH 43301



VERITY : 

I hereby swear and affirm under the penalty of perjury that the foregoing 

Marion, OH 433 

NDTARY: 

Sworn to and subscribed before me on this { day of September, 2017. 
. h‘-V .»:~ ‘(\rw(

~ 
~~ 

~~ 
NUTArE:i PUBLIC 

‘V. 
SEAL Exp; \\\\é\‘g~, IMELIRDA TAYLOR 

'2: Notary Public 

{E -State of Ohio 

0 5: My Commission Expires 
,/~47. o‘».\\¢‘ 5 +7.23
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BY 
IN THE COMMON PLEAS COURT OF MONTGOMERY COUNTY, OHIO CRIMINAL DIVISION 

STATE OF OHIO CASE NO. 2010 CR 01126 
PIai1tiff JUDGE MICHAEL L. TUCKER 

vs. 

DENNIS D EVONE JACKSON TERMINATION ENTRY DOB: 03/0 3/1975 SSN: 287-82-7524 
Defe ndant 

The defendant herein having been found Guiity afier ajury trial of the offenses: 
COUNT 1, MURDER (PROXIMATE RESULT) — 2903.02(B) — UNCLASSIFIED, with a THREE- YEAR FIRARM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14/2941.145. 
COUNT 2, AGGRAVATED BURGLARY (deadly weapon) — 2911.11(A)(2) -— F1, with a THREE—YE KR FIRARM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14l2941.145. 
COUNT 3, /IURDER (PROXIMATE RESULT) — 2903.02(B) — UNCLASSIFIED, with a THREE~ YEAR FIR RM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14/2941.145. For purposes of sentencing, Count 3 
is merged nto Count 1. 

COUNT 4, IGGRAVATED ROBBERY (deadiy weapon) v 2911.01(A)(1) — F1, with a THREE- YEAR FIRA RM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14/2941.145. 
COUNT 5, I/IURDER (PROXIMATE RESULT) - 2903.02(B) — UNCLASSIFIED, with a THREE- YEAR FIR/I RM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14/2941.145. For purposes of sentencing Count 5 
is merged nto Count 1. 

COUNT 6, =ELONIOUS ASSAULT (deadly weapon) - 2903.‘I1(A)(2) — F2, with a THREE- YEAR FIR/I RM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14/2941.145. For purposes of sentencing, the Court hereay merges Count 6 into Count 1. 

COUNT 7, =ELONIOUS ASSAULT (serious harm) — 2903.11(A)(1) - F2, with a THREE- YEAR FIR! RM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14/2941.145. For purposes of sentencing, the Court hereby merges Count 7 into Count 6. 

i':‘..«_/q.b,-/ .41 
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CASE NO, 2010 CR 01126 
STATE VS, DENNIS DEVONE JACKSON 
COUNT 8, AGGRAVATED BURGLARY (physical harm) - 2911.11(A)(1) - F1, with a THREE- YEAR FIR! RM SPECIFICATION — 2929..14I2941.145. For purposes of sentencing, the Court hereby merges Count 8 into Count 2. 
COUNT 9, AGGRAVATED ROBBERY (serious harm) — 2911.01(A)(3) - F1, with a THREE- YEAR FIR '-\RM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14/2941.145. For purposes of sentencing the Court hereby merges Count 9 into Count 4. 
was on JarIiuary 5, 2011 brought before the Court, 

WH EREFORE, it is the JUDGMENT and SENTENCE of the Court that the defendant herein be delivered to the CORRECTIONAL RECEPTION CENTER there to be imprisoned and confined for a term of: 

CO NT 1: F|FTEEN_(15) YEARS TO LIFE CO NT 2: TEN (10) YEARS CO NT 4: TEN (10) YEARS 
CO NTS 2 AND 4 ARE TO BE SERVED CONCURRENTLY WITH EACH OTHER AND CONSECU FIVELY TO COUNT 1. 
THE COURT HEREBY MERGES ALL FIREARM SPECIFICATIONS INTO ONE FIREARM SPECIFICATION AND IMPOSES AN ADDITIONAL TERM OF THREE (3) YEARS ACTUAL II\ CARCERATION ON THE FIREARM SPECIFICATION, WHICH SHALL BE SERVED CONSECU TIVELY TO AND PRIOR TO THE DEFINITE TERM OF IMPRISONMENT, 
TO1 AL SENTENCE: TWENTY-EIGHT (28) YEARS TO LIFE. 
Court costs to be paid in full in the amount determined by the Montgomery County Clerk of Courts. 

The number of days for which the defendant should receive jail time credit is indicated in the entry a d warrant to transport filed in this case, 

The Court notifies the defendant that, as a part of this sentence, on Count 1: MURDER (proximate result) — 2903.02(B) UNCLASSIFIED FELONY, the defendant is NOT ELIGIBLE for Post-Release Control. While the Court is including language concerning Post-Release Control in order to co Tiply with the statute, under the circumstance in this case, due to his sentence of life. THE DEFE\IDANT WILL BE SUPERVISED BY THE PAROLE BOARD FOR LIFE. 
The Court notifies the defendant that, as a part of this sentence, on Count 2: AGGRAVATED BURGLAR (deadly weapon) - 2911.11(A)(2) F1, the defendant WILL be supervised by the Parole Board for 3 period of FIVE (5) years Post-Release Controi after the defendants release from imprisonment. 

E></I‘I'I7r+
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CASE NO. 2010 CR 01126 
STATE VS, DENNIS DEVONE JACKSON 

The Court notifies the defendant that, as a part of this sentence, on Count 4: AGGRAVATED ROBBERY (deadly weapon) - 291‘I.01(A)(1) - F1, the defendant WILL be supervised by the Parole Board for a period of FIVE (5) years Post~Release Control after the defendant’s release from imprisonment. 

Si'IOJid the defendant violate any post—release control sanction or any law, the adult parole board may mpose a more restrictive sanction. The parole board may increase the length of the post—release control. The parole board also could impose up to an additional nine (9) months prison term for each violation for a total of up to fifty percent (50%) of the original sentence imposed b the court. If the violation of the sanction is a felony, in addition to being prosecuted and senten .ed for the new felony, the defendant may receive from the court a prison term for the violation of e post-release control itself. 

Pur uant to R.C. 2929.19(B)(3)(f), the defendant is ordered not to ingest or be injected with a drug of abuse. The defendant is ordered to submit to random drug testing as provided in section 34 .26, 753.33, or 512063 of the Revised Code. The results of the drug test administered shall indicate that the defendant did not ingest and was not injected with a drug of abuse. 

The Court did fully explain to the defendant his appellate rights and the defendant informed the Court that said rights were understood. 

BOND IS RELEASED. 

JUDGE MICHAEL L. TUCKER 

MATHIAS l- 
. HECK, JR. 

PROSECU l'lNG ATTORNEY
I 

~
~ 
/ / ‘C By: ""'—*\. ,~/4 . '-T/5 “wee/,'>\ 

‘SANDRA K. HOBSON, #0030745 
Assistan Prosecuting Attorney 

By._CE:%~rw¥»Q<'/is /Vt. 7:)‘€4(‘\)~b'(,4frL.‘\\) 

J NNIFE M. DENSLOW, #0075426 
Assistan Prosecuting Attorney 

Defense Cc unselz MICHAEL L, MONTA, 3625 OLD SALEM ROAD, DAYTON, OH 45415 Morrtgomer County Sheriff's Office, Attn: Jail Records 
Montgomer County Clerk of Courts — Bookkeeping Dept. 
PJW -1/6/ 011 
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IN THE COMMON PLEAS COURT OF MONTGOMERY COUNTY, OHIO 
CRIMINAL DIVISION 

STATE OF OHIO 
_ 

CASE NO. 2010 OR 01126 
Plaintiff 

I 

JUDGE MICHAEL L. TUCKER 
vs. 

DENNIS DEVONE JACKSON TERMINATION ENTRY 
DOB: 03/08/1975 SSN: 

Defendant 

The defendant herein having been found Guilty after a jury trial of the offenses: 

COUNT 1, MURDER IPROXIMATE RESULT) — 2903.02(B) — UNCLASSIFIED, wlth a THREE- YEAR FIRARM SPECIFICATION —- 2929.14/2941.145. 
‘

. 

COUNT 2, AGGRAVATED BURGLARY (deadly weapon) - 29’I1.‘I1(A)(2) - F1, wlth a THREE-YEAR FIRARM SPECIFICATION - 2929.14/2941.145. 
COUNT 3. MURDER (PROXIMATE RESULT) — 2903.02(B) — UNCLASSIFIED, with a THREE- YEAR FIRARM SPECIFICATION —- Z929.14I29-$1.145. For purposes of sentencing, Counl 3 
Is merged Into Count 1. 

COUNT 4, AGGRAVATED ROBBERY (deadly weapon) - Z911.0‘I(A)(1)- F1, WIN! a THREE- YEAR FIRARM SPECIFICATION ~ 2929.14/2941.145. 
COUNT 5, MURDER (PROXIMATE RESULT) - 2903.02(B) — UNCLASSIFIED, wllh a THREE- YEAR FIRARM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14I2941.'l45. For purposes of sentencing Count 5 
Is merge-dlnto Count 1. 

COUNT 6, FELONIOUS ASSAULT (deadly weapon) - 2903.11(A)(2) - F2. wlth a THREE- YEAR FIRARM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14I29«21.145. For purposes of sentenclng, the 
Court hereby merges Count 6 Into Count 1. 

COUNT 7, FELONIOUS ASSAULT (serlous harm) — 2903.11(A)(1) - F2, with a THREE- YEAR FIRARM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14/2941.145. For purposes of sentenclng, the 
Court hereby merges Count 7 Into Count 5. 

Ex/72.5% 81 
:1 
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COUNT 8, AGGRAVATED BURGLARY (physical harm) - 2911.11(A)(1)- F1, with a THREE 
YEAR FIRARM SPECIFICATION —- 2829..14I2541.145. For purposes of sentencing, the 
Court hereby merges Count 8 Into Count 2. 

COUNT 8, AGGRAVATED ROBBERY (serious harm) - 2911.01(A)(3) - F1, with a THREE- 
YEAR FIRARM SPECIFICATION — 2929.14/2941.146. For purposes of sentencing the 
Court hereby merges Count 9 Into Count 4. 

was on January 5, 2011 brought before the Court, 

WHEREFORE, it is the JUDGMENT and SENTENCE of the Court that the delendant 
herein be delivered to the CORRECTIONAL RECEPTION CENTER there to be Imprisoned and 
confined tor a term of: 

COUNT 1: FIFTEEN (15) YEARS TO LIFE 
COUNT 2: TEN (10) YEARS 
COUNT 4: TEN (10) YEARS 
COUNTS 2 AND 4 ARE TO BE SERVED CONCURRENTLY WITH EACH OTHER AND 

CONSECUTIVELY TO COUNT 1. 
THE COURT HEREBY MERGES ALL FIREARM SPECIFICATIONS INTO ONE 

FIREARM SPECIFICATION AND IMPOSES AN ADDITIONAL TERM OF THREE (3) YEARS ACTUAL INCARCERATION ON THE FIREARM SPECIFICATION, WHICH SHALL BE SERVED 
CONSECUTIVELY TO AND PRIOR TO THE DEFINITE TERM OF IMPRISONMENT. 

TOTAL SENTENCE: TWENTY-EIGHT (28) YEARS TO LIFE. 
Court costs to be paid in full In the amount determined by the Montgomery County Clerk of 

Courts. 

The number of days for which the defendant should receive jail time credit is Indicated in 
the entry and warrant to transport flied in this case. 

The Court notifies the defendant that, as a pan of this sentence. on Count 1: MURDER 
(proximate result) - 29U3.02(B) UNCLASSIFIED FELONY, the defendant is NOT ELIGIBLE for 
Post-Release Control. While the Court is including language concerning Post-Release Control in 
order to comply with the statute‘ under the circumstance in this case, due to his sentence of life. 
THE DEFENDANT WILL BE SUPERVISED BY THE PAROLE BOARD FOR LIFE. 

The Court notifies the delendant that, as a part of this sentence. on Count 2: AGGRAVATED 
BURGLARY (deadly weapon) - 2911.1‘l(A)(2) F1, the defendant WILL be supervised by the Parole 
Board tor a period of FIVE (5) years Post-Release Control alter the defendants release from 
lrnprlsonrnent.
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The Court notifies the defendant that, as a part of this sentence. on Count 4: 
AGGRAVATED ROBBERY (deadly weapon) - 2911.o1(A)(1) - F1, the defendant WILL be 
supervised by the Parole Board for a period of FIVE (5) years Post-Release Control after the 
defendants release from imprisonment. 

Should the defendant violate any post—re|ease control sanction or any law, the adult parole 
board may impose a more restrictive sanction. The parole board may increase the length of the 
post-release control. The parole board also could impose up to an additional nine (9) months 
prison term for each violation for a total of up to fifty percent (50%) of the original sentence 
imposed by the court: if the violation of the sanction is a felony, in addition to being prosecuted 
and sentenced for the new felony, the defendant may receive from the court a prison term for the 
violation of the post-release control itself. 

Pursuant to RC. 2929.19(B)(3)(f), the defendant is ordered not to ingest or be injected 
with a drug of abuse. The defendant is ordered to submit to random drug testing as provided in 
aection 341.26, 753.33, or 5120.63 of the Revised Code, The results of the drug test 
administered shall Indicate that the defendant did not ingest and was not Injected with a drug of 
abuse._ 

The Court did fully explain to the defendant his appellate rights and the defendant informed 
the Court that said rights were understood. 

’ JUDGE ¥l’gH§L L. TUCKER 

BOND IS RELEASED. 

MATHiAS H. HECK, JR. 
PROSECUTlNG ATFORNEY 

By,‘ /cwéw. 9);‘/»n«7».. 
SANDRA K. HOBSON, #0030746 
Assistant Prosecuting Attorney 

M. /_)e4\,<»(,:/V) 
J NNiFE M. DENSLOW. #0075428 
Assistant Prosecuting Attorney 

Defense Counsel: MICHAEL L. MONTA, 3626 OLD SALEM ROAD, DAYTON, OH 45415 
Montgomery County Sheriffs Office, Attn: Jail Records 
Montgomery County Clerk of Courts —- Bookkeeping Dept. 

PJW - 1/6/2011


