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SUMMARY

The Ohio Second District Court of Appeals affirmed Tyler C. Shafer’s conviction for reckless
operation following his negotiated guilty plea. The court rejected Shafer’s ineffective-assistance claim,
concluding that the record did not show his plea was unknowing, unintelligent, or involuntary, and that
matters outside the record could not be considered on direct appeal.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Shafer established ineffective assistance of trial counsel that rendered his guilty plea less than
knowing, intelligent, and voluntary.

2. Whether the court of appeals could consider alleged coercive communications or other evidence outside
the appellate record on direct appeal.

HOLDINGS

1. Shafer failed to establish ineffective assistance of trial counsel or that his guilty plea was less than
knowing, intelligent, and voluntary. The absence of the plea-hearing transcript required the court to
presume regularity, and the written plea form indicated that Shafer had been advised of his rights and
was satisfied with counsel's advice.

2. The court could not consider evidence outside the record, including alleged off-the-record events or
conversations, to support Shafer's ineffective-assistance claim on direct appeal.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A plea of guilty is a complete admission of guilt.” (¶ 7)

“The absence of a plea transcript requires us to presume the regularity of the proceedings in the trial court.”
(¶ 8)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Shafer was cited and charged with having physical control of a vehicle while under the influence. He initially
pleaded not guilty, then entered a negotiated guilty plea to the amended charge of reckless operation, a fourth-
degree misdemeanor. The municipal court sentenced him to 30 days in jail, suspended 28 days pending
probation conditions, ordered a drug and alcohol evaluation and follow-up, and imposed a $100 fine. On appeal,
Shafer alleged that his trial counsel pressured him into an involuntary guilty plea.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Shafer was initially charged with physical control of a vehicle while under the influence. He later entered a
negotiated guilty plea to the amended charge of reckless operation, and the municipal court imposed a sentence
including jail time, probation conditions, and a fine. Shafer appealed, asserting that counsel coerced his guilty
plea; the court of appeals overruled the assignment of error and affirmed.
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