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SUMMARY

The Ohio Tenth District Court of Appeals affirmed the denial of Tyrone Michie's postconviction

motions to withdraw his guilty plea and vacate his sentence for lack of subject-matter jurisdiction. The

court held that Michie's claims, including ineffective assistance of counsel and challenges to the search

warrant, were barred by res judicata because they had been or could have been raised in earlier

proceedings.
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Michie appealed the Franklin County Court of Common Pleas' denial
of multiple postconviction motions seeking to withdraw his guilty plea
and vacate or set aside his sentence for lack of subject-matter

jurisdiction.

The assignments of error asserted abuse of discretion, but the court
resolved the appeal on the legal ground of res judicata without

reaching the merits of the motions.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether res judicata barred Michie's 2023 motions to withdraw his guilty plea based on ineffective

assistance of counsel.

2. Whether res judicata barred Michie's 2023 motions to vacate or set aside his sentence for lack of subject-

matter jurisdiction.

3. Whether the trial court erred by denying the motions without a hearing or by failing to correct an alleged

manifest injustice.

HOLDINGS

1. Res judicata barred Michie's 2023 motions because they raised the same subject-matter-jurisdiction issue

presented in his dismissed 2020 motion, which he did not appeal.

2. Res judicata barred Michie's 2023 ineffective-assistance claims because he had previously litigated, or

could have previously litigated, the asserted grounds for counsel's ineffectiveness.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Under the doctrine of res judicata, a final judgment of conviction bars a convicted defendant who was
represented by counsel from raising and litigating in any proceeding, except an appeal from that judgment,
any defense or any claimed lack of due process that was raised or could have been raised by the defendant at

the trial, which resulted in that judgment of conviction, or on an appeal from that judgment.” ( 13)

“Michie’s 2023 motions to withdraw his guilty plea and vacate his sentence raise issues he either did litigate

previously or could have litigated previously, and they are therefore barred by res judicata.” (1 14)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Police executed a search warrant at Michie's apartment and seized approximately four kilograms of cocaine and
740 grams of methamphetamine. Michie was later arrested following a traffic stop and was indicted on drug-
possession charges. In May 2018, he pleaded guilty to possession of cocaine and a stipulated lesser-included
drug-possession offense in exchange for the State's agreement not to pursue additional charges, and he was
sentenced to an aggregate mandatory prison term of 16 years. His later postconviction motions challenged the

search, the effectiveness of counsel, the voluntariness of his plea, and the trial court's subject-matter jurisdiction.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Michie pleaded guilty in 2018 and received an aggregate mandatory prison sentence of 16 years. He
unsuccessfully pursued an initial postconviction petition in 2019, which this court affirmed in State v. Michie,
2020-Ohio-3152. He filed a separate 2020 motion challenging subject-matter jurisdiction, which the trial court
dismissed and he did not appeal. The trial court denied his 2023 motions in a single January 27, 2025 entry, and
the Tenth District affirmed.
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