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JUDGMENT ENTRY. 

  

We consider this appeal on the accelerated calendar, and this judgment entry 

is not an opinion of the court.  See Rep.Op.R. 3.1; App.R. 11.1(E); 1st Dist. Loc.R. 

11.1.1. 

 Following the entry of a guilty plea, defendant-appellant Shane Walsh was 

convicted of child endangering, a second-degree felony, and sentenced to a seven-year 

prison term.  Walsh now appeals, setting forth two assignments of error. We affirm. 

 In his first assignment of error, Walsh contends that it was error for the trial 

court to fail to rule on his postsentence motion to withdraw his guilty plea.  We decline 

to consider this assignment of error because we do not have jurisdiction to do so.  An 

appeals court has jurisdiction to review only the judgment from which the appeal has 

been taken.  See State v. Gipson, 1st Dist. Hamilton Nos. C-960867 and C-960881, 1997 

WL 598397 (Sept. 26, 1997).  Here, the judgment appealed from is the judgment of 

conviction for child-endangering.  Walsh has not appealed from a denial of his motion 



OHIO FIRST DISTRICT COURT OF APPEALS 
 

 2 

to withdraw his guilty plea because the trial court has not yet rendered a judgment on 

that motion.  Thus, we have no jurisdiction to consider this assignment of error. 

In his second assignment of error, Walsh argues that his sentence is contrary to 

law.  We disagree.  Although Walsh contends that the trial court failed to consider his 

lack of a criminal record, the record demonstrates that the trial court, at the sentencing 

hearing, specifically stated that it had reviewed the presentence investigation report, 

which noted Walsh’s lack of a prior record, and that it had considered “the risk that you 

will commit another offense, and protecting the public, nature and circumstance of the 

offense [and] your history” before imposing a nonmaximum prison term.  

Because the trial court considered the appropriate factors prior to sentencing 

Walsh for child endangering, we hold that his sentence is not contrary to law.  See State 

v. White, 2013-Ohio-4225, 997 N.E.2d 629, ¶ 11 (1st Dist.).  The second assignment of 

error is overruled.   

The judgment of the trial court is affirmed. 

 Further, a certified copy of this judgment entry shall constitute the mandate, 

which shall be sent to the trial court under App.R. 27.  Costs shall be taxed under 

App.R. 24. 

MOCK, P.J., CUNNINGHAM and DETERS, JJ. 

To the clerk: 

 Enter upon the journal of the court on November 22, 2017 
 
per order of the court ____________________________. 
            Presiding Judge 


