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GRADY, J.

{1} Defendant, Kevin Bradley, appeals from a judgment of
the trial court that denied his motion for jail time credit for
a period of time Defendant spent in a residential drug treatment
program at Nova House, which might apply against a term of
incarceration to which Defendant was sentenced upon the trial
court’s finding that Defendant violated his community control

sanctions.

{2} On June 8, 2001, Defendant pled guilty in common pleas



2
court to theft, case number 01-CR-19, and failure to appear, case

number 01-CR-86. The court sentenced Defendant to three years of
community control. The control sanctions included a condition
that Defendant successfully complete the Nova House residential
drug treatment program. The trial court did not advise Defendant
what prison term it would impose should Defendant violate his
community control sanctions.

{3} Subsequently, it was alleged that Defendant had
violated the terms of his community control by failing to
complete the residential drug treatment program at Nova House.
Defendant did not contest the alleged violation. On February 7,
2002, the trial court found Defendant guilty of wviolating the
terms of his community control and revoked his community control
sanctions. The trial court then sentenced Defendant to
consecutive prison terms totaling twenty-eight months, and gave
Defendant jail time credit for one hundred thirty-one days.

{4} Defendant timely appealed to this court. We reversed
Defendant’s prison sentence because the trial court had failed to
comply with R.C. 2929.19(B) (5) when the court imposed community
control sanctions by notifying Defendant of the prison sentence
the court would impose should Defendant violate his community
control sanctions. We vacated Defendant’s prison sentence and
remanded the case to the trial court for resentencing on the
community control wviolation. State v. Bradley (January 17,
2003), Champaign App. No. 2002-CA-11. On March 13, 2003,
pursuant to our remand, the trial court resentenced Defendant to

five years of community control, and advised Defendant that if he



3
violated his community control sanctions the court would sentence

him to consecutive terms of imprisonment totaling twenty-eight
months.

{5} While Defendant’s appeal in case no. 2002-CA-11 was
pending before us, Defendant filed a motion in the trial court
requesting additional jail time credit for the period of time he
had spent in the residential drug treatment program at Nova
House. The trial court denied Defendant’s request for additional
jail time credit on October 10, 2002. Defendant timely appealed
from that order to this court in case number 2002-CA35, and it is
that appeal which is presently before us.

ASSTIGNMENT OF ERROR

{ﬂﬁ} “THE TRIAL COURT ERRED TO THE PREJUDICE OF APPELLANT BY
ITS FAILURE TO CORRECT THE JOURNAL ENTRY OF SENTENCING TO REFLECT
THE ACTUAL TIME APPELLANT WAS CONFINED FOR HIS CRIME OF
CONVICTION AND THEREBY SUBJECTED APPELLANT TO A GREATER SENTENCE
THAN ALLOWED BY LAW ANS TO ACTUAL PUNISHMENT TWICE FOR THE SAME
OFFENSES, IN VIOLATION OF USCA CONST. AMEND. 5 & 14 AND O. CONST.
ART. 1 SECTION 10.”"

{7} The sole issue before us in this appeal is whether
Defendant is entitled to jail time credit for purposes of R.C.
2967.191 for the period of time he spent in the residential drug
treatment program at Nova House. That issue arose out of the
trial court’s February 7, 2002 judgment that revoked Defendant’s
community control and imposed consecutive terms of imprisonment.
Our judgment in the prior appeal that was entered on January 17,

2003, reversed and vacated the trial court’s order of



4
imprisonment. That renders moot any error the trial court may

have committed when it denied Defendant’s request for additional
jail time credit.

{18} Defendant presently is serving a term of community
control, and not a term of imprisonment, after being resentenced
by the trial court pursuant to our remand. Therefore, there is
no issue concerning jail time credit that can be determined at
this time, either by the trial court or by this court. 1In other
words, the issue Defendant raises in this appeal is not ripe for
judicial review at this time. The appropriate time to raise that
issue i1s when, and if, the trial court reimposes a sentence of
imprisonment following Defendant’s violation of his present
community control sanctions. We can only hope that will not
occur.

{9} The assignment of error is not well taken. This appeal
will be dismissed.

FAIN, P.J. and WOLFF, J., concur.
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