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The Defendant, James A. Uhles, appealsfrom the trial court’ sdenial of his petition seeking habeas
corpusrelief. The State has filed a motion requesting that this Court affirm the trial court’s denial
of relief pursuant to Rule 20, Rules of the Court of Criminal Appeals. The State’ smotion isgranted.
The judgment of thetrial court is affirmed.
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MEMORANDUM OPINION

The Defendant, James A. Uhles, pleaded guilty to and was convicted of one count of rape
of achild on February 19, 1998. Pursuant to his pleaagreement, he received a sentence of eighteen
years in the Department of Correction. On June 3, 2004, the Defendant filed a petition seeking
habeas corpusrdief. Healleged that his conviction wasvoid because of adefectiveindictment, that
his plea agreement was invalid because thetrial court did not “sign off” on the agreement, and that
his eighteen-year sentence for his Class A felony conviction isillegal and void. The State filed a
motion to dismiss the petition, asserting that the allegationsin the petition did not establish that the
Defendant’ sconvictionwasvoid or that his sentence had expired. Thetrial court granted the State’s
motion and entered an order dismissing thepetition. Itisfrom thisorder that the Defendant appeal s.



Articlel, section 15 of the Tennessee Constitution guaranteestheright to seek habeascorpus
relief and our statutes codify the applicable proceduresfor seeking awrit. Tenn. Code Ann. 88 29-
21-201 et seg. However, the grounds upon which our law providesrelief are very narrow. Taylor
v. State, 995 S.W.2d 78, 83 (Tenn. 1999). Habeas corpusrelief isavailablein Tennessee only when
it appears upon the face of the judgment or the record of the proceedings upon which the judgment
is rendered that (1) the convicting court was without jurisdiction or authority to sentence the
defendant; or (2) the defendant’ ssentence hasexpired. Archer v. State, 851 S.\W.2d 157, 164 (Tenn.
1993). It ispermissible for atrial court to summarily dismiss a petition for habeas corpus relief,
without the appointment of counsel and without an evidentiary hearing, if thereisnothing ontheface
of the judgment to indicate that the convictions addressed therein are void. Passarellav. State, 891
SW.2d 619 (Tenn. Crim. App. 1994).

The Defendant contends that the indictment charging him is defective because it was not
signed by the District Attorney General or the trial court clerk. We note that the copy of the
indictment attached to the petition appearsto contain the signature of the District Attorney General.
However, even if the indictment was unsigned as alleged, such defects do not render an indictment
void. In addition, the petitioner has waived this issue because he did not raise it prior to pleading
guilty. Accordingly, thisissue iswithout merit.

The Defendant al so asserts that the pleaagreement isinvalid becausethetrial court failed to
“sign off” on the plea agreement, however, one of the orders attached to the petition contains a
finding by the trial court that the plea of guilty was*acceptable’ to the court. Thisissueiswithout
merit.

Finaly, the Defendant allegesthat the minimum sentencefor child rapeistwenty-fiveyears,
and thus argues that his eighteen-year sentenceisillegal. The Defendant’s allegation isincorrect.
The possible sentencing range for a Class A felony at the time of the Defendant’ s conviction was
fifteento sixty years. See Tenn. Code Ann. 8 40-35-112. The Defendant did not receiveanillegd
sentence.

The indictment and judgment of conviction contained in the record are valid on their face.
Thereisnothing on theface of the judgment or the record of the proceedings on which the judgment
isrendered which establishesthat thetrial court waswithout jurisdiction or authority to sentencethe
Defendant. This court concludes that the petition for habeas corpus relief was properly dismissed.

Accordingly, the State's motion is granted. The judgment of the trial court is affirmed in
accordance with Rule 20 of the Rules of the Tennessee Court of Criminal Appeals.

DAVID H. WELLES, JUDGE



