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Terry Criss appeals the trial court’s denial of his motion to correct erroneous

sentence. Finding no error, we affirm.

On July 7, 1986, Criss pleaded guilty to murder, class A felony burglary, two
counts of class B felony criminal confinement, class B felony burglary, and class
D felony theft. On October 15, 1986, the trial court sentenced Criss to an
aggregate term of 124 years imprisonment. Criss filed a petition for post-
conviction relief in July 1990, which the post-conviction court denied in
February 1991. On October 8, 2015, Criss filed a motion to correct erroneous
sentence. The trial court denied the motion the day after it was filed. Criss

now appeals.

We review a ruling on a motion to correct erroneous sentence for an abuse of
discretion. Davis v. State, 978 N.E.2d 470, 472 (Ind. Ct. App. 2012). A motion
to correct erroneous sentence may only be used to correct sentencing errors that
are apparent from the face of the sentencing order. Robinson v. State, 805
N.E.2d 783, 787 (Ind. 2004). As a result, claims that require consideration of

the proceedings before, during, or after trial do not warrant relief. Id.

Here, Criss raises four arguments in his motion to correct erroneous sentence:
(1) alleged prosecutorial misconduct during trial renders the sentence unfair; (2)
he did not knowingly and voluntarily plead guilty; (3) there was an insufficient
factual basis supporting his guilty plea; and (4) his sentences violate the
prohibition against double jeopardy. Each of these arguments requires

consideration of the proceedings before, during, or after trial. There are no
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sentencing errors apparent on the face of the sentencing order. As a result, the

trial court did not err by denying Criss’s motion to correct erroneous sentence.

The judgment of the trial court is affirmed.

May, J., and Brown, J., concur.
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