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SUMMARY:

The trial court properly imposed for defendant’s community control violation the sentence that defendant had agreed to when he was sentenced to community control upon guilty pleas to two counts of burglary, because the record demonstrates that the court knew it had the discretion to impose a different sentence than that agreed to, but wanted to hold defendant to his agreement.  [See SEPARATE CONCURRENCE:  Pursuant to R.C. 2953.08(D)(1), an agreed sentence is reviewable only if it was not authorized by law, and where defendant and the state agreed to the sentence and defendant does not argue that the sentence was contrary to law, the sentence is not reviewable.]
The trial court erred in imposing consecutive sentences without stating the required consecutive-sentences findings in open court or incorporating those findings into the judgment of conviction.
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED IN PART, SENTENCES VACATED IN PART, AND CAUSE REMANDED
JUDGES:
OPINION by STAUTBERG, J.; CUNNINGHAM, P.J., CONCURS and DEWINE, J., CONCURS SEPARATELY.
