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SUMMARY:


Where defendant argued that the jury should have been instructed on self-defense pursuant to 2020 Am.S.B. 175, the trial court did not err in instructing the jury on the prior self-defense law because the offenses occurred prior to the statute’s effective date, the statute does not include any language to suggest that the General Assembly intended it to apply retroactively, the statute created a substantive right, and the statute “does not set out a penalty, punishment, or forfeiture, but instead provides the substantive law regarding an individual’s duty to retreat before using self-defense.” See State v. Hurt, 8th Dist. Cuyahoga No. 110732, 2022-Ohio-2039, ¶ 61.
Trial counsel was not ineffective for failing to object to the court’s jury instruction on self-defense because the jury was properly instructed on self-defense. 

Defendant’s convictions for  felonious assault, felonious assault with a deadly weapon, having weapons while under disability, and failing to comply with an order or signal of a police officer were not against the manifest weight of the evidence because the victims testified that they did not hit or threaten defendant prior to him shooting them with a handgun. 
The trial court erred when it failed to make, and incorporate into its entry, the findings required by R.C. 2929.14(C)(4) prior to imposing consecutive sentences. 

JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED IN PART, REVERSED IN PART, AND CAUSE  REMANDED
JUDGES:
OPINION by CROUSE, J.; ZAYAS, P.J., and WINKLER, J., CONCUR. 

