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SUMMARY:

Where the defendant stabbed to death a woman and her daughter who were staying in his apartment, the trial court did not commit plain error in instructing the jury on self-defense, because the trial court’s instruction about the defendant’s duty to retreat was a correct statement of the law.
The R.C. 2901.05(B)(1) presumption that the defendant acted in self-defense did not apply where the victims did not enter the defendant’s apartment “unlawfully and without privilege,” but had been invited by the defendant to stay in his apartment.

Counsel was not ineffective for failing to object to jury instructions that correctly stated the law on self-defense.
The trial court did not err when it denied the defendant’s motion for a new trial due to inconsistent verdicts:  the seeming inconsistency between verdicts on two different counts is not a basis for reversal.  

The defendant’s conviction for tampering with evidence was supported by sufficient evidence and was not against the manifest weight of the evidence where the record shows that the defendant had removed one of the knives he used to stab the victims and had attempted to wipe it with a cloth.
The defendant’s convictions for two counts of murder were not against the manifest weight of the evidence where it was difficult, if not impossible, to reconcile the defendant’s claim of self-defense with the physical evidence that both victims were stabbed in the back.
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED
JUDGES:
OPINION by DEWINE, P.J.; MOCK, J., and STAUTBERG, J., CONCUR. 
