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SUMMARY:

The trial court’s failure to separately define the term “attempt” in its jury instruction for felonious assault under R.C. 2903.11(A)(2) was not, per se, plain error.

The trial court’s failure to separately define the term “attempt” in its felonious-assault jury instruction did not result in a manifest miscarriage of justice, where the defendant failed to object or to request a more specific instruction, and where the evidence showed that the defendant had repeatedly fired a gun directly into an occupied vehicle at close range, because the defendant presented an alibi defense that did not dispute that there had been an attempt by the perpetrator to harm the uninjured victims.
The trial court did not err by entering convictions for both having a weapon under a disability under R.C. 2923.13(A)(2) and having a weapon under a disability under R.C. 2923.13(A)(3) because the offenses were not allied offenses of similar import.  
JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED
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