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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS
TWELFTH APPELLATE DISTRICT OF OHIO

CLERMONT COUNTY

STATE OF OHIO,

Plaintiff-Appellee, : CASE NOS. CA2006-11-097
CA2006-11-098

VS - ' OPINION
: 712312007

JEFFREY M. HANEY,
Defendant-Appellant.

CRIMINAL APPEAL FROM CLERMONT COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
Case No. 2003-CR-00098

Donald W. White, Clermont County Prosecuting Attorney, David H. Hoffmann, 123 North
Third Street, Batavia, Ohio 45103-3033, for plaintiff-appellee

Chris McEvilley, 7723 Tylers Place Blvd. #301, West Chester, Ohio 45069-4684, for
defendant-appellant

BRESSLER, J.

{11} Defendant-appellant, Jeffery M. Haney, appeals his sentence on multiple felony
convictions.

{12} In 2005 a jury convicted appellant on two counts of murder and one count each
of felonious assault and tampering with evidence. Appellant received concurrent 15 years to
life sentences on the murder convictions with consecutive prison terms on the felonious

assault and tampering with evidence convictions for an aggregate prison term of 21 years to



Clermont CA2006-11-097
CA2006-11-098

life.

{13} On direct appeal, this court affirmed appellant's convictions but reversed the
sentence and remanded the matter for resentencing. See State v. Haney, Clermont App. No.
CA2005-07-068, 2006-Ohio-3899. On remand, appellant received the same prison
sentence, which he now appeals, presenting the following sole assignment of error:

{14} "APPELLANT WAS IMPROPERLY SENTENCED TO CONSECUTIVE AND
MORE-THAN-MINIMUM TERMS OF IMPRISONMENT FOR FELONIES OF THE SECOND
AND THIRD DEGREE."

{15} Appellant submits that the trial court erred by sentencing him to nonminimum
and consecutive prison terms. In support thereof, appellant argues that the trial court's
sentence is contrary to the constitutional prohibition against ex post facto law and a violation
of the constitutional protections of due process of law, lenity and equal protection of the law.

{116} This court has previously considered each of these arguments and found them
to be without merit. See State v. Kincer, Clermont App. No. CA2006-08-055, 2007-Ohio-
3352; State v. Pesta, Clinton App. No. CA2006-02-004, 2007-Ohio-2295; and State v.
Sheets, Clermont App. No. CA2006-04-032, 2007-Ohio-1799.

{17} Forthe same reasons set forth in our previous opinions, we find no violation of
appellant's constitutional rights by the imposition of nonminimum and consecutive sentences.

{118} Appellant's sole assignment of error is hereby overruled.

{19} Judgment affirmed.

YOUNG, P.J., and POWELL, J., concur.
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