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SUMMARY

Antonio Hernandez Jr. appealed his Lucas County Court of Common Pleas conviction and sentence of

18 years to life for offenses arising from the shooting death of K.C. The Sixth District Court of

Appeals affirmed the judgment, rejecting the appellant's challenges based on the evidence presented at

trial.
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affirmed

Hernandez appealed his convictions and sentence from the Lucas
County Court of Common Pleas, arguing that the convictions for
murder and felonious assault were against the manifest weight of the

evidence because the State failed to disprove his self-defense claim.

Under the manifest-weight-of-the-evidence standard, the appellate
court weighs the evidence and reasonable inferences, considers
witness credibility, and determines whether the factfinder clearly lost
its way and created a manifest miscarriage of justice. In a self-defense
case, the court reviews whether the factfinder clearly lost its way in
finding that the State disproved at least one self-defense element
beyond a reasonable doubt, while giving special deference to the jury's

credibility determinations.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Hernandez's murder and felonious-assault convictions were against the manifest weight of the

evidence because the State failed to disprove his claim of self-defense.

2. Whether the jury clearly lost its way in finding that Hernandez lacked a bona fide belief that he was in

imminent danger of death or great bodily harm requiring the use of deadly force.

HOLDINGS

1. The convictions were not against the manifest weight of the evidence because the jury did not clearly
lose its way in finding that the State disproved at least one element of self-defense beyond a reasonable
doubt.

2. The jury reasonably found that Hernandez did not have a bona fide belief that he was in imminent

danger of death or great bodily harm and that deadly force was his only means of escape.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A person may use deadly force in self-defense where he (1) was not at fault in creating the situation giving
rise to the affray; (2) had a bona fide belief that he was in imminent danger of death or great bodily harm and
that his only means of escape from such danger was in the use of such force; and (3) did not violate any duty

to retreat or avoid the danger.” (9 107)

“We do not view the evidence in a light most favorable to the prosecution. “Instead, we sit as a ‘thirteenth

juror’and scrutinize ‘the factfinder’s resolution of the conflicting testimony.’”” ( 108)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

During a December 2022 gathering at a trailer in Lucas County, Hernandez, who was 17, had a firearm while
drinking and socializing with several people, including the victim, K.C., and K.C.'s girlfriend, Zoey. Hernandez
admitted that he shot K.C. in the torso but claimed that she approached him with a knife and lunged at him,
causing him to believe that he was about to be stabbed. Other witnesses testified that K.C. was empty-handed,

officers found no knife on or near her or in the bedroom, and the gun used in the shooting was never recovered.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Hernandez was bound over from juvenile court and tried by a jury on two murder counts and one felonious-
assault count, each with a firearm specification. The jury acquitted him of one murder count and convicted him
of the other murder count, felonious assault, and both firearm specifications. The trial court imposed an

aggregate sentence of 18 years to life. The Sixth District affirmed.
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