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SUMMARY

The Ohio Tenth District Court of Appeals affirmed Alonzo Rhoades's conviction for recklessly

violating a domestic violence civil protection order. The court rejected challenges concerning joinder

of two cases, judicial bias, sufficiency and manifest weight of the evidence, and exclusion of a

grocery-store receipt. The court held that the evidence was sufficient to establish Rhoades knowingly

came within the order's 500-foot restriction.
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Defendant appealed pro se from a municipal-court judgment entered
after a jury convicted him of violating a domestic-violence civil

protection order.

Joinder is reviewed for abuse of discretion; because Rhoades did not
object to joinder or move to sever, review was limited to plain error.
Sufficiency of the evidence is reviewed to determine whether, viewing
the evidence most favorably to the prosecution, any rational trier of
fact could find the essential elements proven beyond a reasonable
doubt. Manifest-weight review requires examination of the entire
record and reversal only when the jury clearly lost its way and created
a manifest miscarriage of justice. Review of suppression issues
presents a mixed question of law and fact; factual findings supported
by competent, credible evidence are accepted, while legal conclusions

are reviewed independently.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1.

Whether the municipal court plainly erred by joining two civil-protection-order violation charges for

trial.

. Whether the appellate court could review Rhoades's claim of judicial bias when he had not filed an

affidavit of disqualification with the clerk of the Ohio Supreme Court.

. Whether sufficient evidence supported Rhoades's conviction under R.C. 2919.27(A)(1).
. Whether the conviction was against the manifest weight of the evidence.

. Whether the grocery-store receipt was admissible under the business-record exception to the hearsay

rule.

. Whether an ineffective-assistance claim based on counsel's advice concerning Rhoades's decision not to

testify could be decided on direct appeal.

HOLDINGS

1.

The trial court did not plainly err by joining the two protection-order violation cases for trial because the
evidence concerning each offense was simple and direct, and the jury demonstrated that it could

distinguish between the separate incidents.

. The court could not review Rhoades's judicial-bias claim on direct appeal because Ohio law provides

that an affidavit of disqualification filed with the clerk of the Ohio Supreme Court is the exclusive

means of asserting that a municipal-court judge is biased or prejudiced, and Rhoades had not filed one.

. The evidence was legally sufficient to support Rhoades's conviction for recklessly violating the civil

protection order.

. The conviction was not against the manifest weight of the evidence.

. The receipt was not shown to be admissible under the business-record exception because Rhoades did

not establish that a custodian or other qualified witness could authenticate it; moreover, the court did not
issue a final suppression ruling because Rhoades elected not to present the receipt or other defense

evidence.

. Rhoades's ineffective-assistance claim based on counsel's advice concerning whether he should testify

could not be resolved on direct appeal because it depended on facts outside the appellate record.

KEY QUOTATIONS

«n

[W]hen simple and direct evidence exists, an accused is not prejudiced by joinder regardless of the
nonadmissibility of evidence of these crimes as 'other acts' under Evid.R. 404(B)."” (9 18)



“"Sufficiency of the evidence is a legal standard that tests whether the evidence introduced at trial is legally

sufficient to support a verdict."” (] 25)

“"While sufficiency of the evidence is a test of adequacy regarding whether the evidence is legally sufficient to
support the verdict as a matter of law, the criminal manifest weight of the evidence standard addresses the
evidence's effect of inducing belief."” ( 29)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

A civil protection order issued by consent prohibited Rhoades from coming within 500 feet of Jaide Reinhard or
any place he knew or should know she was likely to be. On July 2, 2018, Jaide and her mother testified that they
saw Rhoades in his car at a stop sign approximately 300 feet from Jaide's residence, and an officer measured the
distance between the relevant stop signs as 432 feet. The jury also heard evidence concerning a separate
September 30, 2018 incident, but it could not reach a verdict on that charge. Rhoades sought to introduce a
grocery-store receipt to establish an alibi, but he did not present a custodian or other qualified witness to
authenticate it and ultimately presented no defense evidence.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The State charged Rhoades in two municipal-court cases with first-degree misdemeanor violations of a civil
protection order. The municipal court consolidated the cases for trial. The jury convicted Rhoades in one case
but could not reach a verdict in the other; the court declared a mistrial and dismissed that charge, then sentenced
Rhoades to 180 days in jail, suspended the sentence, and placed him on two years of probation. The Tenth
District affirmed.
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