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SUMMARY

The Fifth District Court of Appeals of Ohio affirmed Winfield Stevens's convictions for rape and gross
sexual imposition. The court rejected challenges based on insufficient evidence, manifest weight,
prosecutorial misconduct, improper expert testimony concerning the victim's statements, and

ineffective assistance of counsel.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Winfield Stevens appealed his jury convictions and sentence for rape
and gross sexual imposition from the Stark County Court of Common
Pleas.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Sufficiency of the evidence is reviewed by asking whether, viewing

the evidence in the light most favorable to the prosecution, any
rational trier of fact could have found the essential elements proven
beyond a reasonable doubt. Manifest-weight review considers whether
the jury clearly lost its way and created a manifest miscarriage of
justice, with the appellate court acting as a thirteenth juror only in
exceptional cases. Prosecutorial-misconduct claims are reviewed for
improper conduct and resulting prejudice to substantial rights in the
context of the entire trial. Unobjected-to evidentiary claims are
reviewed for plain error under Crim.R. 52(B). Ineffective-assistance
claims are reviewed under the two-prong Strickland/Bradley

framework.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE published



PARTIES Winfield Stevens v. State of Ohio

TOPICS

criminal procedure evidence standard of review  appellate procedure  ineffective assistance

PRACTICE AREAS

criminal law  criminal procedure  appellate practice ~ evidence  ineffective assistance of counsel

Q

1.
2.

H

1.

UESTIONS PRESENTED
Whether sufficient evidence supported Stevens's rape conviction under R.C. 2907.02(A)(1)(b).

Whether the rape and gross-sexual-imposition convictions were against the manifest weight of the

evidence.

. Whether the prosecutor committed prejudicial misconduct by commenting on DNA evidence during

closing argument.

. Whether the trial court committed plain error by admitting expert testimony concerning factors used to

evaluate the victim's statements and behavior.

. Whether trial counsel was ineffective for failing to object to the expert's testimony.

OLDINGS

The evidence was legally sufficient to support Stevens's rape conviction because, viewed in the light
most favorable to the State, the victim's testimony and corroborating medical evidence permitted a

rational jury to find the statutory elements proven beyond a reasonable doubt.
. The rape and gross-sexual-imposition convictions were not against the manifest weight of the evidence.

. The prosecutor's comments about DNA evidence were not improper and did not constitute prosecutorial

misconduct warranting reversal.

. The trial court did not commit plain error by admitting the expert's testimony because the testimony
provided behavioral and psychological context without directly vouching for the truthfulness of the

victim's statements.

. Stevens failed to establish ineffective assistance of counsel because he did not demonstrate prejudice

from counsel's failure to object to the expert's testimony.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Thus, a review of the constitutional sufficiency of the evidence to support a criminal conviction requires a
court of appeals to determine whether, after viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to the

prosecution, any rational trier of fact could have found the essential elements of the crime beyond a
reasonable doubt.” (Y35)

“Direct testimony that a child is truthful is always off limits. But testimony that merely provides background

or context — without crossing the line into vouching — may be admissible.” (153)



FACTUAL BACKGROUND

K.S., born March 9, 2010, stayed intermittently at Stevens's home during the summer of 2022. After leaving the
home in late July, she reported vaginal pain and bleeding and disclosed to her mother and investigators that
Stevens had touched her sexually and had intercourse with her. The evidence included K.S.'s consistent
disclosures, medical testimony regarding vaginal pain and injuries, psychological testimony regarding trauma
and behavioral consistency, and forensic evidence that was either negative or inconclusive for DNA. Stevens
denied the abuse and presented testimony suggesting that the allegations arose from a family dispute involving

child-support proceedings and concerns about another adult.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A Stark County grand jury indicted Stevens on one count of rape and one count of gross sexual imposition.
Following a jury trial, the jury found him guilty of both offenses, and the trial court sentenced him. Stevens
timely appealed, raising challenges to sufficiency and manifest weight of the evidence, prosecutorial
misconduct, expert testimony concerning the victim's statements, and ineffective assistance of counsel. The court

of appeals overruled all five assignments of error and affirmed.
DISPOSITION

affirmed
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