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SUMMARY

The Ohio Second District Court of Appeals reviewed Ronica King's convictions for felonious assault
and domestic violence. The court held that the convictions were supported by sufficient evidence and
were not against the manifest weight of the evidence. However, it found plain error in the trial court's
failure to merge the convictions as allied offenses and remanded for resentencing.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Ronica King appealed her jury convictions for felonious assault and
domestic violence, challenging the sufficiency and manifest weight of
the evidence and asserting that the offenses should merge as allied
offenses under R.C. 2941.25.

STANDARD OF REVIEW For sufficiency of the evidence, 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.
For manifest weight, whether, after reviewing the entire record and
weighing the evidence and credibility of witnesses, the jury clearly
lost its way and created a manifest miscarriage of justice. The allied-
offense merger issue was reviewed for plain error because King did
not raise it below; the trial court's ruling on merger is reviewed de
novo.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether sufficient evidence supported King's convictions for felonious assault and domestic violence.

2. Whether the convictions were against the manifest weight of the evidence.

3. Whether the felonious-assault and domestic-violence convictions were allied offenses of similar import
that had to merge under R.C. 2941.25.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was legally sufficient to support King's convictions for felonious assault and domestic
violence because a rational trier of fact could find all essential elements proven beyond a reasonable
doubt.

2. The convictions were not against the manifest weight of the evidence.

3. The felonious-assault and domestic-violence convictions were allied offenses of similar import that had
to merge, and the trial court's failure to merge them constituted plain error.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The relevant inquiry is whether, after viewing the evidence in a light most favorable to the prosecution, any
rational trier of fact could have found the essential elements of the crime proven beyond a reasonable doubt.”
(¶ 14)

“Rather than compare the elements of two offenses to determine whether they are allied offenses of similar
import, the analysis must focus on the defendant's conduct to determine whether one or more convictions may
result, because an offense may be committed in a variety of ways and the offenses committed may have
different import.” (¶ 30)

“Accordingly, based upon our holding in Wilson as applied to the facts of this case, the trial court's failure to
merge the felonious assault and domestic violence offenses constituted plain error.” (¶ 34)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

After Ronica King and the victim, Kendall Jones, ended their relationship, King and several others confronted
Jones at his sister's residence to retrieve a vehicle key. King pulled Jones to the ground, kicked him, and held
him by the neck while another person repeatedly punched him. Jones suffered facial wounds, a forehead injury



requiring stitches and leaving a scar, difficulty breathing, numbness, and recurring migraine headaches. King
later admitted that she repeatedly punched Jones while he was on the ground.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

King was indicted in the Montgomery County Court of Common Pleas on one count of felonious assault and one
count of domestic violence. After a two-day jury trial, she was found guilty and sentenced to community control,
intensive supervision, and 90 days in jail. On appeal, the court affirmed the evidentiary challenges but held that
the failure to merge the offenses constituted plain error and remanded for resentencing.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The case was remanded for resentencing after the trial court merges the felonious-assault and domestic-violence
offenses as required by R.C. 2941.25.
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