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SUMMARY

The Fifth District Court of Appeals of Ohio affirmed Eugene Stewart’s felony domestic-violence
conviction and 30-month prison sentence. The court held that sufficient evidence supported the finding
that the victim was a family or household member and rejected the manifest-weight challenge. It also
upheld the admission of limited evidence concerning a prior domestic-violence conviction because it
was relevant to establishing the relationship element and was accompanied by limiting instructions.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Eugene Stewart appealed his felony domestic-violence conviction and
thirty-month prison sentence after a jury acquitted him of two
strangulation counts but found him guilty of domestic violence.

STANDARD OF REVIEW Sufficiency of the evidence is reviewed to determine 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. Evidentiary rulings are reviewed for abuse of discretion,
meaning an arbitrary, unreasonable, or unconscionable ruling.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE published

PARTIES Eugene Stewart v. State of Ohio

TOPICS



criminal procedure evidence standard of review appellate procedure character evidence

PRACTICE AREAS

criminal law criminal procedure evidence appellate procedure

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court properly denied Stewart's Crim.R. 29 motion for acquittal because the State
presented sufficient evidence of domestic violence.

2. Whether the domestic-violence conviction was supported by sufficient evidence.

3. Whether the domestic-violence conviction was against the manifest weight of the evidence.

4. Whether the trial court abused its discretion or denied Stewart a fair trial by admitting limited evidence
concerning his prior domestic-violence conviction involving the same victim.

HOLDINGS

1. The trial court properly denied Stewart's Crim.R. 29 motion, and the evidence was legally sufficient to
support his domestic-violence conviction because the State presented evidence from which a rational
trier of fact could find that L.H. was a family or household member and that Stewart knowingly caused
her physical harm.

2. The conviction was not against the manifest weight of the evidence because the jury did not clearly lose
its way or create a manifest miscarriage of justice in accepting L.H.'s testimony regarding her
relationship and cohabitation with Stewart.

3. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by admitting brief evidence that Stewart's prior domestic-
violence conviction involved the same victim because the evidence was relevant to establishing the
family-or-household-member element and was accompanied by limiting instructions prohibiting
propensity use.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The test for sufficiency of the evidence 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)

“Its sole purpose is to establish the relationship and not to show that he acted in conformance therewith. The
appellee then asked L.H., "[appellant] was convicted of domestic violence in case 2024CR0893 where you
were the victim; is that correct?"” (¶26)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

L.H. went to an apartment where Eugene Stewart was present, and Stewart took her car key, punched her in the
face, and choked her until she lost consciousness. L.H. testified that she and Stewart had been in a relationship,
had cohabited for periods within the preceding five years, and shared aspects of daily life. The State also



introduced limited evidence that Stewart had previously been convicted of domestic violence against L.H. to
establish the family-or-household-member element of the charged offense.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Stewart was indicted in the Stark County Court of Common Pleas on two strangulation counts and one domestic-
violence count. He pleaded not guilty, proceeded to a jury trial, moved for acquittal under Ohio Crim.R. 29, and
was convicted only of domestic violence. The trial court sentenced him to thirty months in prison. The Fifth
District affirmed.
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