
 

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS 

FIRST APPELLATE DISTRICT OF OHIO 

HAMILTON COUNTY, OHIO 

 

 

STATE OF OHIO, 
 
          Plaintiff-Appellee, 
 
    vs. 
 
TERRY ALEXANDER, 
 
         Defendant-Appellant. 

: 
 
: 
 
: 
 
: 
 
: 

APPEAL NO. C-150577 
TRIAL NO. 15CRB-22043 

 
JUDGMENT ENTRY. 

  
 

We consider this appeal on the accelerated calendar, and this judgment entry 

is not an opinion of the court.  See S.Ct.R.Rep.Op. 2; App.R. 11.1(E); 1st Dist. Loc.R. 

11.1.1.   

This is an appeal from a conviction for domestic violence.  Terry Alexander 

contends that his conviction was not supported by sufficient evidence and was 

against the weight of the evidence.  We affirm the judgment of the trial court. 

Mr. Alexander was charged with domestic violence in an incident involving 

Tangarine Delaney.  Ms. Delaney is the mother of three of Alexander’s children and 

was staying with him at the time.  According to Delaney, one morning, she and Mr. 

Alexander got into an argument.  The argument escalated to the point where Delaney 

told Alexander that he was “an f’ing bum” who did not take care of his children.  Mr. 

Alexander responded by hitting Delaney in the face, knocking her unconscious for a 

brief time.  As a result of the punch, Ms. Delaney suffered headaches, and part of her 

nose cartilage was dislodged.  Photographs of Delaney’s injuries were admitted into 

evidence. 

Mr. Alexander told a different story at trial.  In his version, he and Ms. 

Delaney started having an argument, during which he asked her to leave.  Ms. 
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Delaney became angry and “started screaming belligerents.”  Mr. Alexander denied 

hitting Delaney and suggested instead that her injuries resulted from her having 

been hit by a tent pole during a storm a couple of days earlier.  At the conclusion of 

the bench trial, the court found Alexander guilty and sentenced him accordingly. 

In his sole assignment of error, Mr. Alexander claims that his conviction was 

not supported by sufficient evidence and was against the weight of the evidence.  He 

maintains that Delaney’s credibility was doubtful and that her story had holes in it.  

As to the sufficiency argument, our review of the record reveals that the state 

adduced substantial, credible evidence from which the trial court could have 

reasonably concluded that the state had proved beyond a reasonable doubt the 

elements of domestic violence. See State v. Jenks, 61 Ohio St.3d 259, 574 N.E.2d 492 

(1991), paragraph two of the syllabus. And in regard to the manifest-weight 

argument, our review of the entire record fails to persuade us that the trial court 

clearly lost its way and created such a manifest miscarriage of justice that we must 

reverse Alexander’s conviction and order a new trial. See State v. Thompkins, 78 

Ohio St.3d 380, 386-387, 678 N.E.2d 541 (1997). It was for the trial court to assess 

the witnesses’ credibility and the photographic evidence.  The assignment of error is 

overruled. 

Therefore, we affirm the trial court’s judgment. 

A certified copy of this judgment entry is the mandate, which shall be sent to 

the trial court under App.R. 27.  Costs shall be taxed under App.R. 24.  

CUNNINGHAM, P.J., DEWINE and STAUTBERG, JJ. 

 

To the clerk: 

 Enter upon the journal of the court on August 31, 2016 

per order of the court _______________________________. 

     Presiding Judge 


