
 

IN THE COURT OF APPEALS 

FIRST APPELLATE DISTRICT OF OHIO 

HAMILTON COUNTY, OHIO 

 

 

STATE OF OHIO, 
 
          Plaintiff-Appellee, 
 
    vs. 
 
JEREMY HARDMAN, 
 
         Defendant-Appellant. 

: 
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: 
 
: 
 
: 

                              
 

JUDGMENT ENTRY. 

APPEAL NO.   C-150549 
TRIAL NO. B-1404756 

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

is not an opinion of the court.  See Rep.Op.R. 3.1; App.R. 11.1(E); 1st Dist. Loc.R. 

11.1.1.   

 Defendant-appellant Jeremy Hardman appeals his murder conviction and 

asserts two assignments of error.  For the reasons below, we affirm.  

 The murder of Anthony Griffin was the result of a traffic incident that 

escalated into a confrontation between Griffin and Hardman.  Hardman, driving a 

large SUV, allegedly almost hit Griffin and his sisters while they were driving to 

Griffin’s fiancée’s house.  Griffin responded by yelling out his window at Hardman to 

watch the road.  

 Hardman followed Griffin to the house and stopped in front of it.  He started 

yelling at Griffin through his passenger side window.  One of Griffin’s younger sisters 

was present, as were his fiancée and her two siblings.  In the course of their 

argument, Hardman claimed that he knew Griffin.  Griffin denied knowing 

Hardman, so Hardman turned on his dome light to show Griffin his face.   
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 Hardman eventually drove away, and as he did, Griffin and the others 

proceeded toward the house.  However, Hardman turned around and returned to the 

house.  He then began arguing with Griffin again, this time through his driver’s side 

window. 

 The verbal encounter escalated with people yelling and cursing.  Throughout 

the encounter, Hardman was told to leave.  While on the porch, Griffin was held back 

so that he could not approach Hardman’s vehicle.  Griffin then threatened that if 

Hardman did not leave, he would pull Hardman out of the vehicle.  Griffin broke 

away and approached Hardman’s vehicle in the street.  Hardman raised a gun and 

fired two shots out of his driver’s side window.  He hit Griffin in the left side of his 

chest, near his armpit.  The other bullet hit the back window of Griffin’s car and 

lodged between the windshield and the dashboard.  As Hardman sped away, Griffin 

died in the driveway.  Griffin did not have a weapon.  

 Hardman was indicted for two counts of murder, two counts of felonious 

assault, and having a weapon while under a disability.  The murder and felonious 

assault counts each had a firearm specification and a separate specification for 

discharging a firearm from a motor vehicle.  Hardman pleaded not guilty to all 

counts.  Hardman tried the murder and felonious assault counts to a jury.  He waived 

his right to a jury trial for the remaining count and it was tried to the court.  

 At trial, Hardman eventually conceded that he was the shooter, but argued 

that he acted in self-defense.  Hardman presented evidence that Griffin was 6’2”, 

weighed 366 pounds, had a blood-alcohol level of .119, and was belligerent and 

angry.  Two witnesses confirmed that Griffin had threatened to pull Hardman out of 

his vehicle if he did not leave.  And there was testimony that the neighborhood was 

dark, and that it would be difficult to see a weapon.  However, the coroner testified 
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that Griffin did not have any gunshot residue on him or any other physical evidence 

to demonstrate that he was shot at close range.  Defense counsel, nevertheless, 

contended that Hardman feared for his life as Griffin rushed the car, and had shot 

Griffin in self-defense. 

 Hardman was found guilty of all counts.  The trial court convicted him of 

count one, murder under R.C. 2903.02(A) with two specifications, and merged the 

other murder count and felonious assault counts with count one.  The trial court 

sentenced Hardman to 15 years to life for murder and a total of eight years’ 

imprisonment for the two specifications, to be served consecutively.  The trial court 

imposed 36 months’ incarceration for the having a weapon while under a disability 

count, to be served consecutively to count one.   

 In his first assignment of error, Hardman contends that his murder 

conviction was not supported by sufficient evidence.  Hardman argues that “no 

reasonable trier of fact could find beyond a reasonable doubt [that he], when 

confronted with a belligerent man who threatened to pull him out of his truck as he 

charged toward him under the cover of darkness, was guilty of murder.”  We 

disagree. 

 In reviewing for sufficient evidence, we view the evidence in a light most 

favorable to the prosecution and determine whether “any rational trier of fact could 

have found the essential elements of the crime proven beyond a reasonable doubt.”  

See State v. Jenks, 61 Ohio St.3d 259, 574 N.E.2d 492 (1991), paragraph two of the 

syllabus.  Hardman was convicted of murder with specifications in violation of R.C. 

2903.02(A), which provides that “[n]o person shall purposely cause the death of 

another * * *.”  “A person acts purposely when it is [the person’s] specific intention to 

cause a certain result, or, when the gist of the offense is a prohibition against conduct 
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of a certain nature, regardless of what the offender intends to accomplish thereby, it 

is [the offender’s] specific intention to engage in conduct of that nature.”  R.C. 

2901.22(A). 

 There is no dispute that Hardman caused Griffin’s death with a single 

gunshot.  As to Hardman’s intention, viewing the evidence in the light most favorable 

to the prosecution, a rational trier of fact could determine that the events of that 

night demonstrated that Hardman had acted purposely when he shot Griffin.  Our 

review of the record convinces us that the evidence presented at trial met the test for 

sufficiency.  We overrule Hardman’s first assignment of error. 

 In his second assignment of error, Hardman argues that “the trial court 

violated [his] right to due process and a fair trial by entering judgment of conviction 

for purposeful murder, when the jury’s determination was not [sic] against the 

manifest weight of the evidence.”  Hardman asserts the jury lost its way in 

concluding that he had failed to establish by a preponderance of the evidence that he 

had acted in self-defense.   

 “Self-defense is an affirmative defense that legally excuses admitted criminal 

conduct.”  State v. Edwards, 1st Dist. Hamilton No. C-110773, 2013-Ohio-239, ¶ 5, 

citing State v. Poole, 33 Ohio St.2d 18, 19, 294 N.E.2d 888 (1973).  Here, Hardman 

had the burden of proving by a preponderance of the evidence “(1) that he was not at 

fault in creating the violent situation, (2) that he had a bona fide belief that he was in 

imminent danger of death or great bodily harm and that his only means of escape 

was the force used, and (3) that he did not violate a duty to retreat or avoid the 

danger.”  Edwards at ¶ 5; R.C. 2901.05(A); State v. Robbins, 58 Ohio St.2d 74, 388 

N.E.2d 755 (1979), paragraph two of the syllabus.  The elements of self-defense are 

cumulative—the defense fails upon the failure to prove any element.  Edwards at ¶ 9. 
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 Based upon our review of the record—including a weighing of the evidence 

and all reasonable inferences, and consideration of the credibility of the witnesses—

we cannot conclude that the jury so clearly lost its way as to create a manifest 

miscarriage of justice to warrant a new trial.  See State v. Thompkins, 78 Ohio St.3d 

380, 387, 678 N.E.2d 541 (1997); State v. Martin, 20 Ohio App.3d 172, 175, 485 

N.E.2d 717 (1st Dist.1983).  The witnesses provided similar accounts of the events 

that night.  Moreover, the jury was in the best position to determine the credibility of 

evidence and the credibility of the witnesses.  See State v. Bryan, 101 Ohio St.3d 272, 

2004-Ohio-971, 804 N.E.2d 433, ¶ 116; State v. Williams, 1st Dist. Hamilton Nos. C-

060631 and C-060668, 2007-Ohio-5577, ¶ 45.  Given the circumstances, we are not 

convinced that Hardman acted in self-defense.  Therefore, we overrule Hardman’s 

second assignment of error, and we affirm the judgment of the trial court. 

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.  

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

 

To the clerk: 

 Enter upon the journal of the court on September 28, 2016 

per order of the court _______________________________. 

     Presiding Judge 


