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JUDGMENT ENTRY. 

 

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 Adrian Myles appeals his conviction for assault.  In a 

single assignment of error, Myles challenges the sufficiency and the weight of the 

evidence adduced to support his conviction.   

With respect to his insufficiency argument, Myles contends that the state 

failed to prove that K.F. suffered physical harm.  The assault statute, R.C. 

2903.13(A), provides, “[n]o person shall knowingly cause or attempt to cause 

physical harm to another[.]”  R.C. 2901.01(A)(3) defines “physical harm” as “any 

injury, illness, or other physiological impairment, regardless of its gravity or 

duration.”  Physical harm does not mean that physical signs of harm, such as red 
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marks or bruising, must be visible, and even slight injury is sufficient.  State v. 

Daniels, 2018-Ohio-1701, 111 N.E.3d 708, ¶ 35 (1st Dist.). 

K.F. testified that Myles slapped her twice in the face with an open hand and 

punched her in the arm.  According to K.F., Myles’s punch would have hit her in the 

face had she not moved her body in anticipation.  K.F.’s friend also testified 

consistent with K.F.’s testimony.  K.F. testified that Myles could have hit her harder, 

but that the punch “hurt a little bit.”  This evidence is sufficient to show that K.F. 

sustained a physical injury.  See State v. Jenks, 61 Ohio St.3d 259, 574 N.E.2d 492 

(1991). 

With respect to his argument on the weight of the evidence, Myles contends 

that K.F. and her friend colluded to make up a story against him.  Myles points out 

that the responding officer’s body-camera footage shows K.F. in the backseat of the 

car and not in the driver’s seat as testified to by K.F. and her friend.  The trial court 

acknowledged K.F.’s credibility issues and also acknowledged that the court had not 

been given the whole story.  Nevertheless, the trial court heard testimony from K.F. 

and her friend that Myles had hit K.F. three times with very little warning.  

Ultimately, “[t]he weight to be given the evidence and the credibility of the witnesses 

are primarily for the trier of the facts.”  State v. DeHass, 10 Ohio St.2d 230, 227 

N.E.2d 212 (1967), paragraph one of the syllabus.  Thus, we determine that Myles’s 

conviction is not against the manifest weight of the evidence.  See State v. 

Thompkins, 78 Ohio St.3d 380, 387, 678 N.E.2d 541 (1997).   

We overrule Myles’s assignment of error.  The judgment of the trial court is 

affirmed. 
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Further, a certified copy of this judgment entry shall constitute the mandate, 

which shall be sent to the trial court under App.R. 27.  Costs shall be taxed under 

App.R. 24. 

BERGERON, P.J., CROUSE and WINKLER, JJ. 

To the clerk: 

 Enter upon the journal of the court on May 20, 2020  
 
per order of the court ____________________________. 
            Presiding Judge 


