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SUMMARY:

The juvenile court did not commit plain error in considering the codefendant’s inadmissible extrajudicial statements that implicated the juvenile where the victim’s testimony and the juvenile’s confession formed reliable evidence of delinquency.
The juvenile court’s finding that the juvenile used an operable firearm in an aggravated-robbery offense was supported by sufficient evidence and was not against the manifest weight of the evidence where the evidence showed that the juvenile and his codefendant approached the victim with handguns openly held at their sides; the victim, who believed the guns were real, was instructed not to move; and the juvenile confessed to telling the codefendant that the gun was real.
The juvenile failed to demonstrate that he received ineffective assistance of counsel where he could not show that he was prejudiced by counsel’s assenting to a violation of the Confrontation Clause or failing to object to the magistrate’s decision.
JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED
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