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SUMMARY:






The state adequately authenticated a handgun where witnesses testified that the evidence was what the state purported it to be, despite the fact that those witnesses did not testify as to chain of custody. 



The juvenile court did not commit reversible error by excluding the criminal record of a third-party who allegedly placed the juvenile under duress because the probative value of the criminal record was negligible and the juvenile could not prove all of the elements of duress even if that evidence was admitted.  



The state presented sufficient evidence to establish that the juvenile possessed a deadly weapon under R.C. 2923.12(A) where it put on undisputed evidence that she possessed a handgun, which is a deadly weapon under R.C. 2923.11. 




The complaint was not deficient for failing to charge the juvenile under the relevant subsection of R.C. 2923.12 where the complaint unambiguously described the nature and scope of the prohibited conduct.       



The juvenile court’s finding that the juvenile concealed a handgun was not against the weight of the evidence where the juvenile and the state’s witnesses gave conflicting testimony and the juvenile court made a credibility determination in the state’s favor. 



The state presented sufficient evidence to establish that the juvenile concealed the handgun where the arresting officers testified that the juvenile had a sweatshirt and work apron tightly pressed against her abdomen so as to conceal the handgun within her waistband. 




The juvenile court’s decision to reject the juvenile’s duress defense was not against the weight of the evidence where the juvenile presented no evidence to establish the fifth element of duress (i.e., imminent harm leaving no alternative but compliance). 



The juvenile court’s finding that the juvenile knowingly concealed a handgun was supported by sufficient evidence where the juvenile testified that she placed a handgun in her waistband and the arresting officers testified that the juvenile had her sweatshirt and work apron pressed tightly against her abdomen so as to conceal the handgun in her waistband. 




The juvenile court did not err by denying the juvenile’s motion for dismissal under Juv.R. 29(F)(2)(d), despite the fact that the juvenile’s older brother pressured her to commit the offense, and the fact that she had no prior criminal record, because the decision to grant dismissal under Juv.R. 29(F)(2)(d) is within the sound discretion of the juvenile court. 

JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED
JUDGES:
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