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SUMMARY:
The juvenile’s adjudications of delinquency for acts which, had they been committed by an adult, would have constituted trafficking in a counterfeit controlled substance, possession of a counterfeit controlled substance, and possession of drug paraphernalia were based upon sufficient evidence and were not against the manifest weight of the evidence where officers discovered substances on the juvenile’s person that resembled controlled substances in their appearance and the manner in which they were packaged, the juvenile admitted to creating the substances, and a digital scale was discovered on the juvenile’s person contemporaneous with the discovery of the counterfeit controlled substances.
The juvenile failed to prove beyond a reasonable doubt that the term “make” as used in R.C. 2925.37(B) is unconstitutionally vague where the juvenile’s conduct clearly fell within the common definition and meaning attributed to “make,” and R.C. 2925.37(B) incorporates an objective standard by only prohibiting substances that a reasonable person would believe to be drugs, enumerates specific factors for the fact finder to consider in determining whether a substance is a counterfeit controlled substance, and requires a mental state of knowingly.  
JUDGMENTS:
AFFIRMED
JUDGES:
OPINION by CROUSE, J.; MYERS, P.J., and WINKLER, J., CONCUR.

