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  SUMMARY:


Juvenile’s delinquency adjudication for felonious assault was not against the manifest weight of the evidence where the record does not demonstrate that the trial court lost its way in crediting the testimony of the victim.
Where the juvenile court acknowledged that this was the juvenile’s first contact with the juvenile court system but that he had fired a gun four times at the victim, who the juvenile did not know and with little provocation, the juvenile court did not abuse its discretion in imposing a two-year term of commitment to the Department of Youth Services for a facilitation specification. 

R.C. 2152.17(A)(2), which mandates a one-, two-, or three-year commitment to the Department of Youth Services for a facilitation specification, did not violate the Due Process Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment as applied to the juvenile where the 16-year-old, despite having no prior adjudications, chose to fire a gun four times at a stranger with little provocation, where this court has previously held that the mandatory nature of R.C. 2152.17(A)(2) is rationally related to the legitimate governmental purposes of protecting the public and furthering its role as “parens patrie,” see In re D.C., 2019-Ohio-4860 (1st Dist.), and where the juvenile court retained some discretion as to the length of commitment. 

JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED
JUDGES: 

OPINION by BOCK, J; CROUSE, P.J., and NESTOR, J., CONCUR.
