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SUMMARY:
 



There was probable cause to believe that the juvenile defendant had a firearm on or about his person and used it in the commission of an armed robbery where the record contains evidence that the victim of the armed robbery observed that at least two of the four robbers had guns, guns that were within the reach of the juvenile were recovered from a vehicle in which the juvenile was a passenger immediately after the robbery, and there were four guns in the vehicle, one for each participant in the robbery.



For purposes of R.C. 2152.12(A), a “case” is defined as those charges that arose from a common nucleus of operative facts, regardless of whether the charges were filed under a single case number from a single complaint.



Ohio’s mandatory-transfer scheme does not violate the Due Process or Equal Protection Clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution, or Article I, Sections 2 and 16 of the Ohio Constitution.



Where the trial court determined that defendant was entitled to a certain number of days of jail-time credit, the court erred in failing to include the number of days of credit in its sentencing entry, and the cause must be remanded for the trial court to correct the error in a nunc pro tunc entry.




Counsel was not ineffective for failing to raise a constitutional challenge that would not have succeeded.

Defendant’s claim of ineffective assistance of counsel was rendered moot where the alleged deficient performance related to an assignment of error that was sustained on appeal.
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED AND CAUSE REMANDED 
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