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SUMMARY:



The juvenile defendant’s guilty plea to aggravated robbery in the general division of the common pleas court did not waive his constitutional challenge to Ohio’s bindover statutes, because a counseled guilty plea waives issues of factual guilt but does not preclude a challenge to the constitutionality of a statute based upon the premise that the juvenile may not be convicted in adult court regardless of factual guilt.



Ohio’s mandatory-bindover statutes do not violate due process:  there is no procedural-due-process right to an individualized amenability determination in juvenile court, and the General Assembly had a rational basis for enacting the mandatory-bindover statutes. 



The mandatory-bindover statutes are rationally related to a legitimate governmental purpose and do not violate equal protection. 




Mandatory bindover does not constitute punishment as contemplated by the Eighth Amendment’s ban on cruel and unusual punishment; it simply changes the forum in which punishment is determined.




The trial court did not abuse its discretion in transferring the juvenile defendant’s robbery case to the general division of the common pleas court where the juvenile court considered the R.C. 2151.12(D) and (E) factors, including the testimony of a juvenile court psychologist, the details of the robbery charge, and the defendant’s age, history of disruptive behavior, substance-abuse problem and unsuccessful prior treatment.
JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED 
JUDGES:
OPINION by DEWINE, J.; CUNNINGHAM, P.J., and STAUTBERG, J., CONCUR.
