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SUMMARY

The Seventh District Court of Appeals of Ohio affirmed a juvenile court judgment adjudicating J.C.
delinquent for sexual imposition under R.C. 2907.06(A) and (C). The court held that sufficient

evidence supported the finding of sexual contact and the required purpose of sexual arousal or

gratification, and that the adjudication was not against the manifest weight of the evidence.
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affirmed

J.C. appealed from a juvenile court judgment finding him guilty of
sexual imposition, adjudicating him a delinquent child, and sentencing

him to a minimum of 90 days of probation after a contested hearing.

For sufficiency, the court viewed the evidence in the light most
favorable to the prosecution and asked whether any rational trier of
fact could have found the essential elements proven beyond a
reasonable doubt. For manifest weight, the court reviewed the entire
record, weighed the evidence and reasonable inferences, considered
witness credibility, and asked whether the trier of fact clearly lost its

way and created a manifest miscarriage of justice.
published and precedential
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appellate procedure standard of review
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether sufficient evidence supported J.C.'s adjudication as a delinquent child for sexual imposition
under R.C. 2907.06(A) and (C).

2. Whether the adjudication for sexual imposition was against the manifest weight of the evidence.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was sufficient for a rational trier of fact to find beyond a reasonable doubt that J.C.
committed sexual imposition, including sexual contact with the victim that J.C. knew would be offensive
or as to which he was reckless, and that the contact was made for the purpose of sexual arousal or

gratification.

2. The adjudication was not against the manifest weight of the evidence because the juvenile court did not
clearly lose its way in resolving conflicts and crediting the State's witnesses.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“When a court reviews a record for sufficiency, ‘[t]he relevant inquiry is whether, after viewing the evidence

in a light most favorable to the prosecution, any rational trier of fact could have found the essential elements
of the crime proven beyond a reasonable doubt.’” (/ 10)

“In determining whether a criminal conviction is against the manifest weight of the evidence, an Appellate
court must review the entire record, weigh the evidence and all reasonable inferences, consider the credibility
of witnesses, and determine whether, in resolving conflicts in the evidence, the trier of fact clearly lost its way

and created such a manifest miscarriage of justice that the conviction must be reversed.” (Y 10)

“A conviction “does not require proof of actual arousal or gratification.”” (Y 24)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

At Stanton Elementary School, J.C. and the victim were seated with other juveniles at a lunch table when J.C.
allegedly said, "Give me those balls," and reached down toward the victim's private region. The victim testified
that J.C. grabbed his arm and tried to touch his private parts, while an investigating detective testified that the
victim and at least one other juvenile reported the touching and that two juveniles heard J.C.'s statement. J.C.

denied touching the victim's private parts and claimed he was tickling the victim on the side and stomach, but the
juvenile court credited the State's evidence.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A delinquency complaint charged J.C. with third-degree-misdemeanor sexual imposition under R.C. 2907.06(A)
and (C). After a contested hearing, the Jefferson County Court of Common Pleas, Juvenile Division, found J.C.

guilty, adjudicated him delinquent, imposed probation and related conditions, and entered judgment on August



20, 2025. J.C. timely appealed, challenging the sufficiency and manifest weight of the evidence; the Court of
Appeals affirmed.
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