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SUMMARY

The Ohio Second District Court of Appeals held that a juvenile receiving a serious youthful offender
disposition is not properly described as having entered a guilty plea or received a conviction. The
court reversed the juvenile court's denial of C.B.G.'s motion to strike those terms from the
dispositional judgment entry and remanded for further proceedings.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE C.B.G. appealed the juvenile court's denial of his motion to strike
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether a juvenile court may describe a child's admission in an SYO proceeding as a guilty plea and
state that the child was convicted of the offense.

2. Whether the juvenile court erred by denying C.B.G.'s motion to strike the terms "guilty," "guilty plea,"
"conviction," and related variations from the dispositional judgment entry.

HOLDINGS

1. A child in juvenile court does not enter a guilty plea or receive a conviction when the child admits acts
that would constitute felonies if committed by an adult, even when the child receives a serious youthful
offender blended sentence.

2. The juvenile court erred by using conviction, convicted, guilty, and guilty plea, or variations thereof, in
the SYO dispositional judgment entry.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“As such, we conclude that the trial court erred by utilizing the words, and any variations thereof,
“conviction,” and “guilty plea” in the juvenile court’s judgment entry.” (¶ 10)

“For the reasons previously explained, a child in the juvenile court does not plead guilty and is not convicted
of a crime when the child admits he committed acts that would constitute felonies if committed by an adult,
even when he receives an SYO blended sentence.” (¶ 9)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

C.B.G. was 17 when charged in juvenile court with conduct that would constitute second-degree-felony
felonious assault if committed by an adult. Although the State initially sought transfer for adult prosecution, it
withdrew that motion, and C.B.G. admitted the offense with a serious youthful offender specification. The
juvenile court imposed a juvenile disposition and a stayed eight-to-ten-year adult prison sentence, but its
judgment entry described C.B.G. as having pleaded guilty and been convicted. The juvenile court denied
C.B.G.'s motion to strike those terms.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A complaint was filed in the Montgomery County Common Pleas Court, Juvenile Division, alleging conduct that
would constitute felonious assault if committed by an adult. The State moved to transfer the case for adult
prosecution, but withdrew that motion. C.B.G. admitted the offense and received a juvenile disposition with a
stayed adult SYO sentence. After the juvenile court denied his motion to remove references to a guilty plea and
conviction from its entry, C.B.G. appealed.
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REMAND INSTRUCTIONS



The matter was remanded for further proceedings consistent with the opinion.
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