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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Ohio held that a juvenile court’s finding of probable cause is a jurisdictional
prerequisite to transferring an act charged to adult court under R.C. 2152.12. The adult court’s
jurisdiction is limited to acts charged for which the juvenile court found probable cause, and a
bindover does not authorize prosecution of charges lacking such a finding. The court addressed
Nicholas Smith’s challenge to adult-court convictions arising from charges and firearm specifications

that the juvenile court had rejected for lack of probable cause.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether a juvenile court may conduct an amenability determination for an act charged without first
finding probable cause to believe that the juvenile committed that act.

2. Whether a juvenile court's transfer of a case to adult court confers jurisdiction over charges and firearm

specifications for which the juvenile court found no probable cause.

3. Whether the adult court had subject-matter jurisdiction over Counts 4, 6, 7, and 8 and the firearm

specifications in Smith's indictment and conviction.

HOLDINGS

1. A finding of probable cause is a jurisdictional prerequisite to transferring a juvenile to adult court for
prosecution of an act charged. For a discretionary bindover, the juvenile court must find probable cause

before determining whether the juvenile is amenable to care or rehabilitation within the juvenile system.

2. A juvenile court may transfer a case or matter to adult court, but the adult court's jurisdiction is limited

to the acts charged for which the juvenile court found probable cause.

3. The General Division of the Cuyahoga County Court of Common Pleas lacked subject-matter
jurisdiction over Counts 4, 6, 7, and 8 and the firearm specifications because the juvenile court found no

probable cause for those acts and specifications.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“we hold that a juvenile court’s amenability determination with regard to an act that is charged in the juvenile
court is first subject to a finding that there is probable cause to believe that the child committed the act
charged and that a transfer of the acts charged to adult court confers jurisdiction to adjudicate only the acts

charged for which probable cause has been found by the juvenile court.” (9 26)

“Therefore, a juvenile court may transfer a case or a matter to adult court, but the adult court’s jurisdiction is

limited to the acts charged for which probable cause was found.” ( 29)

“A finding of probable cause is a jurisdictional prerequisite under R.C. 2152.12 to transferring a child to

adult court for prosecution of an act charged.” (9 44)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Sixteen-year-old Nicholas Smith and another juvenile allegedly confronted two women in Cleveland, took a
purse and cellphone, obtained vehicle keys, and drove away in one woman's car. Police tracked the cellphone
and found it in Smith's pocket shortly after the incident. The juvenile court found probable cause for aggravated
robbery and grand theft but not for several other counts, firearm specifications, or related offenses, then

transferred Smith to adult court after finding him not amenable to juvenile rehabilitation.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Smith was charged in juvenile court with eight counts arising from an alleged robbery and related conduct. The
juvenile court found probable cause for aggravated robbery and grand theft, found no probable cause for several
other counts and firearm specifications, determined that Smith was not amenable to juvenile rehabilitation, and
transferred the case to adult court. The adult grand jury indicted Smith on the original charges plus an escape
charge; Smith pleaded guilty to amended charges and received an aggregate nine-year prison sentence. The

Eighth District affirmed, but the Supreme Court of Ohio reversed, vacated the conviction, and remanded.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The judgment of the court of appeals was reversed, Smith's conviction was vacated, and the cause was remanded
to the trial court for further proceedings consistent with the opinion.
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