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SUMMARY:





The admission of facially incriminating statements of two codefendants at a joint trial before a magistrate did not violate the defendant’s Sixth Amendment right to confront witnesses, but the use of the codefendants’ statements as substantive evidence against the defendant did give rise to a Confrontation Clause violation.




Where the defendant failed to object, pursuant to Juv.R. 40, to the magistrate’s use of his codefendants’ statements against him, he waived for appellate review all but plain error.  



The use of the codefendants’ statements against the defendant in violation of his Confrontation Clause rights did not rise to the level of plain error, where the state otherwise presented abundant admissible evidence of the defendant’s delinquency.

JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED
JUDGES:
DECISION by CUNNINGHAM, P.J.; SUNDERMANN and HENDON, JJ., CONCUR.
