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JUDGMENT ENTRY. 

  

We consider this appeal on the accelerated calendar, and this judgment entry 

is not an opinion of the court.  See S.Ct.R.Rep.Op. 2; App.R. 11.1(E); 1st Dist. Loc.R. 

11.1.1. 

Following a bench trial, defendant-appellant Zachary Laskey appeals his 

conviction for felonious assault and an accompanying firearm specification.  While 

visiting a discount store, 15-year-old Laricus Seaton spotted Laskey and Donald Hill.  

Hill had previously robbed Seaton.  Laskey and Hill confronted Seaton and a friend 

outside the store about social media postings.  While Laskey stood nearby, Hill shot 

Seaton in the leg.  Seaton and his friend both told police that Laskey had urged Hill 

to shoot Seaton.  The friend reported that Laskey spoke before Hill fired; Seaton 

testified that after Hill had fired, Laskey directed Hill to finish Seaton with a shot to 

the head.  Seaton screamed and the perpetrators fled.  Hill was quickly apprehended.  

Laskey initially denied his involvement in the matter.  At trial, however, he admitted 

accompanying Hill but claimed that he had not instructed Hill to shoot Seaton. 
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In his two interrelated assignments of error, Laskey challenges the weight and 

sufficiency of the evidence adduced to support his conviction.  Our review of the 

entire record fails to persuade us that the trial court, acting as the trier of fact, clearly 

lost its way and created such a manifest miscarriage of justice that the conviction 

must be reversed and a new trial ordered.  See State v. Thompkins, 78 Ohio St.3d 

380, 387, 678 N.E.2d 541 (1997).   

The trial court was entitled to reject Laskey’s contention that he had merely 

accompanied Hill to confront the victim, and that he had said nothing while Hill shot 

the victim.  But the state presented ample evidence, including the testimony of 

Seaton and his friend, that Laskey had urged Hill to shoot the victim.  From Laskey’s 

long-standing relationship with Hill, his presence and conduct as a lookout at the 

assault, and his statement to Hill, whether made before or after Hill had shot the 

victim, the trial court was free to conclude that Laskey had aided and abetted Hill in 

the offense of felonious assault.  See R.C. 2923.03(A)(2); see also State v. Johnson, 

93 Ohio St.3d 240, 245, 754 N.E.2d 796 (2001);  State v. DeHass, 10 Ohio St.2d 230, 

227 N.E.2d 212 (1967), paragraph one of the syllabus.   

Moreover, the record reflects substantial, credible evidence from which the 

court could have reasonably concluded that all elements of the charged crime of 

felonious assault with a firearm had been proved beyond a reasonable doubt.  

See R.C. 2903.11(A) and 2923.03(A)(2); see also State v. Conway, 108 Ohio St.3d 

214, 2006-Ohio-791, 842 N.E.2d 996, ¶ 36.  The first and second assignments of 

error are overruled. 

Therefore, the judgment of the trial court is affirmed. 
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Further, a certified copy of this judgment entry shall constitute the mandate, 

which shall be sent to the trial court under App.R. 27.  Costs should be taxed under 

App.R. 24. 

 

FISCHER, P.J., HENDON and CUNNINGHAM, JJ. 

To the clerk: 

 Enter upon the journal of the court on March 4, 2016 
 
per order of the court ____________________________. 
            Presiding Judge 


