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IRVING, J., FOR THE COURT:
1. This case comes before this Court on gpped from the Y outh Court of Lee County. It isbrought
by MR, aminor, who was adjudged delinquent within the meaning of the Mississppi Y outh Court Act and
was committed to a sate-supported training school. JMR argues that the trid judge erroneoudy
considered facts not brought forth in open court and abused his discretion in ordering MR’ s commitment
to training school.
12. Wefind no error in thetria judge s order and affirm the youth court’ s adjudication.

FACTS



113. JMR was adjudged to be delinquent on October 5, 1999. The trid judge committed him to a
state-supported training school but ordered that transportation to the training school be withheld. Hethen
placed IMR on supervised probation. JMR was adjudged delinquent again on June 6, 2000, and he was
transported to training school. He was later released and placed on supervised probation.

14. On February 26, 2001, a petition was filed aleging that MR violated his probation, committed
burglary and petit larceny. JMR admitted that he was guilty of dl charges againgt him and was adjudged
ddinquent on March 8, 2001. On that same day, adisposition hearing was conducted and thetrid judge
found that there was no other reasonable dternative than training school and that the least redtrictive
dternative consggtent with IMR’s best interest was that he be placed in training school. The trid judge
temporarily suspended transportation to training school because IMR had aleg/ankleinjury and was under
the care of aloca physician and physicd therapist. Thetrid judge withheld transportation for two weeks
S0 further documentation could be submitted on IMR's physical condition.

15. OnApril 5,2001, at thereview hearing to determine IMR’ sphysicd fithessto participateintraining
school programs, testimony was introduced that IMR had attempted suicide and stolen prescription
medication. Additiond evidencewasintroduced whereacounsdor opined that IM R suffered from clinica
depression with suicidd idegtion. JMR was aso deemed by the counsdor to have behaviora problems
due to his depresson including polysubstance abuse. Thetrid judge ordered that IMR be examined to
determine if he was a candidate for the children/adolescence division at amenta hospitd. Hewashdd a
the detention center while he awaited psychologicd and psychiatric evduations. Duly, transportation to
traning school was deferred to determine if IMR came under the mentdly ill commitment guidelines.

T6. Thetrid judge held other review hearings to determine if IMR was sufficiently able mentally and

physicaly to be transported to training school. A find review hearing was held by the trid judge on May



21, 2001. At that time, evidence was introduced from mental hedth personnd recommending that IMR
be dlowed to continue psychiatric treetment and not sent to training school. At the conclusion of this
hearing, the trid judge authorized transportation of MR to training school .
ANALYSISAND DISCUSSION OF THE ISSUE
Commitment to Training School
17. An appdlate court's review of youth court casesislimited. In the Interest of SB., 566 So. 2d
1276, 1278 (Miss. 1990).
We congder dl the evidence before the Y outh Court in the light most favorableto the State. If the
evidence so consdered is opposed to the adjudication of the Y outh Court with such force that
reasonable men could not havefound asthe Y outh Court did beyond areasonable doubt, we must
reverse. Ontheother hand, if thereissubgtantia evidencein therecord supporting the adjudication
of the Youth Court, evidence of such qudity and weight that, having in mind the beyond a
reasonable doubt burden of proof standard, the Y outh Court might reasonably haveruled asit did,
we mugt afirm.
Id.
The standard of review by an gppellate court in Missssippi isto grant great authority and wide discretion
to theyouth court in delinquency casesand dispogition orders. Inthe Interest of T.D.B., 446 So. 2d 598,
599 (Miss. 1984).
T18. JMR contends that the trid judge improperly considered facts that were not a part of the record
and therefore the court’s decison to commit him to training school was an ause of discretion and
condtitutes revergble error.  One argument IMR makes to support his clam of error by the trid judge
explansthat thetrid judgeimproperly considered factsthat were brought forth during the proceedingsheld
in open court on May 21, 2001. Specificaly, MR cites to the tria judge’ s mentioning that he had

received phone cdlsfrom “ peoplein the community” informing him that MR’ sleg was not injured and that

JMR had been seen jumping on atrampoline.



T9. The State argues in its brief that the issue raised by IMR ismoot because, according to the State,
JMR has dready been to, and released from, the training school. However, it isnot clear from the record
when JIMR was transported to training school nor when, or if, he has been released. Consequently, we
decline the State's urging that no issue remains for our review. We address the issue on its merits.

110. Wefird notethat IMR does not quote thetrid judge completely and misconstruesthetrid judge's
satements. The trid judge specificaly sad that he gave greater weight and credibility to the doctor’s
reports than he did to what the community was reporting back to him.  To quote directly from the
transcript, the tria judge stated subsequently after remarking on the phone cdlsthat “that is not what the
doctor’ sreport said, so | took the doctor’ sreport more seriousthan | did what some of the neighborhood
people were telling me about you.” Moreover, the trid judge affirmed at this hearing that he only delayed
transportatior because JM.R. was injured and he was giving JM.R. an opportunity to get some
counsding. Thetrid judge repeatedly stated throughout the digposition hearing and review hearings that
he did what he thought was in JM.R.’s best interest and that he could not find any least redtrictive
dternative than commitment to traning school.

11. As we have previoudy mentioned, our standard of review is to alow the youth court wide
discretion. The second argument made in support of the issue JM.R. raised explainsthat thetria judge's
commitment of JM.R. to training school was an abuse of discretion. We disagree. There is substantia
evidence in the record to support his order to commit JM.R. to training school. On two prior occasions,
JM.R. had been adjudicated delinquent. Moreover, JM.R. admitted to viol ating probation and committing
the crimes of burglary and petit larceny. Other digposition dternatives had been utilized in the past with
JM.R., and the trid judge found commitment to training school was in JM.R.’s best interest. JM.R.

maintains that the trid judge improperly consdered community hearsay in the digposition hearing, but that



is not evidenced in the record. The trid judge at the disposition hearing on March 8, 2001, committed
JM.R. totraining school. Throughout thereview hearingsto determine JM.R.’ sphysicd and mentd fitness
to attend training school, thetrid judge repesatedly affirmed that transportation to training school wasbeing
held in abeyance and that the order was not being vacated. We find nothing inappropriate about the trid
judge'sstatements made at theMay 21, 2001 review hearing, but even if the commentswereinappropriate,
no prgudice atached. ThisCourt findsthat thetrid judge did not err nor abuse hisdiscretionin committing
JM.R. to training school. Therefore, we affirm the trid judge.

112. THE JUDGMENT OF THE YOUTH COURT OF LEE COUNTY ADJUDICATING
J.M.R. TO BE DELINQUENT AND COMMITTING HIM TO A STATE-SUPPORTED
TRAINING SCHOOL ISAFFIRMED. COSTSOF THISAPPEAL ARE ASSESSED TO LEE

COUNTY.

McMILLIN, CJ., KING AND SOUTHWICK, P.JJ., BRIDGES, THOMAS, LEE,
MYERS, CHANDLER AND BRANTLEY, JJ., CONCUR.



