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SUMMARY:

Defendant failed to show he was prejudiced by the loss of the photo lineups where neither party offered the photo arrays into evidence. 

Defendant did not demonstrate plain error in the trial court’s failure to instruct the jury on constructive possession of the firearm or the police officer’s noncompliance with R.C. 2933.83, the witness-identification statute, where defendant did not show that the outcome of the trial would have been different but for the trial court’s alleged errors.
Defendant’s conviction for having a weapon while under a disability was based on sufficient evidence where the evidence showed that defendant, who had previously been convicted of a felony, was an active participant in beating and robbing the victim, and ordered his accomplice to shoot the victim.  
Indictment of defendant for weapons under disability was proper where defendant was under disability due to a prior felony conviction, was indicted as a principal offender, and constructively possessed the weapon by participating in the aggravated robbery and felonious assault. 

There was no error in having defendant stand trial while wearing a jail uniform where defendant never requested a recess or continuance to obtain different clothing and the court specifically instructed jurors to ignore the fact that defendant was wearing jail clothing. 

Defendant failed to establish trial counsel was ineffective where defendant did not show counsel’s conduct fell below an objective standard of reasonableness or how defendant was prejudiced.
The trial court did not err in failing to merge defendant’s convictions, because the having-weapons-under-a-disability offense was of a dissimilar import from the other offenses where that statute manifests a legislative purpose to punish the act of possessing a firearm while under a disability separately from any offense committed with a firearm, and the aggravated robbery and felonious assault were committed with different conduct where defendant robbed the victim of a cell phone, completing the aggravated robbery, and then told his accomplice to shoot the victim. 
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED 
JUDGES:
OPINION by MOCK, J.; CUNNINGHAM, P.J., and STAUTBERG, J., CONCUR. 
