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SUMMARY:

The stop of the vehicle in which defendant was a passenger did not violate his Fourth Amendment rights where the police officer had authority under former R.C. 2935.03(E)(3) to stop the vehicle on the streets immediately adjacent to the boundaries of his jurisdiction.
The continued detention of defendant after the stop of the vehicle did not violate defendant’s Fourth Amendment rights where the stop lasted only a couple of minutes, defendant made furtive movements, and the officer discovered a warrant in the same name as the defendant’s, even though the warrant was actually for the defendant’s father, and where the police officer acted in good faith.

Defendant’s arrest did not violate his Fourth Amendment rights because the police officer had probable cause to arrest defendant where, after the officer had ordered the defendant to get out of the vehicle for safety reasons, defendant volunteered that he had a handgun concealed in the waistband of his pants.
Defendant was not denied the effective assistance of counsel even though counsel did not file a motion to suppress on the basis that the stop of the vehicle was illegal where the police officer had been outside his jurisdiction when he had stopped the vehicle, because that motion would not have been successful.

Defendant could be convicted of both carrying a concealed weapon and having weapons while under a disability because the having-weapons-while-under-a-disability statute manifests a legislative intent to punish the act of possession of a firearm while under a disability separately from any offense committed with a firearm, and therefore, the two offenses were of dissimilar import.

The trial court did not err in imposing consecutive sentences where it made the required findings to justify consecutive sentences, announced the findings at the sentencing hearing, and incorporated them into the sentencing entry.

JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED AND CAUSE REMANDED
JUDGES:
OPINION by MOCK, J.; FISCHER, P.J., and HENDON, J., CONCUR. 
