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SUMMARY:

Defendant was denied his right to cross-examination where the trial court did not allow him to try to draw out testimony that would have, according to defendant’s proffer, cast doubt on the state’s case against him and where the desired cross-examination did not raise concerns of harassment, prejudice, confusion of the issues, or witness safety, and was not repetitive or only marginally relevant.

The trial court’s error in restricting defendant’s right to cross-examination was harmless beyond a reasonable doubt where, considering the cross-examination that was allowed and the strength of the state’s case, the damaging potential of defendant’s proffer was negligible, at best. 

Testimony explaining when a letter was received and by whom, and where the letter had been until it had been turned over to police for testing was sufficient to prove a chain-of-custody.

A letter referencing the crimes at issue was properly authenticated as being written by the defendant where there was testimony that the letter, which contained defendant’s fingerprint, had been received by a witness within a few weeks of the crimes.

Matters outside the record cannot be reviewed on direct appeal.
Defendant’s claim of judicial bias fails where there is no evidence in the record that the trial judge reached any decision based on bias against defendant.

JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED
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OPINION by MILLER, J.; ZAYAS, P.J., and DETERS, J., CONCUR.
