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SUMMARY:


The trial court did not deprive defendant of a fair trial when it compelled him to wear the same clothes for four consecutive days of trial. 
The trial court did not err in denying defendant’s motion to dismiss the complaint on speedy-trial grounds:  the state’s inaction was not enough to outweigh the absence of particularized trial prejudice.
Sufficient testimony from the victim was presented to authenticate the duplicate recordings of phone calls between the victim and defendant.

The trial court did not err in permitting the victim to testify about defendant’s threats and other acts of domestic violence where the evidence was not premised on improper character inferences and was probative of the victim’s credibility.

JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED
JUDGES:
OPINION by CROUSE, J.; ZAYAS, P.J., and MYERS, J., CONCUR. 

