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SUMMARY:



The trial court did not abuse its discretion in allowing the state’s lay witness to testify that store merchandise was recovered from defendant where that testimony was based on the observation of the witness.  
Defendant’s conviction for theft was based on sufficient evidence and was not against the manifest weight of the evidence where store surveillance footage showed defendant gathering merchandise and a store employee testified that merchandise that had not been paid for was recovered from defendant. 
JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED 
JUDGES:
OPINION by BOCK, J.; CROUSE, P.J., and WINKLER, J., CONCUR.
