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SUMMARY:

Defendant’s convictions for cruelty to companion animals under R.C. 959.131(D)(1) were supported by sufficient evidence and were not against the manifest weight of the evidence where testimony established that defendant was the custodian or caretaker of the animals and that he tortured, tormented, or committed an act of cruelty against them.  
The trial court did not err in admitting a witness’s in-court identification of defendant based on a telephone call between the witness and defendant where the person to whom the witness spoke on the phone identified himself as the defendant and provided a social security number that the witness verified belonged to the defendant.

The trial court erred in determining that statements made to a deputy were nonhearsay statements that were offered to explain subsequent police conduct because the statements connected defendant to the offenses, but admission of the hearsay statements was harmless error where defendant admitted to ownership of the animals and to his inability to care for them.
The trial court erred in admitting evidence of the conditions of other animals that were not the subject of the offenses where the evidence was irrelevant and in violation of Evid.R. 404(B), but admission of this evidence was harmless error where the record contained ample evidence that the animals that were the subject of the offense were malnourished and were kept in filthy conditions and where defendant admitted to ownership of the animals and to his inability to care for them.  
JUDGMENT:
            AFFIRMED
JUDGES:
OPINION by MYERS, J.; ZAYAS, P.J., and BERGERON, J., CONCUR.  
