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SUMMARY:

The trial court did not err by allowing multiple hearsay statements into evidence where defendant did not object and did not raise plain error on appeal.  
The trial court erred in admitting a hearsay statement on the basis that the statement was admissible for its effect on the listener where the declarant took no action, but the error was harmless.  
The trial court did not err in admitting witness testimony offered to explain the investigation because it was nonhearsay, where the testimony was relevant, the testimony was more probative than prejudicial, and the testimony did not connect the defendant to the crime.  
The trial court did not commit plain error by admitting statements made to a social worker for the purposes of medical diagnosis and treatment because they were admissible under Evid.R. 803(4).  
The trial court erred in admitting the therapist’s testimony to bolster the victim’s credibility, but the error was harmless where the victim testified, allowing the jury to ascertain the victim’s credibility.
Defense counsel was not ineffective for failing to challenge the therapist’s testimony and the Mayerson Center report because the evidence was admissible under Evid.R. 803(4).  
Counsel was not ineffective for failing to object to the State’s written timeline and agreeing to admit the transcript of the Mayerson Center interview where both exhibits were demonstrative in nature to aid the jury, the timeline mirrored the indictment, the defendant did not allege any difference between the video and the transcript, and the defendant did not establish that he was prejudiced by the evidence.  
Counsel was not ineffective for failing to object to the victim’s testimony that attending court proceedings was a financial burden where defense counsel used the testimony to undermine the victim’s credibility.
Defendant failed to demonstrate that cumulative errors denied him of due process and a fair trial where he failed to establish a reasonable probability the outcome would have been different after viewing the harmless errors cumulatively.

The State did not fail to disclose exculpatory evidence in violation of Brady v. Maryland, 373 U.S. 83 (1963), where the evidence was disclosed during the trial, the evidence was not material to guilt or punishment, and the evidence related to an unsuccessful investigative attempt.
Defendant’s convictions were not against the manifest weight of the evidence where the factfinder believed the victim’s testimony.
The trial court erred in imposing consecutive sentences where the court failed to make the requisite findings under R.C. 2919.14 (C)(4) prior  to imposing consecutive sentences.
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED IN PART, REVERSED IN PART, AND CAUSE           REMANDED
JUDGES:
OPINION by ZAYAS, P.J.; NESTOR and MOORE, JJ., CONCUR.
