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SUMMARY:




Counsel was not ineffective for failing to seek the severance of a weapons-under-disability charge from a murder charge for trial where the evidence for each offense was simple and direct so that the jury was capable of segregating the proof required for each offense.  



Counsel was not ineffective for failing to request that a weapons-under-disability charge be tried to the court where such a decision is within the realm of trial strategy.



Defendant did not establish that his counsel was ineffective for failing to have him plead guilty to a weapons-under-disability charge where the record failed to demonstrate that defendant would have been willing to plead guilty to the charge. 



While counsel may have been ineffective for allowing the details of defendant’s three prior juvenile adjudications to be admitted into evidence rather than offering to stipulate to the fact of one prior adjudication for the purposes of a weapons-under-disability charge, the evidence of defendant’s guilt was so overwhelming that there was no reasonable probability that the result of the trial was affected.



The discussion of defendant’s prior adjudications during defense counsel’s opening statement was sound trial strategy and did not amount to ineffective assistance of counsel.



The decision of trial counsel to change strategy from claiming that defendant had not committed the shooting to claiming that he had shot the victim accidentally was not ineffective assistance where counsel’s strategy changed due to the way the evidence was developed at trial.



Counsel was not ineffective for failing to file a motion to suppress the statement defendant made to police because such a motion would have been denied.



Counsel’s concession that defendant committed the weapons-under-disability offense was not ineffective assistance where his conviction was a foregone conclusion, and the concession allowed counsel to concentrate on the main points of his defense of the murder charge.



Counsel did not prejudice defendant by the cumulative effect of counsel’s deficient conduct where the evidence against defendant was overwhelming.




The trial court did not commit plain error by admitting the details of defendant’s three prior juvenile adjudications where the evidence against him was overwhelming and he could not show that the admission of the details affected the outcome of the trial.




The trial court did not abuse its discretion when it denied defendant’s request for an instruction on reckless homicide where the trial court found that the evidence would not have allowed the jury to conclude that defendant had committed that offense.  




A note passed from defendant to another inmate was properly authenticated where the state claimed only that defendant was the source of the note and not its author, and the witness testified that defendant had handed the note to him. 




Defendant’s conviction for murder was based on sufficient evidence and was not against the manifest weight of the evidence where several witnesses testified that defendant had shot the victim, the shooting was recorded by surveillance cameras, and defendant had admitted to the shooting in a statement to police.  
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED
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