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SUMMARY:

An in-court identification is admissible if the identification comes from some independent recollection and observation of the accused by the witness as established under the totality of the circumstances; but where a defendant makes no objection to the identification, he has waived the issue absent a showing that the admission of the identification was an obvious error and outcome-determinative.
Where R.C. 2923.03(D) mandates that the trial court caution a jury that the testimony of an accomplice is not inadmissible, but that “the admitted or claimed complicity of a witness may affect his credibility and make his testimony subject to grave suspicion, and require that it be weighed with great caution,” but where the defendant failed to request this instruction or to object in a timely manner to the instructions actually given, the court’s failure to give the instruction did not rise to the level of plain error:  the defendant’s statement to police corroborated much of the accomplice’s testimony; and the trial court provided the jury with a lengthy general instruction on witness credibility that informed the jury to consider any witness’s interest and bias, as well as the facts and circumstances surrounding the witness’s testimony, in deciding matters of weight and credibility.
Where the trial court failed to properly inform the defendant at sentencing that he would be subject to postrelease control upon the completion of his period of incarceration for various felony offenses, the sentences imposed were void, and the case must be remanded for a new sentencing hearing as if no sentences had originally been imposed. 
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