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SUMMARY:

Defendant’s money-laundering conviction under R.C. 1315.55(A)(1) was based upon sufficient evidence and was not against the manifest weight of the evidence where the defendant supplied counterfeit currency to individuals who then tendered it to a retailer to illegally obtain merchandise, returned the stolen merchandise to the retailer with the purchase receipts, and received United States currency in exchange for the returned stolen items.

Defendant’s telecommunications-fraud conviction was based upon sufficient evidence and was not against the manifest weight of the evidence where the defendant had devised a scheme whereby, at his direction and with his cooperation, a codefendant used his personal identification to return stolen merchandise to a retailer, where the retailer required a customer to produce a driver’s license or identification card, which the retailer would scan through an internet-based system operated by a third-party vendor that monitored customer returns and store inventory, and where in exchange for the nonreceipted merchandise, the retailer issued a store credit card to the codefendant.

The trial court properly sentenced defendant separately for money-laundering, theft, and five counts of telecommunications fraud under R.C. 2941.25 where the offenses were committed separately: the money-laundering conviction was based upon the defendant’s counterfeit-currency operation; his theft conviction was based upon his stealing merchandise from a retailer and then returning the merchandise to the retailer in exchange for store credit; and the telecommunications-fraud convictions were based upon his separate conduct in directing five separate codefendants to engage in fraudulent transactions with their identification cards.
Where the trial court failed to incorporate its consecutive-sentencing findings into the sentencing entry the cause must be remanded for the court to incorporate its findings into the sentencing entry by nunc pro tunc entry. 
JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED AND CAUSE REMANDED
JUDGES:
OPINION by HENDON, P.J.; CUNNINGHAM and MOCK, JJ., CONCUR.
