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SUMMARY:

The trial court properly denied the defendant’s motion for a judgment of acquittal for the charge of having an unlawful interest in a public contract, in violation of R.C. 2921.42(A)(1), where the defendant public official used her authority or the influence of her office to try to maintain the continued employment of her brother.
The trial court did not commit plain error in ordering the jury to be polled after accepting the verdict for only one count of a multiple-count indictment, allowing the jury to continue to deliberate on the other counts without publishing the verdict, and then publishing the verdict without polling the jury a second time after the jury had deadlocked on the other counts, because neither R.C. 2945.77 nor Crim.R. 31(D) requires that the jury verdict be read in open court prior to polling the jury.
The defendant was not entitled to a new trial based on claims that the state’s closing argument was improper where, taken in the context of a lengthy and contentious trial, the comments complained of were not so egregious that they deprived the defendant of a fair trial.
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED
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