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SUMMARY:

A first-time in-court identification is not inherently suggestive and unreliable, and due process is not violated when an in-court identification is not preceded by a successful identification in a nonsuggestive procedure or prescreened by the trial court.
Trial counsel’s decision to cross-examine a witness to undermine the witness’s credibility, rather than object to the witness’s testimony, does not constitute ineffective assistance of counsel.

The failure to preserve recorded witness statements did not violate defendant’s right to present a defense or his right to confront witnesses where the state provided written summaries of the statements, and the witnesses’ testimony was consistent with the summaries.

Defendant failed to demonstrate that he was entitled to a mistrial based on a witness’s reference to his prior arrests for drug trafficking, because the jury was presumed to follow the trial court’s multiple curative instructions.

 The trial court did not err by determining that other-acts evidence was admissible where the trial court’s limiting instruction minimized the likelihood of any undue prejudice.
The doctrine of cumulative error is inapplicable where there are not multiple instances of harmless error.

The trial court did not err in imposing a discretionary fine where the trial court considered defendant’s present and future ability to pay the fine. 
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED
JUDGES:
OPINION by ZAYAS, J.; CUNNINGHAM, P.J., and MILLER, J., CONCUR.
