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SUMMARY:



Defendant’s conviction for felonious assault was supported by sufficient evidence where the victim suffered horrific injuries, witnesses testified that defendant had admitted he and the victim had gotten into a fight and it had “gotten out of hand,” and the scientific evidence conflicted with defendant’s claim that the victim had been in a fight with a group of girls.



Defendant’s conviction for abduction was supported by sufficient evidence where defendant took the severely injured and unconscious victim to a hotel and then to a series of drug deals before taking her to the hospital.




Defendant’s conviction for tampering with evidence was supported by sufficient evidence where the victim’s clothing and defendant’s jacket were never recovered, defendant attempted to clean blood stains out of the car he had been driving the night the victim was injured, and defendant claimed to have returned the car to its owner, but it was found at his brother’s house.




Defendant’s convictions for reckless homicide and abduction were not allied offenses of similar import where the evidence showed that the victim’s injuries were so severe, she should have been immediately taken to a hospital, but defendant continued to restrain her liberty by force by repeatedly taking her from place to place over the course of 11 hours.



The trial court did not err in imposing consecutive sentences where the record showed that the trial court engaged in the requisite analysis and made the proper findings at the sentencing hearing and in the judgment entry and where the record showing defendant’s lengthy criminal record, the substantial harm suffered by the 16-year-old victim, and his failure to seek medical treatment for the victim supported the trial court’s findings.



Defendant failed to meet his burden to show ineffective assistance of counsel on the ground that counsel failed to engage an independent autopsy expert; the decision to call an expert witness is generally a matter of trial strategy and any testimony the expert would have provided was purely speculative.
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED
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