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SUMMARY:

The trial court erred in admitting other-acts evidence of prior crimes committed by defendant to show proof of defendant’s identity, because the prior crimes did not share common features with the crimes for which defendant was on trial and did not establish a scheme or plan identifiable only to defendant where the only common feature of the crimes was that they involved the robberies of drug dealers; however, the error was not prejudicial in light of the other evidence of defendant’s guilt.
The trial court did not abuse its discretion in responding to a question from the jury by reading back to the jury during deliberations a portion of the testimony of a state’s witness.  
Because the photographic lineup from which the state’s witness identified defendant was not unduly suggestive, the trial court did not err in failing to grant the defendant’s motion to suppress the eyewitness identification.  

JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED 
JUDGES:
OPINION by HENDON, P.J.; CUNNINGHAM and STAUTBERG, JJ., CONCUR.  
