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Stanley Body (Body) appeals from the trial court’s judgment after a jury trial convicting 

him of first degree robbery and armed criminal action.  The State presented evidence that the 
victim of the crime, Raymond Burrows (Burrows), identified Body in both photo and physical 
lineups as the individual who robbed him.  On appeal, Body argues that the trial court erred in 
allowing the identification testimony because the police procedures used during the photo and 
physical lineups impermissibly suggested to Burrows that Body was his assailant.  Body also 
argues that the trial court erred in admitting the same testimony because Burrows only saw his 
assailant for a limited time, and in poor light, and therefore the identification testimony was 
unreliable, and more prejudicial than probative.   
 
AFFIRMED 
 
 Division IV holds: 1) The record does not contain evidence that the photo and physical 
lineups were conducted using impermissibly suggestive police procedures such that the trial 
court’s decision admitting the identification evidence violated due process. 2) Because Body 
failed to establish that the police utilized suggestive identification procedures, we do not reach 
the issue of whether the trial court should have excluded the identification evidence as unreliable 
under the due process clause.  3) Finally, because Body failed to demonstrate that the 
identification evidence was more prejudicial than probative, the trial court’s decision admitting 
the evidence was not plain error. 
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