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Richard Reynolds (“Reynolds” or “Appellant”) appeals from the jury verdict convicting 
him of first degree murder, first degree assault, two counts of armed criminal action, and 
unlawful use of a weapon. Reynolds raises three points on appeal. He argues that the trial court: 
(1) plainly erred in allowing convictions for both armed criminal action and unlawful use of a 
weapon as they constitute cumulative punishment in violation of his right to be free from double 
jeopardy; (2) plainly erred in dismissing two female jurors from the venire panel in violation of 
his rights to due process and a fair trial by an impartial jury; and (3) clearly erred in overruling 
his Batson objection to the prosecutor’s peremptory strike of an African-American male juror 
from the venire panel. Reynolds does not challenge the sufficiency of the evidence. 
 
AFFIRMED. 
 
DIVISION THREE HOLDS: (1) The trial court did not plainly err by convicting Reynolds of 
both armed criminal action and unlawful use of a weapon for discharging a firearm at a vehicle 
because these convictions did not impose cumulative punishment in violation of the right to be 
free from double jeopardy. (2) We decline plain error review because Reynolds’ claim fails to 
establish substantial grounds for believing that the trial court’s decision to dismiss two female 
jurors from the venire panel resulted in manifest injustice or miscarriage of justice. (3) The trial 
court did not err in denying Reynolds’ Batson motion because the court’s determination that 
there was no purposeful discrimination was not clearly erroneous. 
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