NOT FI NAL UNTI L TIME EXPI RES
TO FI LE REHEARI NG MOTI ON
AND, | F FILED, DI SPOSED OF

I N THE DI STRI CT COURT OF APPEAL
OF FLORI DA
THI RD DI STRI CT

JULY TERM A. D. 2002

SAMUEL M LSON, **
Appel | ant, ** CASE NO. 3D01- 3070
VS. ** LOVER
TRI BUNAL NO. 98-10351
THE STATE OF FLORI DA, *x
Appel | ee. **

Opi nion filed Decenber 18, 2002.

An Appeal from the Circuit Court for Dade County, Kevin
Emas, Judge.

Bennett H. Brummer, Public Defender, and Harvey J. Sepler,
Assi stant Public Defender, for appellant.

Ri chard E. Doran, Attorney General, and M chael J. Nei mand

Assi stant Attorney General, and Alison F. Smth, Certified Legal
I ntern, for appell ee.

Bef ore JORGENSON, FLETCHER, and RAM REZ, JJ.

PER CURI AM

Def endant appeal s froma judgnment of conviction and sentence



for two counts of second degree nurder with a firearm We
affirm

The trial court did not abuse its discretioninallowngthe
State to use a “power point” presentation in closing argunment to

illustrate a verdict form See Brown v. State, 550 So. 2d 527,

528 (Fla. 1st DCA 1989) (holding that “[t]he determ nation as to
whet her to allow the use of a denonstrative exhibit is a matter
within the trial court’s discretion” so long as the exhibit
constitutes “an accurate and reasonable reproduction of the
obj ect involved.”).

We find no merit in the remnining points on appeal, as the

errors, if any, were harmess. See State v. DiGuilio, 491 So.

2d 1129 (Fla. 1986).

AFFI RMED.



