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MEMORANDUM.

In this gpped of right from his jury conviction for one count of second degree crimina sexud
conduct, defendant contends that the prosecutor deprived him of a fair tria by repeatedly asking
defendant, on cross-examination, whether in various particulars other witnesses, whose testimony
defendant disputed, were lying. There was never any objection to thisline of questioning.

When the same issue was presented to the trid court in a motion for new trid, the trid judge
noted that defendant had dealt with the questions very wdll, and accordingly the trid judge could find no
prgudice. Because of the lack of objection, the issue must be regarded as unpreserved,
noncongtitutional error. Had defendant objected, he would be required to show unfair prejudice to
obtain gppdlate relief on this issue.  People v Buckey, 424 Mich 1, 17; 378 NW2d 432 (1985).
However, as unpreserved, noncondtitutiond error, defendant must show that the error was outcome
determinative.  People v Grant, 445 Mich 535, 553; 520 NW2d 1 (1994). Defendant, however,
identifies no such sgnificant prejudice, and accordingly no basis for appellate relief has been established.

Affirmed.
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