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SUMMARY:


Defendant’s conviction for criminal trespass was based on sufficient evidence where the record demonstrated that defendant was asked by police to leave the premises, a public park, several times and that the officer had the authority to revoke defendant’s privilege to remain in the park.
Based on the totality of defendant’s conduct, defendant’s use of “fighting words” was sufficient to support her conviction for disorderly conduct; and body camera footage showing defendant’s use of the “fighting words” in a public park surrounded by alarmed children and other park patrons demonstrated that her conviction was not against the manifest weight of the evidence.  

Defendant’s conviction for resisting arrest was supported by sufficient evidence and was not against the manifest weight of the evidence where there was a lawful basis for her arrest:  defendant’s conduct amounted to two arrestable offenses, criminal trespass and disorderly conduct, and the police officer’s use of force after defendant’s resistance did not demonstrate the affirmative defense of excessive force. 
The trial court did not err in dismissing defendant’s motion for a new trial based on alleged prosecutorial misconduct where the motion was untimely filed. 
Defendant could not demonstrate prosecutorial misconduct for withholding materially exculpatory evidence where defendant failed to show that evidence of prior citizen complaints filed against a police officer was materially exculpatory.
JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED
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