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SUMMARY:

Where a felony vandalism charge was ignored, then refiled and dismissed, and later refiled as a second-degree misdemeanor criminal-damaging charge, the speedy-trial deadline was the earlier of the speedy-trial deadline for the original felony charge applied from the date of defendant’s arrest on that charge, or the speedy-trial deadline for the lesser charge, applied from the date defendant was charged on the lesser offense; because defendant’s trial occurred before the earlier of the two speedy-trial deadlines, the trial court did not err by denying defendant’s motion to dismiss on speedy-trial grounds.
Defendant’s conviction for criminal damaging was based upon sufficient evidence where the evidence established that he slashed a tire on a company truck without consent.  

Because defendant disputed the amount of restitution, the trial court erred by failing to hold an evidentiary hearing on restitution.

JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED IN PART, SENTENCES REVERSED IN PART, AND CAUSE REMANDED 
JUDGES:
OPINION by MYERS, P.J.; ZAYAS and BERGERON, JJ., CONCUR.
