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SUMMARY:


Defendant’s conviction for disorderly conduct was supported by sufficient evidence and not contrary to the manifest weight of the evidence where the State presented circumstantial evidence that the victim was inconvenienced, annoyed, or alarmed.
Defendant’s conviction for misdemeanor assault was not contrary to the manifest weight of the evidence where the State presented evidence that defendant did not act in self-defense because he was the initial aggressor and then escalated the situation by introducing a deadly weapon.
The trial court lacked jurisdiction to convict defendant of a duplicative disorderly-conduct charge where the State did not file a valid complaint charging defendant with that offense.
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED IN PART AND VACATED IN PART
JUDGES: 

OPINION by NESTOR, J.; CROUSE P.J., and BOCK, J., CONCUR.
