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Arthur Reed (Reed) appeals from a judgment of conviction for burglary in the second
degree, resisting arrest, stealing under $500, trespassing in the first degree, and property damage
in the second degree.

AFFIRMED.

Division Five Holds: The trial court did not err in: (1) entering the judgment of conviction
because there was sufficient evidence to support a finding of guilt beyond a reasonable doubt for
resisting arrest; (2) allowing hearsay testimony that was cumulative to properly admitted
evidence; (3) denying Reed’s motion for acquittal, because the State presented sufficient
evidence to support convictions for burglary, trespassing, stealing, and property damage, in that
in-court identification is not mandatory where the witness’s total testimony sufficiently identifies
the defendant as the person who committed the crime; and (4) denying Reed’s motion for a new
trial asserting Brady violations,* because the evidence discovered post-verdict was not material,
in that, had the evidence been disclosed to the defense, the result would not have been different,
and Reed received a fair trial.
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