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Lauren Hurse appeals her conviction of Class B misdemeanor disorderly conduct.* As

there was sufficient evidence she engaged in disorderly conduct, we affirm.
FACTS AND PROCEDURAL HISTORY

On June 21, 2012, Indianapolis Metropolitan Police were called to a disturbance.
When Officer Heidi Wise arrived, she saw Hurse arguing with a man in a wheelchair.
Officer Wise described both Hurse and the man as “loud and boisterous.” (Tr. at 11.) She
asked Hurse to move to the sidewalk, but Hurse “continued to yell at both me and the male
subject. I had asked her three or four times to step down to the sidewalk because | would not
be able to understand the male while | spoke with him while she was continuing to yell.” (Id.
at 12.) Officer Wise told Hurse to go to Hurse’s car, which was approximately three houses
away, but “[Hurse] continued to [yell] and walk back and forth along the street until I walked
down to the car and stopped her there . .. detained her because she would not stop yelling so
I could investigate the situation.” (ld. at 13.) Officer Wise handcuffed Hurse and arrested
her for disorderly conduct.

The State charged Hurse with Class B misdemeanor disorderly conduct and Hurse was
found guilty after a bench trial.

DISCUSSION AND DECISION

Hurse argues there was insufficient evidence “her yelling was unreasonable and that it

interfered with the police investigation.” (Br. of Appellantat 3.) In reviewing sufficiency of

evidence, we do not reweigh the evidence or judge the credibility of witnesses. Guidry v.

LInd. Code § 35-45-1-3.



State, 650 N.E.2d 63, 65 (Ind. Ct. App. 1995). Rather, we consider only the evidence most
favorable to the verdict, along with all reasonable inferences to be drawn therefrom. 1d. We
will affirm the conviction if there is sufficient evidence of probative value to support it. Id.

A person who recklessly, knowingly, or intentionally makes unreasonable noise and
continues to do so after being asked to stop commits disorderly conduct. Ind. Code § 35-45-
1-3. Noise is unreasonable if it is too loud for the circumstances or if it disrupts police
investigations. Whittington v. State, 669 N.E.2d 1363, 1367 (Ind. 1996).

Officer Wise testified that her investigation was impaired because Hurse would not be
quiet long enough for her to question the parties involved. That is sufficient evidence she
committed disorderly conduct. See id. We acknowledge Hurse’s testimony she was not
being loud and did not mean to thwart the investigation, but we must decline her invitation to
reweigh the evidence or reassess the credibility of the witnesses. See Guidry, 650 N.E.2d at
65 (appellate court will not reweigh evidence or judge credibility of witnesses).

Affirmed.

VAIDIK, C.J., and RILEY, J., concur.



