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PER CURIAM.

Defendant appedls of right from his jury conviction for one count of aggravated stalking, MCL
750.411i; MSA 28.643(9), and one count of assault and battery, MCL 750.81; MSA 28.276.
Defendant was sentenced to 365 daysin jail for the aggravated stalking conviction and ninety daysin jal
for the assault and battery conviction. Defendant contends that the trid court abused its discretion by
not interrupting the trid and reassessng defendant’s competency to participate in his defense. Finding
no mexit in thisdam, we affirm.

The prosecutor raised the issue of defendant’s competency prior to the trial. Defendant was
examined by a forensgc examiner from the Center for Forensic Psychiatry, a competency hearing was
held, and the trid court found defendant competent to stand trid. After his conviction, defendant moved
for a new trid, arguing that some of his actions and remarks during the trid raised the issue of his
competency again and that the tria court should have made further inquiries. Thetria court denied the
motion for a new trid. Since this issue was addressed by the trid court, it was preserved for appedl.
People v Connor, 209 Mich App 419, 422; 531 NW2d 734 (1995). We review the trid court’s
decison for an abuse of discretion. People v Harris, 185 Mich App 100, 102; 460 NwW2d 239
(1990); People v Newton (After Remand), 179 Mich App 484, 488; 446 NW2d 487 (1989).

MCL 330.2020(1); MSA 14.800(1020)(1) provides:

A defendant to a crimind charge shal ke presumed competent to stand trial.
He shdl be determined incompetent to stand trid only if he is incgpable because of his
menta condition of understanding the nature and object of the proceedings againgt him
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or of assging in his defense in araiond manner. The court shal determine the capacity
of a defendant to assigt in his defense by his ability to perform the tasks reasonably
necessary for him to perform in the preparation of his defense and during histrid.

Whether a defendant is competent to stand trid is an ongoing concern of the court, and the issue of
competence may be raised a any time during or after trid. People v Garfield, 166 Mich App 66, 74;
420 NwW2d 124 (1988). However, evidence of incompetence must be shown. Id.

Here, defendant does not contend that he was incompetent because he did not understand the
nature and object of the proceedings againg him. Indeed, defendant clearly appears to have
understood the nature of the proceedings againgt him, despite the fact that he believed the charges were
part of a conspiracy againgt him by the police and the prosecution. Defendant contends instead that he
was incompetent because he could not rationdly assst in his defense. However, it is apparent from the
record that defendant was able to resolve problems by working matters out with his counsdl. As the
trid court implicitly found in ruling on the new trid motion, this demongtrated that defendant was able to
rationdly assst in his defense.

Defendant nevertheless argues that the pretria finding of competence was only based on the
gpparent trusting relationship that had devel oped between defendant and his appointed counsdl, and that
once this trusting relationship broke down the trid court was required to reinvestigate the issue of
defendant’ s competence. However, the record indicates that the relationship between defendant and
his counsel did not break down; defendant remained able to work with his counsd and to rationaly
assg in his defense. Since the record demondirates that defendant was able to rationdly assg his
counsd, there was no “bona fide doubt” regarding defendant’s competence and the trid court was not
required to reopen the inquiry into that matter during thetrid. Garfield, supra at 74. Wefind no abuse
of discretion.

Affirmed.
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