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Before PITMAN, STEPHENS, and HUNTER, JJ.

WRIT GRANTED; AFFIRMED.

Anthony T. Monroe seeks supervisory review of his misdemeanor
convictions for battery of a police officer, in violation of La. R.S. 14:34.2; and
resisting an officer, in violation of La. R.S. 14:108. Monroe raises four
assignments of error, including claims of insufficiency of the evidence and
violation of his right to a jury trial.

Based upon the standard of review for the sufficiency of evidence provided
by Jackson v. Virginia, 443 U.S. 307, 319, 99 S. Ct. 2781, 2789, 61 L. Ed. 2d 560
(1979), we conclude that the evidence presented was sufficient to support both
convictions. At trial, Monroe testified that he was aware that Trooper Matthews
was a Louisiana State Police Officer and that he was being stopped for speeding.
Monroe repeatedly refused direct and lawful instructions to exit his vehicle and
once Monroe exited his vehicle, his resistance became both verbal and physical.
Monroe pushed, shoved, and grabbed the officers when they attempted to put
Monroe in handcuffs. The testimony of Trooper Matthews and Sergeant Conners
was corroborated by the body camera and dash camera videos.
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As to Monroe’s claims that his constitutional right to due process was
violated because he was not provided a jury trial, Monroe did not object when the
State amended the bill of information to reduce the felony charge to the
misdemeanor charge of resisting an officer, or when the bench trial started just
moments after the State filed the amended bill of information. Monroe never
raised the issue of constitutional violation at the trial court level, and accordingly,
this Court does not have jurisdiction to review these assignments. U.R.C.A. 1-3.
Issues not submitted to the trial court for decision will not be considered by the
appellate court on appeal. First Federal Sav and Loans Ass 'n of Rochester v.
Mullone, 612 So. 2d 1016 (La. App. 2 Cir. 1993), citing, Williams v. Williams, 586
So. 2d 658 (La. App. 2 Cir. 1991).

Accordingly, the writ is granted and Anthony T. Monroe’s convictions and
sentences are affirmed.

Shreveport, Louisiana, this 22 day of February , 2024,
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