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Perret, Judge.

On May 1, 2014, Defendant-Appellant, Joseph Lebleu, Jr., a.k.a. Joseph
Floyd Lebleu, entered a guilty plea to two counts of indecent behavior with
juveniles, along with a third count charged under a separate docket number.
Defendant-Appellant received concurrent suspended sentences and five years of
active supervised probation. After a probation revocation hearing on March 25,
2015, the district court ordered Defendant-Appellant to serve ninety days in parish
jail. On May 18, 2016, the district court conducted another revocation hearing and
again revoked his probation. Defendant-Appellant filed a motion to reinstate his
probation which was heard on September 21, 2016, and denied. Defendant-
Appellant again sought to reinstate his probation on April 19, 2017; the district
court again denied relief.

On May 16, 2018, the district court held a hearing regarding another request
by Defendant-Appellant to reinstate his probation; the district court denied relief at
the end of the hearing. On May 21, 2018, Defendant-Appellant filed a “Motion for
Reconsideration” which again sought to have his probation reinstated. On the
same date, Defendant-Appellant filed a Motion for Appeal. The district court
denied the motion for reconsideration in writing on June 4, 2018, and granted the
motion for appeal on the same date.

This court lodged the appeal record on July 16, 2018. On August 23, 2018,
this court issued a rule to show cause why this case should not be dismissed as
non-appealable. Defendant-Appellant filed a timely response but has failed to
address the issue of appealability.

Accordingly, the appeal is dismissed, as the judgment at issue is a probation

revocation ruling and thus not appealable. La.Code Crim.P. art. 912.1(C); State ex
1



rel. Clavelle v. State, 02-1244 (La. 12/12/03), 861 So.2d 186. Defendant-
Appellant is hereby permitted to file a proper application for supervisory writs, in
compliance with Uniform Rules—Courts of Appeal, Rule 4, no later than thirty
days from the date of this decision. Defendant-Appellant is not required to file a
notice of intent to seek writs nor obtain an order setting a return date pursuant to
Uniform Rules—Courts of Appeal, Rule 4-3, as we hereby construe the motion for
appeal as timely-filed notice of intent to seek a supervisory writ.

APPEAL DISMISSED. DEFENDANT-APPELLANT IS PERMITTED
TO FILE AN APPLICATION FOR SUPERVISORY WRITS WITHIN
THIRTY DAYS FROM THE DATE OF THIS DECISION.

This opinion is NOT DESIGNATED FOR PUBLICATION.
Uniform Rules—Courts of Appeal, Rule 2-16.3.
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