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Casitdel Wooten was convicted after a jury trial of possession of a controlled substance
and resisting arrest. On appeal, Wooten argues that the trial court erred by submitting an
erroneous instruction that allowed the jury to find Wooten guilty of resisting his own arrest
through “physical interference.” The State concedes this argument.

REVERSED AND REMANDED.

DIVISION THREE HOLDS: The trial court erred in including “physical interference” in
the verdict directing instruction because the plain language of section 575.150 refers to two
distinct crimes and one cannot resist one’s own arrest through “physical interference.” As a
result, the jury was misdirected and the State was excused from meeting its burden of proof.
Accordingly, we find that this resulted in a manifest injustice requiring reversal and remand for a
new trial on the resisting arrest charge.
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