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WRIT DENIED

Relator, Jarrod Henry, seeks this Court’s supervisory review of the trial
court’s July 16, 2026 ruling which denied his Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence.

For the following reasons, we deny the writ application.

On November 10, 2012, relator was convicted of manslaughter. On January
18, 2013, the trial court sentenced relator to forty years imprisonment at hard labor.
On May 24, 2013, relator stipulated to his status as a second felony offender and was
sentenced to forty years imprisonment at hard labor to be served without the benefit
of probation or suspension of sentence. On March 26, 2014, this Court affirmed
relator’s conviction and sentence. State v. Henry, 13-558 (La. App. 5 Cir. 3/26/14),
138 So.3d 700, writ denied, 14-962 (La. 2/27/15), 159 So0.3d 1064. In a prior writ
application before this Court, relator argued that his conviction, obtained through a
non-unanimous jury verdict, violated his constitutional rights under the Sixth and

Fourteenth Amendments as determined by Ramos v. Louisiana, 590 U.S. 83, 140



S.Ct. 1390, 206 L.Ed.2d 583 (2020), and that Ramos should apply retroactively.
Relator’s writ application was denied by this Court. See State v. Henry, 21-44 (La.
App. 5 Cir. 2/2/21) (unpublished writ disposition), writ denied, 21-410 (La. 6/1/21),
316 So.3d 831.

On July 9, 2026, relator filed a Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence. Therein,
relator argued that State v. Reddick, 21-1893 (La. 10/21/22), 351 So0.3d 273, where
the Louisiana Supreme Court held that Ramos was not retroactive on state collateral
review, violates his constitutional rights under the Thirteenth and Fourteenth
Amendments. On July 16, 2026, the trial court denied relator’s motion, finding that
he failed to state a term that is illegal in his sentence and sought relief available in
an application for post-conviction relief (“APCR”). The trial court found that such
relief i1s unwarranted on the merits and is procedurally barred as untimely and
successive under La. C.Cr.P. arts. 930.8 and 930.4. Relator now seeks supervisory
review of the trial court’s July 16, 2026 ruling which denied his Motion to Correct

Illegal Sentence.!

Under La. C.Cr.P. art. 882(A), “[a]n illegal sentence may be corrected at any
time by the court that imposed the sentence or by an appellate court on review.” In
a motion to correct an illegal sentence, a defendant may only raise claims relating to
the legality of the sentence itself under the applicable sentencing statutes. See State
v. Ellison, 17-319 (La. App. 5 Cir. 12/13/17), 234 So.3d 217, 223, writ denied, 18-
0053 (La. 10/29/18), 255 So0.3d 568. When a defendant fails to point to a claimed
illegal term in his sentence, he does not raise a claim cognizable in a motion to
correct an illegal sentence. Id.; State v. Parker, 98-256 (La. 5/8/98), 711 So.2d 694,
695.

Upon review, we conclude that relator has failed to identify an illegal term in
his sentence and as such failed to raise a claim cognizable in a motion to correct an
illegal sentence. Construing relator’s motion to be an APCR, we find no error in the

trial court’s determination that it is procedurally barred as untimely pursuant to La.

!'It is noted that relator filed a notice of intent on July 9, 2026—the same day he filed his
Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence. On July 16, 2026, the trial court denied relief, finding that a
request for writs prior to rendition of an order is premature. It does not appear that relator filed a
notice of intent with the trial court following the trial court’s July 16, 2026 ruling which denied
his Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence, as required by Uniform Rules—Courts of Appeal, Rule 4-
2. Also, there is no documentation of a return date with relator’s writ application, as required by
Uniform Rules—Courts of Appeal, Rule 4-3. Nonetheless, relator’s pro se writ application was
filed in this Court within thirty days of the trial court’s ruling in accordance with Rule 4-3.



C.Cr.P. art. 930.8, which provides “[n]o application for post conviction relief,
including applications which seek an out-of-time appeal, shall be considered if it is
filed more than two years after the judgment of conviction and sentence has become
final ... .” Relator’s conviction and sentence became final in 2015. Additionally,
none of the exceptions contained in La. C.Cr.P. art. 930.8(A) are applicable to

relator’s claim. Accordingly, this writ application 1s denied.

Gretna, Louisiana, this 13th day of August, 2026.
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