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WINDHORST, J.

Appellant/defendant, Laron Shawn Louis, Sr. appeals the juvenile court’s
June 30, 2025 judgment denying his two rules for modification of child support. For
the reasons stated herein this appeal is dismissed as untimely.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

On October 13, 2023, the State of Louisiana, Department of Children and
Family Services (“DCFS”) filed a Rule for Child Support against defendant pursuant
to La. R.S. 46:236.1.1 et seq, in the Jefferson Parish Juvenile Court. The State
requested child and medical support from Mr. Louis for his two minor children, A.Z.L.
and L.M.L., whose mother, Ariel Kionna LaCarbiere, receives services from DCFS.

On March 22, 2024, the hearing officer recommended that defendant pay child
support in the amount of $1,593.26 per month plus 5% court costs, totaling
$1,672.94 per month. The Juvenile Court judge signed the interim order on April 2,
2024. On May 10, 2024, the hearing officer recommended that the interim order be
made a permanent order of the court. The DCFS objected to the recommendation
and requested a disagreement hearing, stating that the parties were “trying to reach
an agreement via consent judgment.” !

On May 13, 2024, the parties entered into a consent judgment whereby the
parties agreed that the child support award “shall be reduced to $800.00 per month,
beginning May 8, 2024,” pursuant to Worksheet A attached to the judgment. The
parties acknowledged in the consent that this was a deviation from the Louisiana
Child Support Guidelines, that the child support would continue to be paid by
income assignment order, and that the “arrears as of May 8, 2024 shall be set at $0.”

On April 30, 2025, defendant filed a rule to modify child support stating that

his oldest child was graduating high school on May 15, 2025. The hearing was set

1 The disagreement hearing was rendered moot because of the parties’ consent judgment signed on May
13, 2024.
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on May 30, 2025. On May 13, 2025, defendant filed another rule to modify child
support requesting credit for “the over payment,” to be “released from income
withholding,” and removal of “court cost.” The rule was also set for May 30, 2025.

On May 30, 2025, the parties appeared before the hearing officer. The hearing
officer recommended denying defendant’s rules to modify child support and his
request to remove court costs. Defendant disagreed and a disagreement hearing was
set for June 30, 2025 before the juvenile court judge. At the conclusion of the
disagreement hearing, the juvenile court judge denied defendant’s rules to modify
child support. Notice of mailing of the judgment was sent to the parties on July 1,
2025. Defendant filed a motion for devolutive appeal on July 30, 2025.

Jurisdiction Issue

On appeal, defendant is seeking review of the juvenile court’s June 30, 2025
judgment denying his motions for modification of child support. Defendant
contends the trial court erred (1) in not finding that he has shared custody of his
minor child pursuant to La. R.S. 9:315.9; and (2) in not setting his child support
obligation at $537.63 in accordance with the Louisiana Child Support Obligation
Worksheet B.

Appellate courts have a duty to examine subject matter jurisdiction sua

sponte, even when the parties do not raise the issue. Dept. of Children & Family

Services v. Ridley, 23-565 (La. App. 5 Cir. 12/4/24), 409 So.3d 823, 826.

The judgment on appeal is from the Jefferson Parish Juvenile Court. Article
103 of the Louisiana Children’s Code provides that “[e]xcept as otherwise specified
in any Title of this Code, the provisions of the Children's Code shall be applicable
in all juvenile court proceedings, and only to such proceedings.” La. Ch.C. art. 104
states, in pertinent part, that [w]here procedures are not provided in this Code, or
otherwise by law, the court shall proceed in accordance with . . . (2) The Code of

Civil Procedure in all other matters.”
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La. Ch.C. art. 332 further provides, in pertinent part:
A. Except as otherwise provided within a particular Title of this Code,
appeals shall be taken within fifteen days from the mailing of notice
of the judgment. However, if a timely application for a new trial is

made pursuant to Paragraph C, the delay for appeal commences to run
from the date of the mailing of notice of denial of the new trial motion.

B. Notice of judgment, including notice of orders or judgments taken
under advisement, shall be as provided in Code of Civil Procedure
Article 1913.

Therefore, La. Ch.C. arts 103 and 104 clearly provide that the provisions of
the Children’s Code apply to all juvenile court proceedings and the Code of Civil
Procedure only applies where procedures are not provided in the Children’s Code.
La. Ch.C. art. 332 sets the appeal delay as 15 days from the date of the mailing of

notice of judgment.

In State, Dept. of Children and Family Services in Interest of C.I.B. v. Bye,

16-102 (La. App. 5 Cir. 5/12/16), 191 So0.3d 1207, 1209, this court analyzed whether
the appeal delays in the Children’s Code (La. Ch.C. art. 332) or the Code of Civil
Procedure (La. C.C.P. arts. 3942 and 3943) applied to a judgment rendered in
juvenile court regarding child support filed by the DCFS pursuant to La. R.S.
46:236.1.1, et seq. The court held that the 15-day time delay for filing an appeal
provided in La. Ch.C. art. 332, not the 30-day time delay in La. C.C.P. art. 3942,
applied to cases originating from the juvenile court. Id. at 1210.

In this case, the juvenile court judge rendered judgment on June 30, 2025,
denying defendant’s rules to modify child support. The judgment was mailed to the
parties on July 1, 2025 and defendant filed his motion for devolutive appeal on July
30, 2025. Consequently, defendant’s appeal is untimely under La. Ch.C. art. 332
because it was filed more than 15 days from the mailing of the notice of judgment.
DECREE

For the foregoing reasons, defendant’s appeal is dismissed.

APPEAL DISMISSED
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