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IN RE JAMES FRANCIS

APPLYING FOR SUPERVISORY WRIT FROM THE TWENTY-FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT,
PARISH OF JEFFERSON, STATE OF LOUISIANA, DIRECTED TO THE HONORABLE FRANK A.
BRINDISI, DIVISION "E", NUMBER 94-1507

Panel composed of Judges Jude G. Gravaois,
Scott U. Schlegel, and Timothy S. Marcel

WRIT DENIED

Relator, James Francis, seeks this Court’s supervisory review of the trial
court’s July 31, 2025 ruling which denied his “Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence.”
Therein, the trial court found that relator’s motion, which may be filed at any time
pursuant to La. C.Cr.P. art. 882, did not point to a claimed illegal term in his
sentence, but rather constituted a challenge to his habitual offender adjudication,
which is not cognizable in a motion to correct an illegal sentence. The court
denied relator’s motion for this reason, and also found relator’s motion to be
successive, noting that relator’s habitual offender adjudication was affirmed on
appeal.

By way of background, on August 24, 1994, relator was convicted of armed
robbery, and was ultimately sentenced to 150 years imprisonment at hard labor as a
second-felony offender, which conviction, adjudication, and sentence were
affirmed on appeal. See State v. Francis, 95-429 (La. App. 5 Cir. 10/31/95), 662
So.2d 1049 (unpublished opinion), and State v. Francis, 96-554 (La. App. 5 Cir.
11/14/96), 684 So.2d 91 (unpublished opinion). The Louisiana Supreme Court
denied writs on May 9, 1997. See State v. Francis, 97-51 (La. 5/9/97) 693 So.2d
766.

In his writ application, relator does not argue how the trial court erred in its
ruling, but merely reiterates the arguments made in his Motion to Correct Illegal
Sentence. Relator has previously filed motions to correct illegal sentence, arguing
errors in his habitual offender bill proceedings, which have been denied. See State
v. Francis, 10-1083 (La. App. 5 Cir. 9/26/11) (unpublished writ disposition); State
ex rel. Francis v. Cain, 14-226 (La. App. 5 Cir. 4/3/14) (unpublished writ



disposition); and Francis v. State, 16-544 (La. App. 5 Cir. 9/29/16) (unpublished
writ disposition).

Upon review, we find no error in the trial court’s ruling. We agree with the
trial court’s finding that relator’s Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence does not assert
a claim cognizable in a motion to correct an illegal sentence. Because relator’s
filing below did not point to a claimed illegal term in his sentence, he did not raise
a claim cognizable in a motion to correct an illegal sentence. Instead, he raised a
claim of trial error properly cognizable in an application for post-conviction relief,
if at all. Accordingly, the “at any time” language of La. C.Cr.P. art. 882 does not
apply to relator’s filing and the two-year prescriptive period of La. C.Cr.P. art.
930.8 applies instead. See, State v. Parker, 98-256 (La. 5/8/98), 711 So.2d 694.
Further, if we consider relator’s motion to be an application for post-conviction
relief, we find that it does not assert a claim that would fall outside of the time
limitations provided in La. C.Cr.P. art. 930.8. We also find relator’s claim to be
repetitive and successive under La. C.Cr.P. art. 930.4.

Accordingly, this writ application is denied.

Gretna, Louisiana, this 18th day of September, 2025.
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