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Panel composed of Judges Susan M. Chehardy,  

Marc E. Johnson, and John J. Molaison, Jr. 

 

 

WRIT DENIED 

  
Relator, Don F. Johnson, seeks supervisory review of the trial court’s denial 

of his March 31, 2026 motion to quash bill of information. Relator was arrested in 

2025 and charged with possession of a firearm by a person convicted of certain 

felonies, a violation of La. R.S. 14:95.1. Relator contends that the bill of 

information was not filed until approximately 166 days after his arrest. Under La. 

C.Cr.P. art. 701(B)(2)(a): “The time period for filing a bill of information or 

indictment after arrest shall be as follows: When the defendant is not continued in 

custody subsequent to arrest, an indictment or information shall be filed within … 

one hundred fifty days of the arrest if the defendant is booked with a felony.” 

According to relator’s writ application, the State argued at the hearing that relator 

was out on bail and thus La. C.Cr.P. art. 701(B) does not apply. 

Relator did not include a copy of the judgment, minute entry, or transcript 

from the hearing on his motion to quash, in violation of Uniform Rules—Courts of 

Appeal, Rule 4-5(C). Further, even if the district attorney filed the bill of 

information beyond the 150-day period specified in La. C.Cr.P. art. 701(B)(2)(a), 

and that provision applies here, La. C.Cr.P. art. 701(B)(2)(b) states that the 
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defendant shall be released “if, after contradictory hearing with the district 

attorney, just cause for the failure is not shown.” Because we have no judgment, 

minute entry, or transcript from the hearing, we have no way of knowing whether 

the district attorney failed to show just cause for the delay in filing. Finally, relator 

has failed to show he is prejudiced by the delay. See generally State v. Williams, 

25-575 (La. 10/14/25), 420 So.3d 674, 675. Accordingly, on the showing made, we 

deny the writ application.  

  

Gretna, Louisiana, this 11th day of May, 2026. 
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