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SUMMARY

The Louisiana Second Circuit Court of Appeal affirmed Laquinton Eckles’s convictions for
molestation of a juvenile and indecent behavior with juveniles, as well as his consecutive sentences of
10 years and 5 years. The court rejected his sufficiency-of-the-evidence and excessive-sentence claims
and remanded solely to correct the minutes to reflect that the 5-year sentence was imposed without
hard labor.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendant appealed jury convictions for molestation of a juvenile and
indecent behavior with juveniles, the denial of his motion for new trial
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STANDARD OF REVIEW Sufficiency of the evidence is reviewed under Jackson v. Virginia by
asking whether, viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to the
prosecution, any rational trier of fact could have found every essential
element beyond a reasonable doubt. Sentences are reviewed for
constitutional excessiveness and manifest abuse of discretion; a
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suffering.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence was sufficient to support the convictions for molestation of a juvenile and
indecent behavior with juveniles.

2. Whether the appellate court should consider an ineffective-assistance claim based on the alleged failure
to challenge the victim's competency.

3. Whether Eckles's individual and consecutive sentences were constitutionally excessive.

4. Whether the sentencing minutes accurately reflected the sentence imposed for indecent behavior with
juveniles.

HOLDINGS

1. The evidence was sufficient for a rational trier of fact to find Eckles guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of
molestation of a juvenile.

2. The evidence was sufficient for a rational trier of fact to find Eckles guilty beyond a reasonable doubt of
indecent behavior with juveniles.

3. The court declined to consider the ineffective-assistance claim on direct appeal because such claims are
more properly raised in an application for post-conviction relief in the trial court.

4. The ten-year and five-year sentences, imposed consecutively, were not constitutionally excessive.

5. The sentencing minutes had to be corrected to remove the hard-labor condition incorrectly recorded for
the five-year indecent-behavior sentence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“CONVICTIONS AND SENTENCES AFFIRMED; REMANDED.” (16)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Eckles, the victim's father, began spending time with his fifteen-year-old daughter in 2022 after having had little
prior contact with her. After a Mother's Day visit during which Eckles failed to return the child at the promised
time, the child disclosed to her mother, counselor, and a forensic interviewer that Eckles had discussed sex with
her, touched her breasts and vaginal area, forced her to touch his penis, exposed himself, and showed her
pornography. The jury credited the child's disclosures and related testimony despite conflicting defense evidence
and found Eckles guilty of molestation of a juvenile and indecent behavior with juveniles.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



Eckles was charged by amended bill of information with molestation of a juvenile and indecent behavior with
juveniles. A jury found him guilty as charged. The trial court denied his post-verdict motions, imposed
consecutive sentences of ten years at hard labor for molestation and five years for indecent behavior without a
hard-labor condition, and Eckles appealed. The court of appeal affirmed the convictions and sentences but
remanded for correction of the sentencing minutes to remove the incorrectly recorded hard-labor condition.

DISPOSITION

other

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Remand to the trial court to correct the minutes so that the five-year sentence for indecent behavior with
juveniles is recorded as imposed without a hard-labor condition.
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