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SUPREME COURT OF LOUISIANA

No. 15-KH-0447
STATEEX REL.EDDIEBROWN, I1I
V.
STATE OF LOUISIANA
ON SUPERVISORYWRITS TO THE FOURTH
JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, PARISH OF OUACHITA

PER CURIAM:

Denied. The District Court correctly dismissed each of relator's claims for
post-conviction relief. We attach hereto and make a part hereof the District Court's
well-considered reasons denying relator post-conviction relief. Furthermore, relator

fails to show he was denied the effective assistance of counsel during plea

negotiations under the standard of Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 104

S.Ct. 2052, 80 L.Ed.2d 674 (1984). Similarly, as to the claim that he entered the
guilty pleas involuntarily, relator has failed to satisfy the post-conviction burden of
proof. La.C.Cr.P. art. 930.2. In addition, because relator complained about the
validity of his guilty plea in an earlier application, that claim is impermissibly
repetitive. La.C.Cr.P. art. 930.4.

Relator has now fully litigated two applications for post-conviction relief in
state court. Similar to federal habeas relief, see 28 U.S.C. § 2244, Louisiana post-
conviction procedure envisions the filing of a second or successive application
only under the narrow circumstances provided mn La.C.Cr.P. art. 930.4 and within
the limitations period as set out in La.C.Cr.P. art. 930.8. Notably, the Legislature in

2013 La. Acts 251 amended that article to make the procedural bars against
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successive filings mandatory. Relator’s claims have now been fully litigated in
accord with La.C.Cr.P. art. 930.6, and this denial is final. Hereafter, unless he can
show that one of the narrow exceptions authorizing the filing of a successive
application applies, relator has exhausted his right to state collateral review. The

District Court is ordered to record a minute entry consistent with this per curiam.
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STATE OF LOUISIANA  PARISH OF’OQACHITA FOURTH orsmrcr COURT

STATE’OFTLOUlSlﬁAl\lA S F;LED GCl 2&1014

VERSUS NO. 11 — F 0306
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DEPUTY CLERM)F COURT

RULlNG REGARDING POST C.NVICTlON RELIEF APPLlCATlON FlLED

SEPTEMBER 22 "914 |

On the above mentloned date, Petltloner flled a unn‘orm applrca‘clon for post
convrotlon rellef contendmg l‘re was denred effectrve assrstanoe of counsel and that his
guilty plea is constrtutronally rnvalrd For the reasons whrch follow both clalms are

DENIED.

Petitioner's Seplember??.,_ 20"14 pos.t bbnv‘iction ;re,llef 'a'pplica‘rloh is‘-fthe’ lat‘e-sti in

a long lrst of pro se filings in lhrs proceedmg Pelmoner frled pro se motrons both before o ;

and after ‘his gurlty plea vvhlch address the same issues rrow ralsed in hls PCR_

applroatlon These issues have already been resolved adversely to Petltloner dunng '

the course of this proceedlno

As recited by Pelmonel in hls post convrctron relref applrcarlon a hearlng nas

already been held wrth respect to hrs request to dlsmlss the lawyer appornted to

represent him as meffectrve wrth that lssue belng resolved adversely to Petltroners

desires. Furthermore, the plea of gurlty enlered by Pelllloner in thrs case has already

been challenged by means of a motron to wrthdraw same whroh was, decrded adversely :

to Petitioner's desires both at the Trlal Court the: Court of Appeal and the Loursrana Ry

Supreme Court.

n addressing Petrtloners olarms the Coud has revrewed a transcrrpt of those

proceedings occurrmg in Petmoners case on: February 19 and 20 2013 May 20, 2013 .

and June 4, 2014 before thrs Court A revrew of these transcrrpts establrshes |

Petrtloner S olarms are wrthout merrt

: Under LSA - C. C. P: 929 the Couri drsposes of Pelltroners clalms summarrly and,

without an evidentiary hearing. Whrle the strict terms of Article 929 indicate and answer or -

response by the State should be provided, these same transcrrpts ‘contain a detailed responsée
by the State to each aspect of the claims raised by Petitioner :in his post conviction relief

application. Consequently to requrre the,State to respond further prror to the Court s summary
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Simply put, Petrtroner came to have ‘buyers remorse shor tly aﬁer the enlry of :v- _.: 2

his gurlty plea and has worked fervently to try to wrthdraw '

,gurlty plea ever since.
Concernrng Petrtroners olalm ’that his appornted lawye: as lneffectrve a revrew

of the Record demonstrates exactly the opposrte The abo _,e'

whrch are hereby made a part of thrs rulrng demonstrate the effectrveness of h

-mentroned transcrrptS;

Couvnsel Beyond tha’r the varrous motrons fled thelr lrtrgatron and drsposrtlon all':;"_j )

indicate that Counsels performance was far from defrcrent Moreover Petltloner‘

cannot demonstrate any preJudlce resultmg to hrm from _hls lawyers performance and

__consequently, cannot mak_e ou_l'a claim of meffectrvef s__s_rstan;ce of coujnsel under the-i '

applicable legal standard.

A review the transcript of -Pe-tirlo‘n'er"s— ';pl'e'a -offjs:g:riii;lty and sentence e?stabliish that

* he was fully informed of his ‘rlghts‘. their wa’iVer a’nds‘-*thé COnSeqUences 'of§en‘rerihg his -

- guilty plea prror to same being accepted and Pe’utroner berng sentenced Moreover o

this same Record wrll es‘rablrsh that Petrtloners plea of gurlty was en*rered knowrngly, |

mtellrgenlly, freely, and voluntarrly m the face of trral and hrs rmpendrng convrctlon

Under that pressure, Petmoner was agreeable to enter hrs gullty plea Once that
pressure had been removed he ‘rhen soughr to set asrde hrs plea bargam in hopes of

re- lltrgatrng and/or re- negotraung hrs case The Record provrdes no basrs m support of

Petltroners claim that hls plea of gurlty is constttutronally mfrrm jUSt as 1t provrded no. s

basis allowmg him to wrthdraw that same gurlty plea. -

For these reasons, the ciaxms advanced by Petrtroner in hrs umform.___

application for post convrctron rel:ef filed September 22 2014 are hereby demed

Done and signed this /) 72 _day of Q‘Ciébf'ér.. -201.4_-ih.Monroef‘Louisiana. |

 WILSON RAMBO, JUDGE
' FOURTH DISTRICT COURT

consideration in rendering summary drsposmon
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disposition of these clarms would add nothmg to the Record presented for the Courts
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