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SUPREME COURT OF LOUISIANA 

No. 15-KH-1177 

STATE EX REL. TERRANCE LYNN JOHNSON 

v. 

STATE OF LOUISIANA 

ON SUPERVISORY WRITS TO THE FIRST 
JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT, PARISH OF CADDO 

PER CURIAM: 

Denied. 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). We attach hereto and make 

a part hereof the District Court’s written reasons denying relator’s application. 

Relator has now fully litigated his application 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 in 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 

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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9n: October 19, 2010, Petitioner, Terrance Johnson, during voir dire, withdrew his 

. plea of not guilty and pled guilty to Distribution of Schedule II, Controlled· Dangerous 

Substanc�. On September 20, 2012, after having previously been adjudicated as a_ second 

felony habitual offender, Petitioner was sentenced to be confined at hard labor. for forty 

( 40) years with the first two (2) years of said sentence to be served without the benefit of

probation, parole or suspension of sentence and the other thirty-eight (38) years without 

benefit of probation or suspension of sentence. The court ordered this sentence to run 

concu�rently with any other sentence and credit was given for time served. On ?-ppeal, the 

Second Circuit Court of Appeal affirmed Petitioner's conviction and sentence. State v.

-Johnson, 48,320, (La: App. 2 Cir. 11/20/13); 127 So.3d 988.

Currently before the court filed on September 18, _2014, is Petitioner's Application 

for Post-Conviction Relief._ For the following reasons, Petitioner's Application is pENIED.

In Petitioner's appl-ication he assets ten claims for relief, all on the theory of 

ineffective assistance of counsel from his trial counsel up to his guilty plea. To succeed on a 

cla1m ineffective assistance of counsel, Petitioner mu,st first satisfy the two prong test set 

forth by the United States Supreme Court in Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668 (1984). 

First, Petitioner m_ust show that counsel's performance was deficient, that the deficiency 

prejudiced him and second, that counsel's error was so serious that it violated Petitioner's 

right to effective assistance of <;ounsel as guaranteed by the Sixth Amendment of the U.S. 

Constitution. Id. at 686. The. d,.efendant must prove actual prejudice before relief will be 

granted. It is not sufficient for the defendant to show the error had some conceivable effect 

on the outcome of the proc_eedings. Rather,.he must show that but for counsel's 

unprofessional errors, there is a reasonable probability the outcome would have be�n 

different. I<!, at 693. A defendant who pleads guilty and then. claims he received ineffective 

assistance of counsel must first show that counsel's advice to plea,d guilty was not within 
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