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SUMMARY

The Connecticut Appellate Court held that the habeas court abused its discretion by denying
certification to appeal after dismissing Bryant Wilson’s amended habeas petition as moot. The petition
raised a separate claim challenging Wilson’s guilty plea and conviction arising from the Maple Street
shooting, distinct from claims concerning his murder conviction that had been reversed. The judgment

was reversed and the case was remanded for further proceedings.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE The petitioner appealed from the habeas court's denial of certification

to appeal following dismissal of his amended petition for a writ of
habeas corpus. The habeas court dismissed the petition on the ground
that it lacked subject matter jurisdiction because the petition had
become moot after the Connecticut Appellate Court reversed the
petitioner's murder and firearm conviction and remanded that case for

a new trial.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviewed the denial of certification for abuse of discretion. Tt
reviewed the habeas court's dismissal of the petition and interpretation
of the pleadings de novo or plenarily because those matters presented
questions of law. In determining whether certification was properly
denied, the court considered whether the petitioner raised an issue
debatable among jurists of reason, capable of resolution in a different

manner, or adequate to deserve encouragement to proceed further.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether the habeas court abused its discretion in denying certification to appeal.

2. Whether the amended habeas petition raised a separate and distinct challenge to Wilson's Maple Street

guilty plea and conviction that remained justiciable after reversal of his murder and firearm conviction.

3. Whether reversal of the murder conviction rendered the entire habeas petition moot.

HOLDINGS

1. The habeas court abused its discretion in denying certification to appeal because Wilson raised an issue

that could be resolved in a different manner and was adequate to deserve encouragement to proceed
further.

2. The petition was not wholly moot because the amended petition separately challenged Wilson's Maple

Street guilty plea and conviction, and that claim remained capable of providing practical relief.

3. Reversal of the murder and firearm conviction did not moot the separate claim challenging the Maple
Street conviction.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A petitioner may establish an abuse of discretion by demonstrating that the issues are debatable among
jurists of reason . . . [a] court could resolve the issues [in a different manner] . .. or ... the questions are

adequate to deserve encouragement to proceed further.”

“In determining mootness, the dispositive question is whether a successful appeal would benefit the
[petitioner] in any way.”

“We therefore conclude that the petitioner’s amended habeas petition raised a separate and distinct claim
challenging his conviction in the Maple Street shooting.”

“Although the petitioner’s murder conviction has been reversed, the remaining claim regarding the Maple

Street shooting prevents us from concluding that the case before us is moot.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Wilson pleaded guilty to attempt to commit assault in the first degree arising from the Maple Street shooting and
to reckless endangerment arising from the Prospect Street shooting. He later faced and was convicted of murder
and carrying a pistol without a permit in a separate case. His amended habeas petition alleged that trial counsel
were ineffective in advising him to plead guilty in the Maple Street case and in failing to ensure that the plea



would not be admitted against him at the murder trial; after the murder conviction was reversed, the habeas court

dismissed the habeas petition as moot.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Wilson pleaded guilty to offenses arising from the Maple Street and Prospect Street shootings and was later
convicted by a jury of murder and carrying a pistol without a permit in a separate case. He filed an amended
habeas petition alleging, among other things, that counsel were ineffective in advising him to plead guilty in the
Maple Street case and in failing to prevent that plea from being used in the murder trial. After the Appellate
Court reversed the murder conviction and remanded for a new trial, the habeas court dismissed the amended
petition as moot and denied certification to appeal. The Appellate Court reversed and remanded.

DISPOSITION
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REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The case was remanded for further proceedings consistent with the opinion. The respondent may renew on

remand the alternative challenge that the petition failed to state a claim under Practice Book § 23-29 (2).
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