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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Appeals of West Virginia affirmed the denial of Jason M. Compton’s petition
for a writ of habeas corpus. The court held that his conclusory allegations of ineffective assistance
concerning voluntary intoxication and diminished capacity did not warrant an evidentiary hearing or
appointment of counsel, and that his derivative jurisdictional claim likewise failed.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the circuit court abused its discretion by denying the habeas petition without an evidentiary
hearing.

2. Whether the circuit court should have appointed counsel and conducted an omnibus habeas proceeding
based on Compton's allegations that trial counsel failed to investigate or advise him about voluntary
intoxication and diminished-capacity defenses.

3. Whether the alleged ineffective assistance deprived the circuit court of jurisdiction over the criminal
case.

HOLDINGS

1. A court with jurisdiction over habeas proceedings may deny a habeas petition without a hearing and
without appointing counsel when the petition, exhibits, affidavits, or other documentary evidence show
that the petitioner is entitled to no relief.

2. The circuit court did not abuse its discretion in denying the habeas petition without appointing counsel
or conducting an omnibus proceeding because Compton's allegations were conclusory and the record did
not support the claimed intoxication or diminished-capacity defenses.

3. The jurisdictional claim failed because it was derivative of the ineffective-assistance claim, which the
circuit court properly rejected.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“A mere recitation of any of [the] . . . grounds [for habeas relief] without detailed factual support does not
justify the issuance of a writ, the appointment of counsel, and the holding of a hearing.” (at 2)

“For the foregoing reasons, we affirm the circuit court’s July 18, 2019, order denying petitioner’s petition for
a writ of habeas corpus.” (at 3)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

In 2015, Compton was indicted on two robbery counts and two conspiracy-to-commit-robbery counts and faced
possible recidivist charges based on prior convictions. He pleaded guilty to one robbery count without reference
to a firearm in exchange for dismissal of the other charges and the State's agreement not to file a recidivist
information. Before sentencing, he acknowledged robbing a bank to obtain money for drugs, stated that he had
been high, and described details of the robbery, but did not claim that intoxication deprived him of capacity. The
circuit court imposed a thirty-year sentence.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Compton pleaded guilty in the Circuit Court of Kanawha County to one count of robbery under a plea agreement
that dismissed the remaining charges and precluded the State from filing a recidivist information. He later filed a



habeas petition alleging ineffective assistance based on counsel's failure to investigate or advise him regarding
voluntary intoxication and diminished-capacity defenses, and asserting a derivative jurisdictional claim. The
circuit court denied appointment of counsel and denied the habeas petition without a hearing. The Supreme
Court of Appeals of West Virginia affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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