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SUMMARY

The Connecticut Appellate Court dismissed Jose Medina’s appeal from the denial of his habeas

petition and petition for certification to appeal. The court held that the habeas court did not abuse its

discretion and that Medina had not shown an unequivocal demand to pursue an innocence defense

instead of self-defense, as required for a freestanding autonomy claim under McCoy v. Louisiana. The

court therefore upheld the habeas court’s analysis under the ineffective-assistance framework

described in Strickland v. Washington.
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Appeal from the denial of a petition for certification to appeal from the
judgment of the Superior Court habeas court, which dismissed in part

and denied in part the petition for a writ of habeas corpus.

The court reviewed the denial of certification to appeal for abuse of
discretion. A petitioner must show that the issues are debatable among
jurists of reason, that a court could resolve them differently, or that the
questions deserve encouragement to proceed further. The court
considered the merits of the underlying claims to determine whether

the habeas court reasonably determined that the appeal was frivolous.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether the habeas court abused its discretion in denying Medina's petition for certification to appeal.

2. Whether the habeas court improperly analyzed Medina's alleged Sixth Amendment right-to-autonomy
violation under Strickland v. Washington rather than treating it as a freestanding McCoy v. Louisiana

claim.

3. Whether a freestanding McCoy claim would succeed where the habeas court found no direct, clear,

unequivocal, or unambiguous objection to counsel's use of a self-defense theory.

HOLDINGS

1. The habeas court did not abuse its discretion in denying certification to appeal because Medina failed to
show that his claims were debatable among jurists of reason, could be resolved differently by a court, or

deserved encouragement to proceed further.

2. The habeas court properly construed Medina's pleaded autonomy allegation as part of his ineffective-

assistance-of-counsel claim and analyzed it under Strickland rather than as a freestanding McCoy claim.

3. A freestanding McCoy claim requires proof that counsel conceded the defendant's guilt over the
defendant's direct, clear, and unambiguous objection; because the habeas court found that Medina made

no such unequivocal demand, any freestanding McCoy claim would fail.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We conclude, therefore, that the habeas court properly interpreted the petition in the present case and
analyzed the petitioner’s claim of a violation of the right to autonomy under Strickland rather than as a

freestanding McCoy claim.”

“Success for a McCoy claim requires a finding that an “intransigent and unambiguous objection” was made

by a defendant.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Medina was convicted by a jury of capital felony, two counts of murder, and conspiracy to commit murder
arising from a 2011 shooting and vehicle pursuit in which two victims died. His trial counsel pursued a self-
defense theory, while Medina later claimed that he wanted an innocence defense and objected to self-defense. In
the habeas proceeding, the court credited counsel's testimony and found no unequivocal demand by Medina that

counsel pursue an innocence defense or abandon self-defense.
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Medina filed a second amended state habeas petition alleging prosecutorial impropriety and ineffective
assistance of trial counsel, including an alleged violation of his Sixth Amendment right to autonomy. The
Superior Court in the judicial district of Tolland, Bhatt, J., dismissed the prosecutorial-impropriety claim in part
and denied the remaining claims. The habeas court denied certification to appeal, and Medina appealed to the

Connecticut Appellate Court, which dismissed the appeal.
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