SUPREME COURT OF LOUISIANA

State ex rel. Massey v. State

201 So. 3d 243 (La. 2016) - Decided September 16, 2016

SUMMARY

The Louisiana Supreme Court denied Brian Massey’s application for post-conviction relief,

concluding that he failed to establish ineffective assistance of counsel under Strickland v. Washington

and that his remaining claims were repetitive or unsupported. The court also explained that the denial

was final and that any successive application would be subject to Louisiana’s statutory limitations and

procedural bars.

CASE DETAILS

COURT
JURISDICTION
DECIDED
DISPOSITION

PROCEDURAL POSTURE

STANDARD OF REVIEW

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE

PARTIES

TOPICS
state post-conviction relief

appellate procedure

PRACTICE AREAS

Supreme Court of Louisiana
Louisiana

September 16, 2016

denied
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether Massey demonstrated ineffective assistance of counsel under the Strickland standard.

2. Whether Massey's remaining post-conviction claims were procedurally barred, repetitive, or

unsupported.

3. Whether Louisiana post-conviction procedure permits a second or successive application only under the

narrow exceptions and limitations established by the Louisiana Code of Criminal Procedure.

HOLDINGS

1. Massey failed to establish either deficient performance or prejudice under Strickland v. Washington;

therefore, he was not entitled to post-conviction relief on his ineffective-assistance claims.

2. The remaining claims were properly denied because they were repetitive, procedurally barred, or

unsupported.

3. After full litigation of an application for state post-conviction relief, a relator exhausts the right to state

collateral review unless a narrow statutory exception authorizes a successive application.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“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.” (244)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Massey was convicted after a judge trial on possession of a firearm by a convicted felon and after a jury trial on
second-degree murder. The prosecution's principal eyewitness, Courtney Washington, testified concerning the

murder, and the State introduced recorded outgoing telephone calls made by Massey while incarcerated. In post-
conviction proceedings, Massey alleged discriminatory jury selection, insufficient evidence, prosecutorial use of

false testimony, and seven instances of ineffective assistance of counsel.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Massey was convicted in the Twenty-Fourth Judicial District Court of second-degree murder and possession of a
firearm by a convicted felon and received concurrent sentences of life imprisonment and fifteen years at hard
labor. The Louisiana Fifth Circuit affirmed the convictions, and the Louisiana Supreme Court denied writs.
Massey then filed an application for post-conviction relief raising Batson, sufficiency-of-the-evidence,
prosecutorial-misconduct, and ineffective-assistance claims. The district court denied the application, and the
Louisiana Supreme Court denied the relator's request, concluding that the ineffective-assistance claim failed

under Strickland and that the remaining claims were repetitive or unsupported.

DISPOSITION

denied

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS



The district court was ordered to record a minute entry consistent with the Louisiana Supreme Court's per curiam

denial.
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