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SUMMARY

The Connecticut Appellate Court dismissed Efrain Johnson’s appeal from the denial of his habeas
corpus petition and petition for certification to appeal. The court held that the habeas court did not
abuse its discretion in rejecting Johnson’s ineffective-assistance claim concerning conveyance of a
plea offer or his Brady due-process claim regarding an alleged agreement with a prosecution witness.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the habeas court abused its discretion in denying certification to appeal concerning Johnson's
ineffective-assistance claim based on counsel's communication of the state's plea offer.

2. Whether trial counsel rendered ineffective assistance by failing to meaningfully convey and advise
Johnson regarding the state's plea offer.

3. Whether the habeas court abused its discretion in denying certification to appeal concerning Johnson's
Brady and due process claim based on an alleged undisclosed agreement or understanding between the
state and prosecution witness Taylor.

HOLDINGS

1. The habeas court did not abuse its discretion in denying Johnson's petition for certification to appeal
because he failed to show that the issues were debatable among jurists of reason, could be resolved
differently, or deserved encouragement to proceed further.

2. Johnson failed to establish that trial counsel performed deficiently in communicating the state's plea
offer.

3. The habeas court did not err in rejecting Johnson's Brady claim because he failed to prove the existence
of an explicit or implicit agreement or understanding between the state and Taylor in exchange for
Taylor's testimony.

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.”

“The prerequisite of any claim under . . . Brady . . . is the existence of an undisclosed agreement or
understanding between the cooperating witness and the state.”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Johnson was charged with three counts of felony murder and three counts of first-degree kidnapping arising
from the deaths of three residents of an apartment in Bridgeport. Before trial, the state offered a disposition
involving guilty pleas to three kidnapping counts, a twenty-year sentence followed by five years of special
parole, and nolle prosequis of the felony-murder counts; Johnson rejected the offer and proceeded to trial. At the
habeas trial, his former counsel testified that he conveyed and explained the offer and recommended acceptance,
while Johnson alleged that counsel failed to meaningfully communicate it. Johnson also claimed that the state
failed to disclose an agreement or understanding not to prosecute prosecution witness Rodney Taylor, but he
presented no evidence of such an agreement.
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