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SUMMARY

The Texas Court of Appeals for the Second District affirmed the denial of Brayden Channing Coin’s

application for habeas relief from deferred adjudication community supervision. The court held that

the habeas court’s factual findings supported its conclusions that counsel’s alleged failures to

investigate Fortnite’s release availability, challenge adult-court jurisdiction, and advise Coin about the

significance of his age did not establish ineffective assistance or prejudice.
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Appeal from the denial of an application for writ of habeas corpus
challenging restraints imposed by deferred adjudication community

supervision and asserting ineffective assistance of trial counsel.

The denial of habeas relief is reviewed for an abuse of discretion. The
habeas court is the sole finder of fact, and its supported factual
findings, particularly credibility-based findings, receive almost total
deference, even when the evidence consists solely of affidavits,
depositions, or interrogatories. An ineffective-assistance applicant
bears the burden of proving prejudice by a preponderance of the

evidence.
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UESTIONS PRESENTED
. Whether trial counsel was ineffective for failing to investigate Fortnite's prerelease availability.

. Whether trial counsel was ineffective for failing to move to transfer the case from adult criminal court to
juvenile court based on the alleged weakness of the State's evidence concerning the offense date and
Coin's age.

. Whether trial counsel was ineffective for failing to advise Coin about the jurisdictional and evidentiary

significance of his age, allegedly rendering his guilty plea involuntary.

4. Whether the habeas court abused its discretion by denying relief based on factual findings credited from
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the record and trial counsel's verifications.

OLDINGS

Coin failed to establish prejudice from counsel's alleged failure to investigate because he did not show

that the investigation would have produced evidence reasonably capable of changing the result.

. Coin failed to establish ineffective assistance based on counsel's failure to seek a transfer because he did
not show that a transfer motion would have been meritorious or granted.

. Coin failed to establish that counsel's advice was deficient or that any alleged failure prejudiced his

guilty plea.

. The court of appeals was required to defer to the habeas court's supported factual findings, which were

dispositive of Coin's ineffective-assistance claims.

EY QUOTATIONS

“When, as here, a habeas applicant claims that his trial counsel provided ineffective assistance, the applicant
bears the burden to show by a preponderance of the evidence that among other things, his trial counsel’s
allegedly deficient performance prejudiced his defense.” (7)

“The habeas court is the “sole finder of fact,” Sanchez, 625 S.W.3d at 144; Johnson, 2025 WL 2736522, at
*2, and its fact findings are both supported by the record and fatal to Coin’s appellate complaints.” (14)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Coin admitted to law enforcement that he sexually assaulted the victim when he was 13 or 14, but the State also

had evidence suggesting assaults occurred after Coin turned 17. The victim described an assault occurring near



her eighth-grade STAAR testing and another while she and Coin played Fortnite on an Xbox; the latter game
was not publicly released for Xbox until after Coin's seventeenth birthday. Coin pleaded guilty to sexual assault
in exchange for deferred adjudication community supervision, later asserting that counsel's failure to investigate

Fortnite's prerelease availability and the age issue caused him to accept an involuntary plea.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Coin pleaded guilty to sexual assault in exchange for deferred adjudication community supervision, and the State
dismissed related adult criminal charges. After approximately one year of supervision, he filed an application for
habeas corpus under Texas Code of Criminal Procedure article 11.072, alleging that trial counsel failed to
investigate Fortnite's release history, failed to challenge the adult criminal court's jurisdiction, and failed to
advise him about the significance of his age. The habeas court credited the State's evidence and trial counsel's

verifications, adopted findings of fact and conclusions of law, and denied relief. The court of appeals affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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