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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Mississippi considered Quintez Wren Hodges’s petition for post-conviction
relief following his capital-murder conviction and death sentence. The court addressed procedural
bars, alleged prosecutorial misconduct, evidentiary issues, ineffective assistance of counsel, sentencing
claims, and related constitutional arguments. The petition was denied.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether claims of prosecutorial misconduct, improper evidence, jury instructions, indictment defects,
juror removal, lesser-offense instructions, aggravating circumstances, record completeness, and
cumulative error that were raised and decided on direct appeal were barred by res judicata in post-
conviction proceedings.

2. Whether Hodges was denied effective assistance of counsel under Strickland v. Washington based on
alleged failures involving suppression of his confession, investigation and impeachment of witnesses,
plea advice, mitigation evidence, expert assistance, victim-impact evidence, cross-examination,
preparation for closing argument and testimony, counsel's experience and personal circumstances, and
investigative assistance.

3. Whether newly submitted evidence and materials not included in the direct-appeal record overcame
Mississippi's post-conviction procedural bars.

4. Whether Hodges was entitled to relief from his conviction or death sentence based on the aggregate
effect of alleged errors.

HOLDINGS

1. Issues, both factual and legal, that were decided at trial or on direct appeal are barred from review as res
judicata under Mississippi's post-conviction statute. Hodges's renewed claims concerning prosecutorial
misconduct, other-crimes evidence, parole instructions, prosecutorial closing argument, indictment
defects, juror removal, lesser-offense instructions, aggravating circumstances, the trial record, and
cumulative error were therefore procedurally barred.

2. When ineffective assistance was raised on direct appeal but the post-conviction petition supported the
claim with extraneous materials unavailable on direct appeal, res judicata did not bar consideration of
the claim. Claims that merely rephrased issues decided on direct appeal remained barred.

3. Hodges failed to establish ineffective assistance of counsel because he did not show both deficient
performance and a reasonable probability that the alleged deficiencies changed the conviction or death
sentence. The ineffective-assistance issue as a whole was therefore without merit.

4. Hodges's Petition for Post-Conviction Relief was denied.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Post-conviction review is a limited proceeding whereby this Court will only review "those objections,
defenses, claims, questions, issues or errors which in practical reality could not or should not have been
raised at trial or on direct appeal."” (¶12)

“"The benchmark for judging any claim of ineffectiveness [of counsel] must be whether counsel's conduct so
undermined the proper functioning of the adversarial process that the trial cannot be relied on as having



produced a just result."” (¶20)

“PETITION FOR POST-CONVICTION RELIEF DENIED.” (¶55)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

On July 20, 1999, Hodges broke into the Lowndes County home of his former girlfriend, Cora Johnson, and
kidnapped Cora and her infant daughter. While in the home, he shot and killed Cora's brother, Isaac Johnson.
Hodges drove Cora and her daughter to Alabama, where Cora testified that he raped her at gunpoint, and then
returned to Mississippi and surrendered to police.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Hodges was convicted of capital murder and sentenced to death in Lowndes County Circuit Court. The
Mississippi Supreme Court affirmed the conviction and sentence on direct appeal in 2005, and the United States
Supreme Court denied certiorari on November 28, 2005. Hodges then filed a petition for post-conviction relief in
the Mississippi Supreme Court. The court held that most claims previously raised and decided on direct appeal
were barred by res judicata, considered the ineffective-assistance claims that were supported by materials
unavailable on direct appeal, rejected them on the merits, and denied the petition.

DISPOSITION

denied
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