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SUMMARY

The Connecticut Appellate Court affirmed the denial of Shanoah Walcott’s amended petition for a writ

of habeas corpus. The court rejected her ineffective-assistance claims concerning trial counsel’s

investigation and advice regarding a guilty plea, concluding that the alleged deficiencies and prejudice

were not established. The court also held, relying on United States v. Ruiz, that Brady did not require

disclosure of an alleged cooperation agreement before the petitioner entered her guilty plea.
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Appeal, following certification, from the judgment of the Superior
Court habeas court denying an amended petition for a writ of habeas

corpus.

Underlying factual findings in a habeas appeal are reviewed for clear
error; whether the facts constitute a violation of the constitutional right
to effective assistance of counsel is reviewed plenarily. The existence
of an undisclosed agreement for Brady purposes is a factual question
reviewed for clear error. The court defers to the habeas court's

credibility determinations and does not reweigh the evidence.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether trial counsel rendered ineffective assistance by failing to conduct an adequate investigation of

Walcott's case.

2. Whether trial counsel rendered ineffective assistance by failing to meaningfully explain the State's plea

offer and advise Walcott regarding her guilty plea.

3. Whether the State violated Brady and due process by failing to disclose an alleged agreement or
understanding with Anthony Brown before Walcott entered her guilty plea.

HOLDINGS

1. Walcott failed to prove that counsel's investigation was deficient because counsel and his investigator
investigated information supplied by Walcott, and Walcott presented no evidence from the potential
witnesses or other demonstrable evidence showing what additional investigation would have uncovered.

2. Walcott failed to establish deficient plea advice because counsel explained the evidence, the strengths
and weaknesses of the State's case, the potential sentencing exposure, and the rights relinquished by
pleading guilty, and the habeas court credited counsel's testimony that he did not pressure Walcott or
specifically direct her to accept the offer.

3. Brady did not require disclosure of alleged impeachment evidence before Walcott entered her guilty plea
because no trial occurred; under United States v. Ruiz, the Constitution does not require disclosure of

material impeachment evidence before a guilty plea agreement is entered.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In the present case, we conclude that the petitioner has not demonstrated that Attorney Brown failed to

conduct a reasonable investigation of her case.” (Part I A)

“In the absence of a trial, Brady imposed no obligation on the state to disclose the alleged impeachment

evidence of an agreement between the state and Anthony Brown.” (Part 11)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Walcott was charged in connection with the August 2007 robbery and shooting death of Jepther White. Two
confidential witnesses identified her as the shooter, but police recovered no firearm or forensic evidence. After
jury selection began in April 2015, the prosecutor disclosed a written statement from Walcott's cousin, Anthony
Brown, asserting that Walcott had admitted killing someone. Walcott subsequently entered an Alford plea to
first-degree manslaughter with a firearm and received a twenty-year sentence, followed by five years of special

parole.
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Walcott was charged with murder, felony murder, first-degree robbery, and carrying a pistol without a permit.
After jury selection had begun but before trial commenced, the State disclosed a written statement by Walcott's
cousin implicating her in the victim's death. Walcott then entered an Alford plea to first-degree manslaughter
with a firearm and received an effective twenty-year sentence, followed by five years of special parole. She later
filed an amended habeas petition alleging ineffective assistance of trial counsel and a Brady violation. The
habeas court, Wagner, J., denied the petition and granted certification to appeal; the Connecticut Appellate Court

affirmed.
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