
SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS

People v. Roddis
2020 IL 124352 (Ill. 2020) · No. 124352 · Decided January 24, 2020

SUMMARY

The Illinois Supreme Court considers whether a trial court conducting a preliminary Krankel inquiry
may assess both the factual and legal merits of a defendant’s pro se ineffective-assistance claim before
deciding whether to appoint new counsel. The court holds that the trial court may consider the claim’s
merits in their entirety, reverses the appellate court, and affirms the trial court’s judgment.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether a trial court conducting a preliminary Krankel inquiry may consider both the factual and legal
merits of a defendant's pro se posttrial ineffective-assistance allegations when deciding whether to
appoint new counsel.

2. Whether the circuit court adequately inquired into Roddis's allegations and properly declined to appoint
new counsel.

HOLDINGS

1. At the preliminary inquiry stage, a trial court may consider both the factual and legal merits of a
defendant's pro se posttrial allegations of ineffective assistance of counsel when determining whether to
appoint new counsel.

2. The circuit court conducted an adequate inquiry into Roddis's allegations, and its decision not to appoint
new counsel was proper because the allegations were either matters of trial strategy or unfounded.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“For the reasons discussed above, we hold that a trial court may consider both the facts and legal merits of a
defendant’s pro se posttrial allegations of ineffective assistance of counsel at the preliminary inquiry stage.”
(¶ 70)

“Appellate court judgment reversed.” (¶ 71)

“Circuit court judgment affirmed.” (¶ 72)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Roddis was charged with aggravated domestic battery after Meghan Collins suffered a head laceration during an
apartment altercation. At a bench trial, Collins testified that Roddis pushed her head into a door, while Roddis
testified that a couch cushion accidentally struck her and denied intending to harm her. Roddis was convicted
and sentenced to six years in prison. In his posttrial ineffective-assistance allegations, he primarily claimed that
counsel failed to impeach Collins with text messages and that prior counsel induced him to waive a jury trial
through improper representations.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Following a bench trial in the Circuit Court of Macon County, Roddis was convicted of aggravated domestic
battery and sentenced to six years' imprisonment. His pro se motion for sentence reduction, which also alleged
ineffective assistance of counsel, was dismissed as untimely. On the first appeal, the appellate court affirmed the
conviction and sentence but remanded for a Krankel hearing. After the circuit court conducted a preliminary
inquiry and declined to appoint new counsel, the appellate court reversed and remanded, holding that the trial
court improperly reached the merits. The Illinois Supreme Court reversed the appellate court and affirmed the
circuit court.

DISPOSITION



reversed
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