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SUMMARY

The Appellate Division, Second Department, affirmed the amended judgment convicting Darrel D.
Madison of criminal possession of a controlled substance in the third degree and animal fighting
following his guilty plea. The court held that the plea was knowing, voluntary, and intelligent and that
Madison was not denied effective assistance of counsel.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendant appealed from a judgment of the County Court, Suffolk
County, convicting him upon his guilty plea and imposing sentence.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court reviewed whether the guilty plea was knowing, voluntary,
and intelligent and whether counsel provided effective assistance
under the federal and New York standards.
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PRACTICE AREAS

criminal procedure criminal defense appellate practice

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Madison's guilty plea was invalid because he was allegedly misinformed about the legality of
the promised sentence.

2. Whether the challenge to the voluntariness of the plea was preserved despite Madison's failure to move
to withdraw the plea or otherwise raise the issue in County Court.

3. Whether Madison was deprived of the effective assistance of counsel in connection with plea
negotiations and sentencing.

4. Whether pleading guilty forfeited ineffective-assistance claims unrelated to the plea-negotiation process
and sentence.

HOLDINGS

1. A defendant's challenge to the voluntariness of a guilty plea based on misinformation of which the
defendant had no knowledge at the time may be reviewed on appeal even when the defendant did not
move to withdraw the plea or otherwise raise the issue before the trial court.

2. Madison's guilty plea was entered knowingly, voluntarily, and intelligently.

3. Madison was not deprived of the effective assistance of counsel in connection with plea negotiations or
sentencing.

4. By pleading guilty, Madison forfeited ineffective-assistance claims that did not directly involve the plea-
negotiation process or sentence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In order to be valid, a plea of guilty must be entered voluntarily, knowingly, and intelligently” (*1)

“Whether a plea was knowing, intelligent and voluntary is dependent upon a number of factors including the
nature and terms of the agreement, the reasonableness of the bargain, and the age and experience of the
accused” (*1)

“To establish ineffective assistance of counsel under the federal standard, a defendant is required to
demonstrate that counsel's performance fell below an objective standard of reasonableness and that the
deficient performance prejudiced the defense” (*2)

“Pursuant to the New York standard, a court must examine whether the evidence, the law, and the
circumstances of a particular case, viewed in totality and as of the time of the representation, reveal that the
attorney provided meaningful representation” (*2)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Madison pleaded guilty to criminal possession of a controlled substance in the third degree and animal fighting.
He contended that he was misinformed during the plea proceeding about the legality of the promised sentence



and that counsel was ineffective in connection with the plea. At resentencing, he received the minimum term of
imprisonment and less postrelease supervision than had been promised.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The County Court, Suffolk County, rendered a judgment on August 10, 2022, amended March 14, 2023,
convicting Madison of criminal possession of a controlled substance in the third degree and animal fighting after
his guilty plea. Madison appealed, challenging the voluntariness of his plea and alleging ineffective assistance of
counsel. The Appellate Division affirmed the judgment as amended.
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