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SUMMARY

The Delaware Supreme Court affirmed the Superior Court's denial of Dilip Nyala's motion for
correction of sentence. The court held that Nyala's twelve-year probationary term, imposed in 2001,
was lawful under the version of 11 Del. C. § 4333 then in effect, and that the 2003 amendment
limiting probation periods did not apply retroactively.
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1. Whether Nyala's twelve-year probationary sentence imposed in 2001 was illegal under the 2003
amendment to 11 Del. C. § 4333.

2. Whether Nyala's 2006 violation-of-probation sentence was otherwise illegal.

HOLDINGS

1. The twelve-year probationary term was legal because the version of § 4333 in effect when Nyala was
sentenced permitted probation or suspension of sentence up to the maximum term of commitment for the

offense, and the 2003 amendment did not apply retroactively to sentences imposed before June 1, 2003.

2. The 2006 violation-of-probation sentence was legal because it included no period of probation and was

otherwise lawful.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The twelve year probationary term did not exceed the maximum term of commitment and, therefore, was

legal at the time of sentencing.” (955 A.2d at 1275)

“This Court has held, however, that that 2003 amendment to 11 Del. C. § 4333 does not apply to any sentence
imposed prior to June 1, 2003.” (955 A.2d at 1276)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Nyala pleaded guilty in 2001 to trafficking in cocaine, delivery of cocaine within 300 feet of a park, and
possession of cocaine. The Superior Court imposed an aggregate nineteen-year sentence, suspended after six
years for twelve years of probation, and later reduced the delivery-related suspension. After Nyala violated
probation in 2006, the court imposed six years at Level V incarceration and discharged him from probation.
Nyala then challenged the legality of the original probation term under the 2003 amendment to Delaware's

sentencing statute.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Nyala pleaded guilty in 2001 to drug offenses and received a nineteen-year sentence, suspended after six years
for twelve years of probation. After a 2006 violation-of-probation proceeding, the Superior Court imposed six
years at Level V incarceration and discharged him from probation. In 2007, Nyala moved to correct his sentence,
arguing that the twelve-year probation term violated the 2003 amendment to 11 Del. C. § 4333. The Superior

Court denied the motion, and the Supreme Court of Delaware affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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