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SUMMARY

The Connecticut Supreme Court affirmed the Appellate Court’s conclusion that Leonardo Lopez’s
Alford pleas were knowingly and voluntarily made. The court held that, absent a positive indication
that defense counsel failed to explain the elements of the charged offenses, courts may presume that
counsel provided that explanation.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the defendant's guilty pleas under the Alford doctrine were knowingly and voluntarily made
when the trial court did not expressly ascertain whether he understood the elements of the charged
offenses.

2. Whether the Appellate Court correctly applied the presumption that defense counsel ordinarily explains
the elements of the charged offenses to a defendant entering a guilty plea.

HOLDINGS

1. The defendant's pleas were knowingly and voluntarily made, and the trial court's failure to inform him
explicitly of all elements of the charges did not render the pleas unknowing or involuntary.

2. The judgment of the Appellate Court is affirmed.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Thus, unless a record contains some positive suggestion that the defendant’s attorney had not informed the
defendant of the elements of the crimes to which he was pleading guilty, the normal presumption applies.”
(269 Conn. at 802)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The defendant entered Alford pleas to various charges involving his ownership of residential properties in
Waterbury. He did not seek to withdraw the pleas before sentencing. He later challenged the pleas as involuntary
because the trial court had not ascertained whether he understood the elements of the charged offenses.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Leonardo Lopez pleaded guilty under the Alford doctrine to charges involving his ownership of residential
properties in Waterbury and did not move to withdraw the pleas before sentencing. After sentencing, he appealed
to the Appellate Court, which affirmed the convictions and held that the failure to explain every element
expressly did not render the pleas unknowing or involuntary. The Supreme Court granted certification and
affirmed the Appellate Court's judgment, while correcting its discussion of the presumption that defense counsel
explains the elements of charged offenses.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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