SUPREME COURT OF MONTANA

State v. Muhammad, 2005 MT 234, 328 Mont. 397

121 P.3d 521 (2005) - No. No. 03-594 - Decided September 20, 2005

SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Montana affirmed the denial of Car-Los A-Lail Muhammad’s motion to

withdraw his guilty plea to sexual intercourse without consent. The court held that the plea was

voluntary because Muhammad acknowledged the plea’s voluntariness, understood the charge, waived

an age-related defense, received the benefit of his plea agreement, and had not shown good cause for

withdrawal.
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Muhammad appealed the Eighth Judicial District Court's denial of his
motion to withdraw his guilty plea to sexual intercourse without

consent.

The voluntariness of a guilty plea and the denial of a motion to
withdraw the plea present a mixed question of law and fact reviewed

de novo.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the District Court erred in denying Muhammad's motion to withdraw his guilty plea on the

ground that the plea was involuntary.

2. Whether the plea colloquy established an adequate factual basis and Muhammad's understanding and

waiver of the available defense concerning the victim's age.

HOLDINGS

1. The guilty plea was voluntary because Muhammad repeatedly affirmed under oath that he was not
threatened or promised anything outside the written plea agreement, understood the proceedings, was

satisfied with counsel, and was knowingly choosing to plead guilty.

2. The plea colloquy adequately established the elements of the offense and the factual basis for the guilty

plea; a colloquy need not extract an admission to every element of the crime.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“By entering a guilty plea, a defendant waives numerous afforded constitutional rights and protections, and
therefore the plea "must be a knowing and intelligent choice among the alternative courses of action open to
the defendant."” (121 P.3d at 523-524)

“The defendant, before entering the plea, must be "fully aware of the direct consequences, including the
actual value of any commitments made to him by the court, prosecutor, or his own counsel ...."” (121 P.3d at
524)

"

“"[FJear of the legal consequences of one's actions lies central to the criminal law purpose of deterrence.
(121 P.3d at 525)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Muhammad was charged with having sexual intercourse without consent with a fourteen-year-old girl. He
entered a written plea agreement and repeatedly acknowledged that his plea was voluntary, that he understood
the proceedings, that he was satisfied with counsel, and that he was waiving defenses concerning the victim's
age. He was released on bail before sentencing and did not move to withdraw his plea until more than four years

later, after repeated sentence-revocation proceedings and while facing imprisonment.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Muhammad pleaded guilty pursuant to a plea agreement and received a deferred sentence. After multiple
revocation proceedings, he moved more than four years after entering the plea to withdraw it. Following an

evidentiary hearing, the District Court denied the motion, and the Montana Supreme Court affirmed.
DISPOSITION

affirmed
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