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SUMMARY

The Appellate Division, Second Department, affirmed Maurice Hennegan’s convictions for murder in
the second degree and criminal possession of a controlled substance in the third degree. The court held
that the legal-sufficiency claim was unpreserved and, in any event, supported by legally sufficient
evidence; it also rejected challenges concerning the weight of the evidence, substitution of counsel,

and the sentence.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendant appealed from a judgment of the Supreme Court, Kings

County, entered after a jury convicted him of murder in the second
degree and criminal possession of a controlled substance in the third

degree and the court imposed sentence.

STANDARD OF REVIEW For legal sufficiency, the evidence is viewed in the light most
favorable to the prosecution and the conviction is upheld if the
evidence establishes guilt beyond a reasonable doubt. The court
independently reviews the weight of the evidence but gives great
deference to the jury's opportunity to view witnesses, hear testimony,
and observe demeanor. A request for substitution of assigned counsel
is reviewed under the requirement that the trial court inquire into
complaints when sufficient facts suggest a genuine conflict or other
impediment to representation. The sentence is reviewed for

excessiveness.
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UESTIONS PRESENTED
Whether defendant preserved his challenge to the legal sufficiency of the evidence supporting his
conviction for criminal possession of a controlled substance in the third degree.

. Whether the evidence was legally sufficient to establish defendant's guilt of criminal possession of a
controlled substance in the third degree beyond a reasonable doubt.

. Whether the verdict was against the weight of the evidence.

. Whether the trial court erred by declining to substitute assigned counsel based solely on defendant's
pretrial pro se written request.

. Whether defendant abandoned his request for substitution of counsel by declining to explain his reasons
and expressing no further dissatisfaction with counsel.

. Whether the sentence imposed was excessive.

OLDINGS

. Defendant failed to preserve for appellate review his challenge to the legal sufficiency of the evidence
because he did not specify at trial the grounds asserted on appeal.

. Even if considered, the evidence was legally sufficient to establish defendant's guilt of criminal
possession of a controlled substance in the third degree beyond a reasonable doubt.

. The verdict was not against the weight of the evidence.

. Defendant's pretrial pro se written letter requesting substitution of counsel, standing alone, did not
require the trial court to relieve assigned counsel.

. Defendant abandoned his request for substitution of counsel by declining to provide further reasons and
expressing no further dissatisfaction with defense counsel.

. The sentence imposed was not excessive.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Defendant was convicted after a jury trial in connection with the shooting death of a victim and his possession of

cocaine with intent to sell. He challenged the sufficiency and weight of the evidence supporting the controlled-

substance conviction, sought substitution of assigned counsel based on a pretrial pro se letter, and argued that his



sentence was excessive. When given an opportunity to explain his request for new counsel in court, defendant

declined to provide reasons and expressed no further dissatisfaction with counsel.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Supreme Court, Kings County, rendered judgment on April 10, 2019, following a jury verdict finding
defendant guilty of murder in the second degree and criminal possession of a controlled substance in the third
degree. Defendant appealed, challenging the legal sufficiency and weight of the evidence, the denial of his

request for substitution of counsel, and the severity of his sentence. The Appellate Division affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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