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SUMMARY

The Appellate Division, First Department, unanimously affirmed a judgment resentencing Marques
McGeachy to an aggregate term of 16 years. The court held that Supreme Court properly considered

and denied youthful offender treatment and found no basis to reduce the sentence.
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STANDARD OF REVIEW Abuse of discretion; the appellate court reviewed whether the lower

court providently exercised its discretion in denying youthful offender
treatment and whether any basis existed to reduce the sentence.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the sentencing court properly exercised its discretion in denying defendant youthful offender

treatment.

2. Whether defendant's sentence should be reduced on appeal.

HOLDINGS

1. The denial of youthful offender treatment was proper because the sentencing court fully considered the

appropriate factors, and its discretionary determination was provident.

2. The court found no basis to reduce the sentence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Although defendant was eligible for youthful offender treatment (CPL 720.10[1]), the record demonstrates
that the court fully considered the proper factors in evaluating whether youthful offender status was

appropriate” (*1)

“We discern no basis upon which to disturb that discretionary determination, considering that defendant was
convicted for his participation with a violent gang as an accomplice to murder, participated in multiple

shootings, and engaged in violent conduct over a span of several months, involving multiple victims” (*1)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Defendant was convicted for participating with a violent gang as an accomplice to murder. The record also
showed that he participated in multiple shootings and engaged in violent conduct over several months involving
multiple victims. The sentencing court denied youthful offender treatment and imposed an aggregate 16-year

sentence.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Supreme Court, New York County, rendered a judgment of resentence on December 13, 2023, resentencing
defendant to an aggregate term of 16 years. Defendant appealed, and the Appellate Division, First Department,

unanimously affirmed.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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OPINION

PER CURIAM.
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