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SUMMARY

The Alabama Supreme Court considered whether the Court of Criminal Appeals erred in reversing the
denial of G.E.G.’s motion to withdraw guilty pleas to drug-related charges. The court held that the rule
requiring corroboration of an extrajudicial confession does not apply to a guilty-plea conviction
because a voluntary guilty plea is a judicial confession and conclusively establishes guilt. The court
reversed and remanded.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the rule requiring corroboration of an extrajudicial confession before a defendant may be
convicted applies to a conviction based on a voluntary guilty plea.

2. Whether the factual basis required by Rule 14.4(b), Ala. R. Crim. P., was sufficient when the guilty-plea
record included the indictment, the prosecutor's factual assertions, and the defendant's voluntary plea.

3. Whether the Court of Criminal Appeals erred by reversing the denial of G.E.G.'s motion to withdraw his
guilty pleas to the drug-related charges.

HOLDINGS

1. The rule requiring independent corroboration of a confession to establish the corpus delicti does not
apply to a conviction entered on a voluntary and knowing guilty plea. A guilty plea is a judicial
confession and conclusively establishes the defendant's guilt as to the facts sufficiently charged.

2. Rule 14.4(b), Ala. R. Crim. P., requires only a factual basis sufficient to satisfy the trial court that the
defendant knows what he or she is pleading guilty to and that the admitted acts constitute the charged
offense; it does not require evidence independently establishing guilt beyond a reasonable doubt.

3. The record supplied an adequate factual basis for G.E.G.'s guilty pleas to second-degree possession of
marijuana and possession of drug paraphernalia, and the Court of Criminal Appeals erred by reversing
those convictions based on the absence of independent corroboration.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The issue before this Court is whether the rule that a defendant may not be convicted solely on the basis of a
confession should also apply to a guilty-plea conviction. We hold that the issue of the admissibility of the
defendant’s confession without corroboration is waived by the defendant’s plea of guilty.” (at 956)

“A guilty plea is a judicial confession. “ ‘A voluntary guilty plea concludes the issue of guilt, dispenses with
the need for judicial fact finding, is conclusive as to the defendant’s guilt, and is an admission of all facts
sufficiently charged in the indictment.’ ”” (at 956-57)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

G.E.G. was indicted on multiple sexual-assault and drug-related charges involving his seven-week-old daughter
and entered a plea agreement. He pleaded guilty to sexual torture, second-degree possession of marijuana, and
possession of drug paraphernalia. During the plea colloquy, the trial court confirmed that he understood the
charges and sentencing ranges, waived his trial-related rights, and was pleading voluntarily; the prosecutor then
described evidence that G.E.G. had admitted smoking marijuana and using a pipe. After sentencing, G.E.G.
sought to withdraw the pleas, asserting that the record lacked an adequate factual basis for the drug convictions.
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G.E.G. pleaded guilty to sexual torture, second-degree possession of marijuana, and possession of drug
paraphernalia pursuant to a plea agreement. After sentencing, he moved to withdraw the pleas, arguing, among
other things, that there was no factual basis under Rule 14.4(b), Ala. R. Crim. P.; the trial court denied the
motion. The Court of Criminal Appeals affirmed the sexual-torture conviction but reversed the drug-related
convictions, concluding that G.E.G.'s statement that he had smoked marijuana lacked independent corroboration.
The Alabama Supreme Court denied G.E.G.'s certiorari petition, granted the State's petition, reversed, and
remanded.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The case was remanded for proceedings consistent with the opinion after reversal of the Court of Criminal
Appeals' judgment concerning the drug-related guilty pleas.
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