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AS You SEE, 7 0rp poT BENEFTT FRom m) Curl7) PLEA.
So mV PLEA CAN NoT BE KNoWINGL) oR VOLIM//WQ}/ MNAPE . UWDER
MIED SHTES v L G) okl Iy 9. 3 1037- 1047 £4TH CIR1993] A
GUILTY PLEA IS TWWoLuniARY WHERE 7HE DEFEVDANT 1 AcFe Avow =
=LEDGE o F AN -FLEMIEN T oF THE ofFEMSE oR DoES MoT 1 DR STAWD
THE NMATURE of HIS coms UTu Tiowal RIGHTS 16 BENEFTT FRom HES
FLEA THIS MAKES HIS couse) ENEFFECTIVE I THIS chse a1 AR,

COVSEL St HYE OBGFCTED 16 7HE MAK BLEA 4,y THIS CASE! WHY #
BECAUSE  DEFEMPANT DTD MT BENEFLT FRom HI's PLEA. LF Counsel HAD
OBJECTED 70 SENTEMCE IT Coull Haye CEFL /?AISEQ OM . DIRET APREAL
ByT BEAUSE o F Counsels ABPDON MEVT oF HIS cLTEWT DEFZID-
~ANT REWUEST THIS HomoRABLE CourT 16 RATSE THIS ISSUE UNDER,
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Bo/KIV v ALABAMA 395 US 238 249 C/%?J THIS 500/;37’

Mus/ CoNSIDER ALL oF THE RELEFyANT CIRCumS TAMCES SuRRou D Tw
THE Buil7V PLEA 15 DETERMIVE TT5 Iy Vol unTARTNESS, A 75 Show

THAT Counsel RICHARD H. WARDER ABAWDONED HIs CLIENT IW THE
CouRT Room.

FoR THESE REASaS T REQUEST THAT Counsel BE APPQTA/T[ DIN
M) BEHALF, AND THE APPEAL T6 G oa) 7w THE CouRT S JsTEM),
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