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STATEMEMT oF THE CASE

The oppellant Uichel T Folon Was convicfed by way of
a uniltteligent O [y plea in Charleston focmfg hebre the

Fonorable }“Jen“g Prce and Sentnied ¥ a nfjpﬁaffo/ ferm of
*H/ur}g fears br murder and e ,mmmm? charges fhirty ergh.f years
b affempled morder and e yeas by the weapon,, this Senlence
was pronunced atter fhe appellant scek o witholiaw his guilly

plen becauseol “he belicyed Hhat he had a defense” se¢ (Hransgrpt p7

line §-4)



Moﬁon tnd Defition For Leave

To Fle A Moton For New Trial
Pursuant do South Llawlina

Lules ob Criminal Procedure
Lule 29 fost Trial mohions

The Appellant has Jurisdiction o fhis Honorable Court puvsuant
Yo 201 scal and this petifion is pursuant o 240 alsp see JLule

29 scaCrimb. (b) stafes

A motion for new tial based on afler-
discoveted evidence may not be made
while the case is in appeal unless Fhe
opfeliant court, upon motion has suspcnded

the appeal and gt feae fo malle the
motion " see ke 290) SCLCrimP

[n Ahis instant case A appellant’s puwn attorney provicled
Iformation that Wis client has a detense of /€ defensz in a
Withdow of g 9ml+ﬁ plea. sce lolen V.State 354 S.C.407, L$5 S-E 14 47
(2004) hold deftndants trial counsel was ineféective for Pa{(irlg To Move

o withdraw his guilty plea



Here the appellant aﬁorn{zﬂ Qx‘prggslg states, that apfc’”aﬂf—
believed Hot he had a detense sce. Transcn pt p'lﬂf'flc §-a

This umoloumj 1S 9vounds to reverse e qui ty plea since
his ad’““”ﬂ proves that appellant is innocence o the charges
indicted see; slate v Tuncan, 292 S.€ o o S.E 24 lelel (201)
Wolding olefendant was entitled fo fmmumfg;quoﬁng(ﬂr/ I 44o)

S.C. Codet-ann

2115 und(sptﬁ’fd Hhat both the appe,llanf and the ﬂf(egm[ viehim
had Weapons and no Crime ¢xisted

Thefelore the request for new frial b withdraw fhe quilty
Plea is proper and this petition br leave 1 proceed in the lower

(oot should he granted.
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