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1. The appellant enter an involuntary plea because the prosecution knows that it doesn’t
have probable cause to believe that a defendant actually committed a crime but threatens to

prosecute him unless he pleads guilty.

2. The prosecution delays showing the defendant evidence that tends to show that he didn’t

commiit the crime (or conceals it altogether)

3. The appellant was threaten that he would remain in jail for months until another trail date
was set.
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ARGUMENT

1. The appellant enter an involuntary plea because the prosecution knows that it doesn’t
have probable cause to believe that a defendant actually committed a crime but

threatens to prosecute him unless he pleads guilty.

2. The prosecution delays showing the defendant evidence that tends to show that he

didn’t commit the crime (or conceals it altogether)

3. The appellant was threaten that he would remain in jail for months until another trail

date was set.

CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated, this Court should reverse the judgment of the circuit court.

Respectfully Submitted,
~

e e
July 27, 2015
2420 Seagull lane

Columbia SC, 29203
Antonio Davis, Appellant



