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STATEMENT OF ISSUE ON APPEAL

The plea judge properly accepted Appellant’s knowing and
voluntary guilty plea to the crime of attempted murder where the
record shows Appellant understood the charge against him-and the’
‘waiver of rights which resulted from the plea



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

| .’ '. Appellant was 1nd1cted in Lexrngton County in October 2011 for attempted ‘mu‘rder On" | |
E " October 4 2012 Appellant appeared before the Honorable Roger M Young, Sr for hrs plea |
| 'hearrng Frank McMaster Esqurre represented Appellant as51stant sohcrtor Suzanne Mayes
o P .' Esqtnre represented the State Appellant pled gullty to the charge and the plea Judge sentenced

L Appellant to twenty erght years 1ncarceratron

On October 9 2012 Appellant ﬁled a pro se motron for recons1derat10n of h1s sentence ¢

o / (R pp 73 74) On December 4, 2012 Appellant subm1tted a pro se mot1on to w1thdraw h":' c o

-

S gu1lty plea cla1m1ng he belreved hlS counsel and the State had agreed upon a recommended T

o ;»z,';_ "Asentence of ﬁve years 1mpr1sonment (R p 75) On Aprrl l2 2013 plea counsel sent a_; etter to: 3 ; |

et
RO

?;_ 'plea counsel Was placed on 1nter1m suspensron by the South Carohna Supreme Court In e ,-:’f

S McMaster 407 s! c 213 755 s E 2d 107 (2014) As aresult Sarah Mauldrn of:the Lexrngton SE

f’y;;County Publlc Defender s Ofﬁce assumed representatron of Appellant

On March 5 2015 Appellant ﬁled an. appl1cat10n for post conv1ct10n rehef (PCR)

S »(R pp l 10—15) In hlS app11cat10n Appellant cla1med plea counsel represented h1m dur1ng h1s

‘;‘plea sentence and post plea mot1ons (R p l 13) Appellant also mcluded h1s pro se’ mot1on for
- ';-reconsrderatron of h1s sentence (R p 116) He further clalmed plea counsel .was supposed to '. o o
arrange a hearrng wrth the [plea] Judge” for his post plea motrons (R p l 13). |

' Appellant S apphcatron also 1ncluded two letters from the plea Judge addressrng his
‘ 'motlons In hrs J anuary 12 2015 letter the plea Judge noted the Lex1ngton County Clerk of

' Court was not in possessron of hlS motron for reconsrderatlon of hlS sentence but drd have

vrecords of hrs motlon to w1thdraw hlS plea (R p l 18) He 1nformed Appellant there were not



records of the first motion eyer being filed, ahd the second motion was not based on after

‘ drscovered evidence or timely ﬁled (R p. 118) He noted: plea counsel the attorney of record

“ was at. that trme suspended from the practlce of law and recommended Appellant contact the

' ".ass1stant solrcrtor ass1gned to his case. (R p. 118) In his February 3, 2015 letter, the plea judge i
. 1nformed Appellant he rece1ved a. follow -up letter from the Lexmgton County Clerk of Court

» notmg both mot1ons were barred for the issues stated in the pr1or letter. (R.p.1 19)

On September 4, 2015, attorney Jeffrey Bloom wrote a letter requestmg PCR counsel be .‘

" appointed to Appellant s case. (R.p. 124). He noted Appellant s post—plea mot1ons were ﬁled pro

..~ seand that plea counsel was subsequently suspended from the practlce of law. ‘(R.p. 124) The '

fletter was sent to J udge Keesley and copred to Walt Whrtmlre the State’s attorney handling the
'”PCR case. (R p. 124) On September 22, 2015 Davrd Allen was appomted to: represent |
Appellant in the PCR actron (R p. 126) On March 7 2016 Judge Keesley entered a scheduhng ‘
, order delaylng the PCR act1on untrl Appellant s rnotlon to reconsrder hls sentence was resolved
i On Aprrl 1, 2016 Appellant through counsel ﬁled a brlef in support of h1s motron to’ '
..;'reconsrder hlS sentence to Wthh the State ﬁled a response (R p. 77- 89) By order ﬁled Apr1l "
‘ },28 2016 the plea Judge denled Appellant s mot1on to recons1der and d1sm1ssed the motron to o
w1thdraw the gu1lty plea as unt1mely (R p 90)
" On May 6 2016, Appellant ﬁled and served a not1ce of appeal Pursuant to Rule
: A 203(d)(1)(B)(1v) SCACR Appellant also filed a wr1tten explanatron clarmmg his plea was not . | _
knowmg and Voluntary because he dlsputed the charges agarnst him at the plea hearing. ! |

On J une 23 2016, the State, due to Appellant s pendmg not1ce of appeal filed its retum

and motion to dismiss Appellant’s PCR applrcatlon w1thout prejudrce (R.pp.132- 34) In its



- return, theiState incorrectly claimed [Appellant] through counsel moved o reconsrder hrs

sentence on October 9 2012 ” (R p 132)

On September 29 2016 Judge Keesley, Appellant Appellant S PCR Counsel and Senror

Assrstant Attorney General J ohanna Valenzuela srgned a consent order drsm1ssmg the PCR

the appeal clarmrng Appellant S po' 'plea motrons wh1ch were ﬁled whrle Appellant was T

appellate Jurlsd1ct10n Over the case (R pp 66—91) Appellant ﬁled a return to the motron

R applrcatron wrthout prejud1ce untrl Appellant s d1rect appeal was resolved (R pp 136—3 7) The

consent order clalmed Appellant through counsel ﬁled both of h1s post plea motlons L

(R p 137)
On February 27 2017 Appellant through appellate counsel ﬁled h1s 1n1t1al brlef and

des1gnat1on of matter in hrs drrect appeal On June 30 2017 the State’ ﬁled a motron to dlSIIllSS . .

- argumg Jud1c1al estoppel laches and abandonment by counsel leg1t1m1zed the post plea motrons’;(‘ o

R

(R pp 92-139) On July 25 2017 the State ﬁled 1ts reply (R pp 14047) On August9 2017 -

the Court of Appeals drsmlssed the appeal ﬁndlng the pro se motlons were nullrtles wh1ch were '

not proper should not have been accepted and should not have been ruled upon 2 (R pp 148—

o 49) (c1t1ng State v. Mrller 388 s C. 347 697 3 E 2d 527 (2010)) Appellant ﬁled a pet1t1on for -f

s

rehearmg, rerteratmg 1ts prror arguments to the court (R pp 150—66) Rehearmg was denred on.

K

L trmely challenge the October 9 2012 motron asa pro se ﬁlmg (State V. Lake Op No 2019-

October 18 2017 (R p. 175)
Appellant submrtted a Pet1t10n for a ert of Certrorarr to the Supreme Court of South ‘
Carolma Wthh was granted on March 28 201 8 Followmg brreﬁng by the partres and oral

argument the Supreme Court reversed th1s Court s, d1smrssal after ﬁndmg the State farled to -

T



MO 030 (S. C ﬁled June 19 2019) R. p. 176—78) As a result the court reversed the dlsmlssal

- .

and remanded to thlS Court to address the merlts of Appellant S appeal ThlS Brlef of




| STATEMENT OF FACTS

On October 4, 2012, Appellant pled guilty to attempted murder before the plea judge. -

The plea judge informed Appellant he was indicted for an offense which carries a maxiinum :
sentence of thirty years’ incarceration. After Appellant conﬁrmed his intention to ‘ple'ad the plea
B judge explalned several concepts to Appellant He noted Appellant was pleading toa most |
seriousi ‘offense under South Carolina law and that a conv1ction for a- second such offense would
‘ require a sentence of life W1thout the posmbihty‘of parole Appellant conﬁrmed he spoke w1th

) hlS attorney about such, offenses and that he stlll w1shed to plead (R p- 3—R p. 5) |
The plea Judge also explained that attempted murder ‘was a no parole offense requirlng

: ’tserv1ce of at least eighty ﬁve percent of hlS sentence before he would be eligible for any early

o B release The plea Judge stated that Appellant was entitled to a Jury trlal at Wthh time 1t would :

be the State s burden to'convince a Jury of hlS guilt beyond a reasonable doubt and he could
challenge the State s ev1dence put up ev1dence of his own, and test1fy in h1s defense 1f he SO .
desired. The plea Judge stressed a verdict of “guilty” must’ be unanimous and Appellant would k
have the right to appeal said verdict. However, pleading guilty operated as a waivér of these |
rights by Appellant. Appellant 'acknowledged he understood the plea Judge s statements. : |
..Appellant also acknowledged he was satisfied with plea counsel’s repr_esentation, and plea L
_ counsel- had done'everything he requested including explain what was required of the State to
: prove guilt After Appellant explained he was not under undue influence from any substances or
from- 1nd1v1duals pressuring him to plead, the plea judge found Appellant was “freely,-
voluntarily, and intelligently” pleading guilty. (R.p.5-R.p.9).

The plea judge allowed the State to explain thefacts of ‘the case. Anita Pritchett (Victim)

dated Appellant for a period, but ended the relationship. Afterwards, Appellant began stalking -



B -and harassing her and her family. f)n March 8, 2011, Victim’s twenty-four-year-old daughter
' (baughter) told police she had reCeived numerous harassing phone calls and text messages from
' 'Appellant She 1nformed officers Appellant had phys1cally assaulted Vlct1m while they were
dating and had been camprng in the woods behmd therr home after the break-up. On Aprll 6,
‘ 2011 V1ct1m contacted pOllCC and informed them of several 1nc1dents. of vandalism and
_harassment 1nclud1ng h1s constant presence in the woods near the house Appellant even called
..vVlct1m while officers were at the re31dence Addltronally, Appellant called Daughter and told
- her ' “I’m nto done with. you and I'm not done w1th her, call and tell your mother good bye I'm
gorng to klll her ” (R.p. 9—R p- 13)
. On Aprrl 7,2011; the day of the attack Victim contacted law enforcement and 1nformed -
%them an 1nd1v1dual had ﬁred multlple shots at her, llkely Appellant She arr1ved home at |
approxrmately 1: 45 p.m., and when she walked into her front gate she heard a gunshot which she -
- bel1eved was armed at her She ran 1nsrde the home peeked out a w1ndow and saw Appellant in
| ‘the wooded area behmd the home Several minutes later she heard a second shot-and d1scovered
: _.1t had entered through her bedroom wrndow V1ct1m told ofﬁcers Appellant knew her schedule
s and was aware that upon returnrng home she would sit near the wmdow upon her return, and that;
' ’he ﬁred the bullet knowmg such and having “the intention of killing her Two nearby
.individuals 'Thomas Lee and Richard Wright both heard the gunshots, and ofﬁcers conﬁrmed
. ;the bullet hole in her w1ndow and traveled through mult1ple walls in the home Ofﬁcers found
the Veh1cle a short distance from the house, occupled solely by Appellant and w1th a rlﬂe in plam
" view. When told he was berng arrested for shootrng into someone s house Appellant told the
ofﬁcer that if he had shot 1nto someone’s house it was an acc1dent which occurred when he was

. ‘j‘-'“sighting his rifle.” (R.p, l-3—R.p.l7).



Appellant S vehlcle was’ searched and ofﬁcers found the rrﬂe a scope a spent shell
SR ‘casrng, an ammunrtron box and two actrve rounds located in the rrﬂe a knrfe a tra1n1ng sword

) annd an op‘e'n ca'se of Ice House beer.‘ Add1t10nally, the area around V:lCtln‘l 'S hOme was searched" '

N ] . s e e
B 3

jand several “camps were found 1n the atea wrth crgarette butts matchmg Appellant s crgarette

- brand along w1th empty Ice House beer cans Ofﬁcers also took care to collect all of the text

k

t , _messages sent to. Vrctrm and Daughter by Appellant (R p- l7—R p 19)

53". .

, . fA'l ?1 Ofﬁcers later drscovered James Sl1ce Jr the man w1th whom Appellant was lrvmg,

T e

e -"reported hlS rrﬂe a scope and ammumtlon stolen the same 1tems recovered from Appellant s

'i’lf*:vehlcle Patncra Lorra a fr1end of Appellant s, told ofﬁcers she spoke w1th Appellant the day of

J-vw‘.,

the crlme and Appellant 1nformed her he was gorng to’ krll someone and then commrt su1c1d'f’

because someone had “rulned hrs lrfe ”? Appellant repeatedly cla1med he was gomg to “krll that‘r‘

4

L »brtch‘ ” and noted Appellant always referred 10 Vlctrm as a “b1tch Appellant also revealed to

R " ¥Lor1a he was watc:” ng Vrctlm s home and had slashed the t1resron her_vehlcle along w1th thosef‘ S

V' 1 end of the1r relatlonshrp and would not stop th1nk1ng of her untll he d1ed (R p 23—R p 26)

At the conclusron of the State 5 presentatlon of the facts plea counsel was permrtted to‘.
make h1s own statementsand drspute the State s desﬁcrrptron of events Plea counsel began by
L notrng he and Appellant dlsputed “[s]ome of the prlor hlstory, belrevmg some of the events

-;.;descrrbed d1d not occur, but were not of consequence ‘to the plea As to the attempted murder : o

R charge plea counsel admrtted “there s Just 1no drsputmg that” he was stalkmg V1ct1m and -' e |

’.'campmg out near her home and had “no excuses for what happened > (R p 26—R p 28)



- skill wlth'a gu'nzlhe clalmed both he'and‘Appellant wete “avid” deerlhunter’s' and the latter:

‘.~‘_‘,

‘ S 'jthere were no excuses for Appellant s behav1or Appellant “knew what he was do1ng [when he] "

) -4" i } Appellant that max1mum th1rty year sentence (R p 32)

L Mot1on for Reconsxderauon of Sentence > Wlthln it, he clalmed h1s twenty-elght year sentence

: contamed in the motron On December 4, 2012 Appellant ﬂled an untlmely1 “Motlon 10

Plea,pounsel.also'_elected‘to:‘share‘,;p,urely‘anecdotal information regarding Appellant’s

Vb

“doesn t mlss” targets one hundred yards away and V1ct1m was lucky Appellant somehow L

{..«' "

' ;: mlssed her Counsel also made an off hand comment that Appellant mrght have Just mtended to;" R .

o scare her or somethmg” but that 1t “d[rd]n t change the facts” of the case Counsel relterated

R

w‘\ a'

u ":-“took a: shot” at Vlctrm and he accepted “total respons1b1hty” for the attcmpted murder (R p 28_:'4 '- Lo N

5 f premedrtatlon in any pr1or case before h1m Acknowledgmg that Appellant lrkely pled gullty‘to o .

S spare V1ct1m and her famrly from the trauma of tr1al the plea Judge dec1ded agamst glvmg i

).

On October 9 2012 Appellant ﬁled a pro se document t1tled “Not1ce of Motlon and

o .should be reconsrdered based on “addltlonal factors » although no descrlptlon of sa1d factors was s

4

(,.‘ 8 i N . S Y

1As noted by both the plea Judge and the Supreme Court Appellant S motron to wrthdraw hlS

* . plea was filed months after his.plea and was not. preserved for- thls appeal -See State V. Lake Op_. L
" No. 2019 MO 030 (S C ﬁled June 19 2019) ' : g '

[



'Wrthdraw a Gurlty Plea clarmrng he belleved 2 plea negot1at10n had been’ reached between the »
- State'and plea counsel for a five-year sentence and he belleved h1s couns.el had put sa1d | |
- negot1at10n on the record at the plea hearlng On Aprll 1, 2016 Appellant ﬁled a brlef in support
of his motron to recon31der hlS sentence At no po1nt w1th1n the brlef d1d Appellant drspute the - J
AknO\AJvrng and volnntary; natnre of hlS plea 1n fact Appellant ~gex—pressed hlS wrllrngness to |
‘take responsrblllty for hrs mrstakes and acknowledge[d] hlS conduct warranted a srgmﬁcant

V'.b.', prlson sentence d (R pp 73 75 77—87)

On Aprrl 25 2016 the plea Judge 1ssued h1s order denyrng Appellant s motrons to

) rec0n51der h1s sentence and to wrthdraw hlS gullty plea rulrng agalnst the forrner on 1ts merlts

s and ﬁndlng the latter was not trmely ﬁled (R p 90)

T

e




, , STANDARD OFREVIEW

“In cr1m1nal cases an appellate court rev1ews errors of law only and is bound by the

2

’ ’/factual ﬁnd1ngs of the tr1al court unless clearly erroneous ” State Vi Bryant 372 S C 305 312,‘, : o

: 642 S E 2d 582 586 (2007) “The conduct of a cr1m1nal trlal is left largely to the sound

dlscret1on of the trlal ]udge who w1ll not be reversed in the absence of a prejud1c1al abuse of

Ty . . . . o

d1scret10n Id “An abuse of d1scret10n occurs when a tnal court s dec1sron is unsupported by A »

11



ARGUMENT

The plea judge properly accepted Appellant’s knowing and voluntary guilty ,

_plea to the crime of attempted murder where the record shows Appellant

understood the charge against him and the waiver of rights which resulted

from the plea Further, any issue regarding the knowmg and the voluntary
- nature of the plea is not preserved for review.
' Appellant argues the plea judge erred in accepting Appellant’s guilty plea because
_ Appellant did not understand his charge including the requisite specific intent to kill, rendering -
his guilty‘plea unknOWing and involuntary. The State disagrees with this allegation of error.: -
Initially, the State notes any issue regarding the voluntary and knowing nature of the plea is’vvnot
preServed for A_ppellate review because such issues were not raised to the plea judge.- As to the
merits Of his claim, Appellant :plea counsel both accepted the State’s version of events, which
contained overwhelmmg evidence of Appellant S spe01ﬁc intent to kill Victim. ;

In order for an 1ssue to be preserved for appellate review, the issue must have been (l)
t / o

raised to and ruled upon by the trial court;. (2) raised by the appellant 3) raised ina t1mely

manner; and (4) raised to the trial court with sufficient spe01ﬁc1ty State v. Rogers 361 S C 178 .

| f: 183, 603 S E 2d.910,912- 13 (Ct App 2004) see also JEAN HOEFER TOAL ET AL, APPELLATE ‘ '_

| _PRACTICE IN SOUTH CAROLINA_57 (2nd ed. 2002) (1dent1fy1ng the four requ1rements that must be '
met in order for' an issue to be properl); preServed for appellate review)'. “If ia party» fails to-
’ properl.y object, the part;/ 1s procedurally barred from raising the issue on appeal ? _S_ta_tu .

’ Johnson, 363 S.C: 53, 58-59, 609 S.E.2d 520, 523 (2005).

Regarding the requirement that a timely obJect1on be raised, a defendant must make a

t

i contempbraneous obj ection toa perceived error during trial in order to preserve the issue for -

' further review. " State v. Blalock 357 8. C 74,79, 591 S.E.2d 632, 635 (Ct. App 2003) see State

N v. Hoffman 312 S.C. 386, 393 440 S. E 2d 869, 873 (1994) (“A contemporaneous objection i is

12



required to properly preserve an error for appellate review. ™, T hus when aperceived error

 arises, the defendant must obJect at the first opportumty to do SO or the issue is waived. State v.

*Sullivan‘- 310 S C 311, 31'4 426 S.E. 2d 766 768 (1993.)-' see State \A Williams 303 S.C. 410

., A_4ll 401 S E.2d 168, 169 (1991) (“A defendant must object at h1s ﬁrst opportunity to preserve an_

",A;issue for appellate review. ”) see also State V. Krng 349 S C 142 157 n.l, 561 S.E. 2d 640, 647

(Ct App 2002) (“[N]o objection was made contemporaneously w1th this testimony so as to
‘ preserve the issue for review. King's belated obJection to subse‘quent testimony came too l‘ate.”).
. “To find a guilty plea is Voluntarily and knowingly entered into, the record must establish

R the defendant had a full understanding of the consequences of his plea and the charges agamst

: 'j‘,hlm » Roddyv State, 339s C.29, 33 5288E2d 418 421 (2000) (c1tmg Boykin v. Alabama

395 U.S. 238 242-43 (1969)) “To ensure the defendant understands the consequences of his

‘ gullty plea the trial Judge usually questions the defendant about the facts surroundmg the crime L
- - _' iand punishment that could be 1mposed ? Id at 34 528 S E. 2d at 421 (mtmg Dover V. State 304 ‘

TS, C 433 434 35 405 S E 2d 391 392 (1991) The record should 1nd1cate a defendant pleadmg‘ S

o gurlty was fully aware of the consequences of such a plea State v. Lambert 266 S. C. 574 225 o 3

P

o vv'S E. 2d 340 (1976) Whether a waiver of statutory or constltutional rights is knowmg and
' lvoluntary must be established by the complete record mcludmg colloquy between court and
defendant between court and defendant S counsel or both ” State v:Ray, 310 S.C. 431, 437,
427 S.E.2d 171, 174 (1993). To challenge the knowmg and voluntary.nature_ of his plea on direct
L _ v :
' appeal, a defendant must make a contempora_neous objection before the trial judge; absent a

timely objection, a guilty plea may only be attacked through POst—Conviction Relief proceedings.

State v. McKinney, 278 S.C. 107,292 S.E.2d 598 (1982). - -

13,



In State v. Lambert, 266 S C. 574,225 S. E.2d 340 (1976) the South Carolina Supreme

"Court explamed a voluntary and knowmg gu1lty plea is made when the record demonstrates a
defendant possessed knowledge of the crime charged and afﬁrmatwe awareness of the
consequences of a gurlty plea ” Id at 578 79,225 S.E. 2d at 342 Applymg sa1d standard to the :
facts of Lam_bert it found the defendant s adm1ss1ons to breakmg mto a home at n1ghtt1me and
- ,removmg an item was proof of defendant S 1ntent to, comm1t the crime and that Lambert’s plea
was voluntary and intelligently entered wrthx full hnowledge of the nature of the offense
because “@)roof of i 1ntent necessar1ly rests on 1nference "from conduct.” 1d. (crtmg State v.
. ﬂa_@y—, 257 .S.Cf'89, 91, 184 S.Ié.2d 344, 345 (1971)). - |
o Issue Preservatlon. o

In McK1 ey, the defendant alleged for the ﬁrst t1me on appeal that hlS _guilty plea was
not knowmgly and 1nte111gently entered Id at 108 292 S E 2d at 599 The Supreme Court
vdlsmlssed the appeal because McKmney was requlred to ra1se the issue before the plea Judge
,;vpartrcularly notmé he was represented by counsel at the plea and any fallures by. counsel could

A

only be attacked through the more appropnate channel of Post Conv1ct1on Relief.” Id

,4,‘.‘.

~S1m1larly, 1n State V. Blckham 381 S C. 143 672 S. E 2d 105 (2009) the defendant ralsed anew .

‘ _1ssue on appeal; that he was not el1g1ble for hfe w1thout parole at the t1me of his plea and the plea .
court abused its discretion in _refusmg toallow him to yvrthdraw h1s plea. Again, the Supreme
. Court found that failure to raise'this issue to the plea’ court precluded the defendant from arguing
“iton appeal. Id. at 149.n.2, 672 S.E.Zd at 108‘ n2 .
In the instant_ case, any issuesregarding the knowingand voluntary nature of Appellant’s
guilty plea are not preserved for review because they were never raised to the plea judge.

Appellant never argued his plea was unknowing or involuntary at the plea hearing or even in his

RS



post plea mot1on The plea Judge cannot poss1bly have erred in farlrng to rule on an 1ssue wh1ch . :
- was never ralsed to h1m Accordmgly, thls Court should ﬁnd thls issue unpreserved for appellate

‘Teview. L
Knowmg and Voluntary Plea R R S

Appellant argues the plea Judge erred 1n acceptmg hlS gullty plea because plea counsel
‘stated Appellant d1d not 1ntend to krll the compla1n1ng w1tness Admlttedly, plea counsel d1d o . R

w ‘_'-share anecdotal ev1dence regardlng Appellant S general skrll w1th a gun cla1m1ng he personally

v 1' ;

SR fz.saw that in the past Appellant was very accurate w1th a rlﬂe Based oh thrs prlor expenence plea‘:‘i s

I

:surroundlng the attack plea counsel hlmself noted “there s Just no dlsputlng the attempted

, 'il'rfdone and w1sh he could undo hrs actrons As noted above Appellant d1d not drspute the State s )

D -‘r

.recrtatron of facts or the character1zat1on of h1s actlons as attempted murder 1n any of th1s post- Gt GoE

plea ﬁllngs J ust l1ke the defendant 1n Lambert Appellant and plea counsel acknowledged

, Afthppellant attempted to shoot and krll Vlctrm and that he d1d not d1spute l’llS respons1b111ty for' -
PR ;lsuch act1ons Thus the only evrdence epresented at the plea hearmg 1nd1cates Appellant both
: . ‘knowrngly and voluntanly, admrtted to act1ons ;/vhrch const1tuted the attempted murder of
'3. Victim. See Lambert, 266'S. Cat 578—79 255, Eadat34d ' )
Accordlngly, the plea Judge properly found Appellant S plea to be knowmg and

yoluntar.y.



\ CONCLUSION
» For all the foregomg reasons, 1t ist respectfully subrmtted that the Judgment and

COnYICtlQn of the lower _cou__rt ‘be afﬁrmCd‘. - s

- : f_‘Respectfully subm1tted
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