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      IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 
      NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND 
      FOR MARTIN COUNTY, FLORIDA. 
      APPELLATE DIVISION 
 

Circuit Case No. 13-AP-9 
Lower Tribunal No. 13-CT-1046 

 
TAWANNA EFFEND, 
 
 Appellant,    Not final until time expires for filing motion 
v.      for rehearing, and if filed, disposed of. 
 
STATE OF FLORIDA, 
 
 Appellee. 
____________________________/ 
Decision filed May 8, 2015. 
 
Appeal from the County Court for Martin County; Kathleen Roberts, Judge. 
 
Melanie Casper, Office of Criminal Conflict and Civil Regional Counsel, Fourth District, West 
Palm Beach, for appellant.  
 
Bruce Colton, State Attorney, and Michael Linn, Assistant State Attorney, Stuart, for appellee. 
 
 
VAUGHN, J. 

 

We affirm the trial court’s denial of the Appellant’s motion to withdraw her plea. Her 

motion was made after she was sentenced and is therefore governed by Fla. R. Crim. P. 3.170(l).  

The burden is on the Appellant to demonstrate a manifest injustice has occurred.  See e.g. 

Demartine v. State, 647 So.2d 900 (Fla. 4th DCA 1994); Snodgrass v. State, 837 So.2d 507 (Fla. 

4th DCA 2003); Pancho v. State, 1 So.3d 1243 (Fla. 4th DCA 2009); State v. Partlow, 840 So.2d 

1040 (Fla. 2003); Robinson v. State, 761 So.2d 269 (Fla. 1999).  From a review of this record, the 

Appellant has not met her burden to establish a manifest injustice has occurred.  In fact, no injustice 

has occurred. 

 Further, we reject the Appellant’s contentions that she was coerced by her lawyer, and she 

didn’t read the plea form.  “Allowing a defendant to ignore the oath and lie to the Court only to 

later claim he did so at counsel’s instruction is against public policy as it condones perjury…A 
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defendant is not entitled to rely on an attorney’s advice to commit perjury above the solemn oath 

that the defendant makes to the Court to tell the truth…Allowing this type of behavior would 

undermine the purposes of the oath, the plea forms and the plea colloquy’s determination of 

voluntariness.”  Iacono v. State, 930 So.2d 829, 831 (Fla. 4th DCA 2006). “A plea conference is 

not a meaningless charade to be manipulated willy-nilly after the fact; it is a formal ceremony, 

under oath, memorializing a crossroads in the case.  What is said and done at a plea conference 

carries consequences.”  Scheele v. State, 953 So.2d 782, 785 (Fla. 4th DCA 2007).  

 

 Affirmed. 

 

BELANGER, J. and YACUCCI, Acting Circuit Judge, concur. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Copies of above decision  
were furnished to the attorneys/parties 
of record on the same date  
the decision was filed. 
 


