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PER CURIAM   

  

Defendant Leon Fitzpatrick appeals from a December 16, 2016 

order denying his petition for post-conviction relief.  Defendant 

maintains he received ineffective assistance from his plea 
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counsel, and should be allowed to withdraw his guilty plea.  Judge 

David F. Bauman entered the order and rendered a comprehensive 

oral decision.  

  On appeal, defendant argues:  

POINT I 

THIS COURT SHOULD REVERSE THE TRIAL COURT'S 

DECISION TO ENFORCE THE FIVE-YEAR TIME BAR. 

 

POINT II 

 

THIS COURT SHOULD REVERSE THE TRIAL COURT'S 

DECISION TO DENY DEFENDANT'S PETITION FOR 

POST-CONVICTION RELIEF AND REMAND THE MATTER 

FOR AN EVIDENTIARY HEARING. 

 

POINT III 

 

THIS COURT SHOULD REVERSE THE TRIAL COURT'S 

DECISION TO DENY DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO 

WITHDRAW HIS GUILTY PLEA. 

  

We conclude that defendant's arguments are without sufficient 

merit to warrant discussion in a written opinion.  R. 2:11-

3(e)(2).  We affirm for the reasons set forth by Judge Bauman in 

his thorough and well-reasoned oral decision.  

Affirmed. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 


