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PER CURIAM



In 2009, defendant was charged with first-degree aggravated sexual
assault, N.J.S.A. 2C:14-2(a)(2), third-degree aggravated criminal sexual
contact, N.J.S.A. 2C:14-3(a), and two counts of third-degree endangering the
welfare of a child, N.J.S.A. 2C:24-4(a). On July 10, 2009, defendant pleaded
guilty to one count of third-degree child endangerment in exchange for the
State's recommendation of a three-year suspended sentence and parole
supervision for life. On October 13, 2009, defendant was sentenced to a three-
year suspended sentence; the judgment of conviction was entered on October
30, 20009.

Defendant appealed the sentence imposed, arguing without success that

there was an insufficient factual basis for his guilty plea. State v. Bryant, 419

N.J. Super. 15, 17 (App. Div. 2011). While the appeal was pending, defendant
was arrested and charged with violating a condition of his suspended custodial
sentence and, on August 5, 2011, was sentenced to a three-year prison term.
Defendant did not appeal that judgment of conviction, nor did he file a post-
conviction relief (PCR) petition until May 11, 2017, more than five years from
the date of the judgment of conviction.

In his PCR petition, defendant asserted that his trial attorney was

ineffective for not adequately explaining to him the consequences of parole
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supervision for life and the risk of incarceration upon a violation. After hearing

oral argument from counsel, and without conducting an evidentiary hearing, the

judge denied the petition, finding it both time-barred and without merit.

Defendant appeals, arguing:

I. THE TRIAL COURT ERRED IN FAILING TO
RELAX THE FIVE-YEAR TIME BAR.

II. THE TRIAL COURT ERRED IN DENYING
DEFENDANT'S PCR [PETITION] FINDING THAT
DEFENDANT RECEIVED EFFECTIVE
ASSISTANCE [OF] COUNSEL FOR THE GUILTY
PLEA.

III. THE TRIAL COURT ERRED IN DENYING
DEFENDANT'S PCR [PETITION] WITHOUT AN
EVIDENTIARY HEARING.

We find insufficient merit in these arguments to warrant further discussion in a

written opinion, R. 2:11-3(e)(2), and we affirm substantially for the reasons set

forth by Judge Peter E. Warshaw in his thoughtful and well-reasoned oral

decision.

Affirmed.
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