EDWARD FORCHION #73966
BURLINGTON COUNTY JAIL
PO BOX-6000,
MT HOLLY, NJ 08060-6000
JUDGE DELEHEY
BURLINGTON COUNTY
SUPERIEROR COURT
49 Rancocas Road, Mt Holly,
NJ 08060

STATE of NEW JERSEY
Vs
EDWARD FORCHION
Indictment # 10-08-866-I

RE: MOTION TO WITHDRAWAL GUILTY PLEA per COURT RULE R. 3:21-1

On this Oct 17th, 2013 I Edward Forchion motion this court Pro Se to withdraw “GUILTY
PLEA” entered on March 12th, 2013 in the interest of JUSTICE.
I am innocent of this probation violation charge. I’m not a lawyer and this was a simple
“miscommunication” that the STATE and the COURT has used to unjustly punish me with
POLITICAL VENGENCE for my open avocation of marijuana legalization and my victory in
possession to distribution charge. JUDGE even says I’m not in jail because of possession of
marijuana he says - “.. It was a thumb-your-nose attitude at the court.” The judge said it was
that “total disregard” and Forchion’s “nuts-to-the-court-system-I’m-out-of-here” attitude, not
the simple drug possession, that warranted the jail sentence.”

STATEMENT OF FACTS

The ONLY REASON I plead guilty to this BOGUS CHARGE was I was deliberately being
denied my healthcare treatment with this unjust jailing and ONLY PLEAD GUILTY when
offered the BRIBERY of release for treatment.
That bribery was fulfilled on March 15th two days later I was released.
I’ve previously stated to this court and others I’d never accept a “plea bargain” ever again and
held to that through two TRIAL in this case. AGAIN the only reason I PLEAD GUILTY was
the bribery of release offered for continuance of HEALTH CARE.

JUDGE DELEHEY at the time made the on record statement that I was playing my healthcare
like a STRADAVARIOUS.

Which is ironic because JUDGE DELEHEY clearly made a

ERRGERIOUS LEGAL ERROR in ruling the COMPASSIONATE USE ACT of 2010 ( C.24:6I1) – didn’t apply to me. THE ONLY REASON we were at that point is because of his bumbling

on 9/6/2011 ruling. Then Instead of granting a stay after conviction to have the New Jersey
Appeals court straighten his err out he treated me like JUST ANOTHER NIGGER and refused
and disenfranchised me for two years with probation.

I am a legal medical marijuana patient and the New Jersey Compassionate Use Act of 2010
specifically was enacted to:

C.24:6I-1(e) - Compassion dictates that a distinction be made between medical and

non-medical uses of marijuana. Hence, the purpose of this act is to protect from
arrest, prosecution, property forfeiture, and criminal and other penalties, those

patients who use marijuana to alleviate suffering from debilitating medical
conditions, as well as their physicians, primary caregivers, and those who are
authorized to produce marijuana for medical purposes.
If the motion is made at any point after sentencing, however, the court must consider the four factors
under the higher “manifest injustice” standard under R. 3:21-1. Id. Regardless of which standard applies,
the burden rests on the defendant to present “some plausible basis for his request, and his good faith in
asserting a defense on the merits.” Id. (quoting State v. Smullen, 118 N.J. 408 (1990)). A “whimsical
change of mind” by the defendant or prosecutor is not an adequate basis for setting aside a plea. Slater,
198 N.J. at 157.

COURT RULE Motions to Withdraw the Plea After Sentencing
The Court Rule specifically provides that the Court may permit the Motion to be filed after
sentencing, but imposes a condition precedent, (something that must precede the Court's decision
to allow the Motion to be filed) by requiring that you establish that the reason the Court should
permit the Motion to be filed is to correct a 'Manifest Injustice'. This is an additional requirement
to the ones listed above under Motions Before Sentencing. In essence, this is not simply that you
changed your mind, but that something which is 'obviously unfair' or 'shocking to the conscience'
has occurred, either before or after the plea, that you were not aware of; and, if you had been,
that you would not have entered the plea. A Manifest Injustice is an 'unfairness' that is direct,
obvious, and observable; and, which you can place before the Court to establish why the Court
should allow the Motion to be filed after you have been sentenced. Discuss this with your lawyer
before filing the Motion.

EDWARD FORCHION,

