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COMMENT S Nl

The Commentator believes tHhot O\“G\z\ﬁﬁg beloted in +his
Court wos o excellent Move. Counsel should not be permitted o
Not inform the client of any appllote court decision.

There are worser duties that o caunse) could be obli-
goted to perform.Such as, alerting the client obout the OLA‘\'CWQ
of the appeal; and before withdrowing as counsel, hoving 4o mation
the Supreme Court thod nof*Hmmg Further could be hod on behalf
of +he client, Or, although alerted +he client about the outcome
of the appea\, olso have o moke storement 4o the client Yhot
nothing could be hod on certiorariyand then if the client
chooses, yet still hove +o File certiorant. See WS v. Scott,
243 F.Supp.2d 97, 100102 (Cuasu Dist. (®. delaware) 2003)(citing
Un‘:‘;\‘ie.d Stotes v KinS, 11 Fed. APPX. 219, 2001 WL 568022 Qﬂ-h Cir.
200D, cert.den. 540 U.$. 851, 194 $.c4. 136, 157 L.Ed. 24 qis@oog)]),
[Emp'hasis addeéﬂ.

THEREFORE ; the Commentodor ogree with the Court
that duties of trial counsel do not end upon the imposition
of o sentence. See Sime v. Stote , 33 Fia. LBWQQK\}/ ©® qu(SeptlSj

+008 Fli})(ﬁ""ing Colemon v. Stote, 215 So.2d A%, 16@@:‘““”“‘ DCA
196%)).
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