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of districtin In of our reversal thehigh- lightallofficers involvedhave held that
decision, necessityand the thatsubject an intent-to- court’sare tospeed pursuits

judgment granted Deputytosummary bethis circuitculpability,ofharm standard
ground qualified immunity,the ofPost onheld, providednotso and we havehas not
pendent appellate jurisdictionwe exercisean officer re-on whenany guidanceclear

againstclaims theover the constitutionalnon-emergency police call—sponding to a
“a municipalityheld thatPCSD. We haveto suchrapid responseaparticularly,more

liable there nomay not be held where washave time toa does notcall—does and/or
by anyunderlying constitutional violationsum, say thatIn we cannotdeliberate.

Graves, atits 450 F.3d 1218of officers.”clearly established in Junethe law was
Heller,(citing City Angeles v. 475Losof2006, inthat a reasonable officersuch

799, 1571,796, 106 S.Ct. 89 L.Ed.2dU.S.knownsituation would haveDeputy Post’s
(1986)). accordingly reverse the806 Wea violation ofhis conduct was Green’sthat

thecourt’s denial of motion fordistrictrights.constitutional
summary judgment byfileddismissal/for

entrythe remand for of sum-PCSD andAppellatePendent JurisdictionII.
mary for thejudgment PCSD.ask us toThe defendants exercise

jurisdiction thependent overappellate CONCLUSION
against the PCSD and re­Greens’ claims

reasons,foregoingFor the we RE-tothe court’s refusal dismissverse district
the of the district courtVERSE decisionentity “It appro­from this lawsuit. isthat

for further pro-and REMAND this matterjuris­topriate pendent appellateexercise
consistent herewith.ceedingsap­ofonlydiction where resolution the

thepealable necessarilyissue resolves
issue,nonappealable or where review of

necessaryissue toappealablethe non is
meaningful the appeal-­ensure review of

City Albuquerque,able one.” Buck v. of DASHER,VershantCornelius(10th (fur­1269, Cir.2008).549 F.3d 1293
Petitioner-Appellant,omitted).quotation ofther “Our exercise

v.ispendent appellate jurisdiction, though,
”‘generally Cityv. GENERAL,disfavored.’ Vondrak ofATTORNEY State

(10thCruces, 1198, Witt,FLORIDA,Las 535 F.3d 1205 Re-Jimof
Cir.2008) spondents-Appellees.Roska rel. v.(quoting ex. Roska

(10thSneddon, 964,437 F.3d 970 Cir. No. 08-10363.
2006)). The defendants have conceded

Appeals,States Court ofUnitedthey with the that weagreethat Greens
Eleventh Circuit.juris­pendent appellatecould not exercise

13,July 2009.“if thediction the Court affirms district
immunitydenying qualifiedcourt’s order

Replyto Br. atAppellant’sPost.” 15.

case,pursuit suspecthigh-speed apprehendto sus- In our the wasfor a a meanor.
robber,pected bank thought gas,of a$30to have stolen misde-murderer/terrorist/armed

driver,suspected respond law,to toor a drunk or if aunder Colorado it was sim-meanor
call, than, ap-say,disturbancea domestic to §ple theft. See Colo.Rev.Stat. Ann. 18-4-
has mi-prehend who committed asomeone 401(1), (2).

nor traffic violation or non-violent misde-
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BARKETT,Before BIRCH and Circuit
KORMAN,* Judge.DistrictJudges, and

KORMAN, Judge:District

apled guilty toV. DasherCornelius
informationState of Floridaone-count
of cocainecharging possessionhim with
feet of awith intent to sell within 1000

893.13(1)E(1) (2008).§church. Fla. Stat.
attorneyto his had ob-pleading,Prior

Foster, thepromise Judgea fromtained
sentencing judge, that Dasher would be

ain Floridasentenced to thirteen months
pled guilty.if DasherprisonState he

aattorney preferredthat headvised his
sentence, hemonth which couldtwelve

county jail.in a Becausehave served
heFoster had indicated that wouldJudge

months,go no than thirteen Dash-lower
that,himattorney advised other thaner’s

a at would betrial which the evidence
onlythe obtain aoverwhelming, way to

guiltyto pleadlower sentence was
any agreement “and“straight up” without

put mitigationhave to on some andwe’ll
judgethat that will convince the thathope

a13 month offer that he made wasthe
attorney himhigh.” Dasher’s toldlittle

that, if he hepled straight up, “doubted
get anythingthat over 13[Dasher] would

did,months, veryitif he beand would
months, thatlittle over the 13 because was

as theJudge opposedFoster’s offer to
that,Indeed,offer.” he believedState

if whatev-Judge “disregardedeven Foster
bringthat could forth atmitigationer we

Call, Def., Jacksonville, sentencing hearing, getthat he wouldtheFed.Lisa Pub.
FL, the 13 months.”for Dasher.

FL,Jordan, Tallahassee, attorney,on the advice of his andG. for BasedBryan
day, rejectedsame Dasherveryon theRespondents-Appellees.

* York,Korman, sitting designation.byof NewEdward R. Senior DistrictThe Honorable
Judge theStates District for EasternUnited
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plea pledthe offer and alleged attorneythirteen month failure of to adequate-his
any agreement.guilty without Subse- ly investigate his prior criminal record be-

Judgequently, Foster sentenced Dasher advisingfore him that he could reasonably
yearsa tenperiodto of incarceration. expect to obtain a sentence of twelve

outThe sentence was meted thebecause that,months and in the worst case scenar-
presentence report preparedthat was at io, he notwould receive much more than

attorneyofrequestthe his indicated that pledthirteen months if he guilty straight
juvenileDasher had numerous convictions up.

arrests,and withalong several adult felo-
The of arguesState Florida that Dash-ny and misdemeanor convictions. The

attorneyer’s cannot be faulted for thepresentence report on to observewent
gave,advice he because Dasher did notthat a felonyDasher was career offender

attorneydisclose to his anythat he hadand to a twentyrecommend sentence of
prior post-record. Dasher testified at theyears imprisonment.

hearing attorneyconviction that his “[n]ev-Dasher then filed a motion to withdraw
er asked ... what past was,”[his] recordguilty pleahis on the that itground was
although acknowledgedhe a conversationknowingly voluntarily“not and entered be-
in which he told attorney previ-his he hadcause it was entered in reliance on his
ously possessionbeen convicted of ofmisadvice,attorney’s or erroneous advice

Moreover,drugs. while Dasher’s attorneythe that would im-regarding sentence be
could specificnot recall a conversation thatwasposed.” ultimatelyDasher’s motion
he had with Dasher about his criminala summarydenied in and inorder affirmed
history, he that “[i]ttestified would beState,a similar fashion. Dasher v. 871
unusual for me not to ask a client ... do207 (Fla.Dist.Ct.App.2004).So.2d Subse-
you prior Indeed,have a record.” hequently, petitionDasher filed a for a writ later

corpus gaveof habeas in the followingresponseUnited States Dis- the to questionthe
trict Court for the Middle District of Flori- practice, youwhether a normal“[a]s ask a
da, alleging that his sentence was the re- defendant whether in fact he’s ever been
sult of ineffectivethe assistance of counsel prison felonyto or has a record”:

petitionthat he had received. The was did,I’m I yousure I—I’m sure that
denied, although judgethe district was know, mean,inand this case—I obvious-
sufficiently granttroubled to a certificate ly goes plea negotiations,that in youthe

appealability.of know, youwhether not canor ask for—
reasonably adjudi-ask afor withhold ofDiscussion
cation, et cetera. So I’m sure at some

passWe procedural historyover the of inpoint time Mr. IDasher and must
case,this which appealsincluded two to have somehad discussion about his rec-

the Florida District Court of Appeals be­ and, least,ord at verythe drughisordered,evidentiaryfore an hearing was
related record.

and an appealadditional from the denial of
of per­Our review the recordto ofplea guiltyhis motion withdraw his

testimonysuades us that at post-­the theDasher,after hearing.the 871 So.2d at
Florida,hearingconviction conducted in207; (Fla.­State,Dasher v. 845 So.2d 252

which focused on factual underly­the basisState,v.Dist.Ct.App.2003); Dasher 825
ing counsel’s erroneous advice regarding(Fla.Dist.Ct.App.2002).So.2d 371 The

imposed, sup­the sentence that would beprincipal appealissue on this turns on
ports implicitdeprived findingwhether Dasher of the that Dasherwas the effec­

tive assistance ofof counsel because the failed to todisclose his criminal record his
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in of thethat, lightpractice, particularlyusualagreepartiestheattorney. While
toattorney being askedcourts fact that the wasfederal habeasprecedent,ourunder

that occurred twelvecourt’s reasonable remember events hadto the statemust defer
ofdeterminations, doing,in the easeeven In so the Secondyears earlier.factual

byunaccompaniedsummary adjudications holding thatreiterated an earlierCircuit
fact, Blankenship “[tjimeofexpress findings busyofany inevitably fogs memorythe

(11th1253,Hall, 1271 Cir.­ inevitabilityv. 542 F.3d notdoes re-attorneys. That
to2008), that deferencepetitioner argues ofpresumption effec-verse the Strickland

is notcourt herefinding of the state (alterationthe origi-inperformance.”tive Id.
because, hear­evidentiaryat therequired nal). Moreover, to thatit went on observe

heattorney thattestifieding, petitioner’s “the Rules of Evidence allow habitFederal
everspecifica recollection ofnot havedid prove that theevidence to be used ‘to

history withcriminaldiscussing Dasher’s organization on apersonconduct of the or
heNor wasplea.theprior guiltyhim to conformitywas in withparticular occasion
toliedto that Dasher hadwilling suggest practice,’or Fed.R.Evid.the routinehabit

history.him about his criminal 406, have relied on such evi-and courts
thatthe factargument corpusThis overlooks to findproceedingsdence in habeas

the ofyears elapsedhad from datethree (citingeffective assistance of counsel.” Id.
hearingof the at whichpleathe to the date Arredondo, 310,349 F.3dUnited States v.

attorney testified, theas well asDasher’s Cir.2003)).(6th course, the fact315-16 Of
holding “professional peoplelawcase that did notthat the was admissibleevidence

inprove the mannershould be able to require judge magis-the or thedistrict
thatthey routinelywhich handle matters attorney’strate from the testi-to conclude

work, thatin in order to showrecur their mony petitioner of histhat advisedhe
particularin athey that routinefollowed Nevertheless, “itsentencing exposure.

&Christopher B. Muellerinstance.” of dowas for either them topermissible
2Kirkpatrick,C. Federal EvidenceLaird Carrion, at 590.so.” 549 F.3d

(3d ed.2007). Smith,v. 54959 Carrion
in case Dasher testi-Significantly, this(2d Cir.2008), ap-is particularly583F.3d

attorneythat he his that he had afied toldThere, peti-posite. the issue was whether
cocaine,prior possessionfor ofconvictionhim of thetioner’s counsel had advised

providesan admission which additionalif thehe faced he declinedconsequences
support implicit findingfor that histheTheplea attorney.offer of the district

him his crimi-attorney priorasked aboutmagistrate judge,United States to whom
circumstances,nal record. Under thesehad re-corpus petitionthe habeas been

that the decision of thesaywe cannotattorneyferred, petitioner’sconcluded that
“was based on an unreason-Florida courtsdoing,In heprovidedhad such advice. so

lightable of the facts in ofdeterminationattorney’s testimonyrelied on the concern-
in thepresentedthe evidence State courtpractice. district courting his usual The

2254(d)(2)§28proceeding.” U.S.C.in therejected finding, partthis because
(2006).testimonyhad on the ofmagistrate relied

regarding usualpetitioner’s attorney his that, if hearguesDasher even did
practice. atId. 590. prioraccuratelyor disclose hisfullynot

his the latterattorney,criminal record tocourt,reversing district the Sec-In the
justified relying uponin the infor­was notheld Statesond Circuit that the United

Instead, he ar­provided.mationin on Dasherjudge relyingnot errmagistrate did
attorney obligatedhis that was toattorney’s testimony concerning gues histhe



1315

independentan of The relevant atinvestigationundertake rule issue here ais
argument cannotprior generalhis record. This ofrule the kind in which state
byposedthe hurdle the deferentialsurvive courts inleewayhave “more ... reaching

byof review mandated 28 U.S.C.standard case-by-caseoutcomes in determinations.”
2254(d)(1), as§ which reads follows: Specifically, the Supreme Court has “de-

applicationAn for a writ of habeas cor- specificclined to guidelinesarticulate for
granted... notpus shall be with re- appropriate attorney conduct and instead

adjudicatedclaim wasspect anyto that emphasized proper[has] that ‘[t]he meas-
in proceedingsthe merits State courton attorneyure of performance remains sim-

adjudicationunless the of the claim re- ply reasonableness under prevailing pro-
”contrary to,insulted a decision that was Smith,Wigginsnorms.’ v. 539fessional

or involved an applicationunreasonable 510, 521, 2527,U.S. 123 156S.Ct. L.Ed.2d
of, law,clearly Federalestablished as (2003)471 (quoting Strickland v. Washing-

by Supremethe ofdetermined Court the ton, 668, 688, 2052,466 104U.S. S.Ct. 80
United States. (1984)).L.Ed.2d 674

Supremethe CourtBecause has never Moreover, we have held “that reliance
attorneythat an not justifiablyheld could on a client’s statements is per[not] se

criminalonrely history pro-information performance,”deficient United States v.
client,by prevailvided his Dasher can Pease, (11th938, Cir.2001).240 F.3d 942

only rejectionif can thathere he show the Indeed, we have thatsaid “a determination
of this claim theby Florida District Court of whether areliance on client’s statement

Appeal objectivelyof constituted an unrea-
historyof his own criminal constitutes defi­

application Supremesonable of Court law
performancecient depends peculiaron therelating rightto the Sixth Amendment to

Id.;facts and circumstances of each case.”the effective assistance of counsel. In de-
Strickland, 691,see also 466 U.S. at 104termining objectivethe reasonableness of

(“In any case,S.Ct. 2052 ineffectiveness aholding, Supremea state court the Court
particular investigatedecision not to mustexplainedhas that

directlybe assessed for reasonableness inrange judgmentthe of reasonable can
circumstances,theall aapplying heavyindepend part on the nature of the

measure of todeference counsel’s judg­If legalrelevant rule. a rule is specific,
ments.”). Indeed, Supremethe Court hasmayrangethe be narrow. Applications
held that counsel need not undertake in­mayof the rule plainlybe correct or
vestigations if they reach “a reasonableincorrect. gener-Other rules are more

particularthatdecision makes investiga­al, emergeand meaningtheir must in
Strickland,unnecessary.”tions 466 U.S.application Ap-over the course of time.

691, 104at S.Ct. 2052.specificaplying general to astandard
cancase demand a element that,substantial The record here indicates after

result,judgment.of As a evaluating viewing videotape druga of the distribu-
whether a rule application was unrea- subject indictment,tion that was the of the

requires consideringsonable the rule’s petitioner’s attorney pleaentered into ne-
general rule,Thespecificity. more the gotiations on behalf of Dasher and dozens

leeway reachingthe more have incourts of other clients he had been representing.
case-by-caseoutcomes in determina- The state’s best offer to Dasher was two

tions. inyears prison.a Florida state Dasher’s
652,Alvarado, 664,Yarborough attorneyv. testified the negotiations541 U.S. that in

(2004).2140,124 down,S.Ct. 158 L.Ed.2d 938 Dasher’s and other cases broke
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2254(d)(1), suggest§Judge the record does notin Fosterpointat timeso some
attorneyand anyOffice avenue that Dasher’s failedAttorney’scalled the State

repre-at least one havepursue,there was to which he knew would dis-myself and
andOffice ...of Sheriffs completesentatives the his client’s criminal histo-closed

chambers.Judgein Foster’swe met contrary, attorneyry. the Dasher’sOn
theas torepresentationsonAnd based that hewithout contradictiontestified

involvement, the individual’sindividual’s to thecould not have obtained access
record, cetera, Fos-Judgeetparticular only inqui-TheNCIC records. additional

to the defen-certain offers alsoter made thatry suggeststhat Dasher now is his
thedants, thanbetterwhich were—were have searched the recordsattorney should

by the State.offers made Court,County Circuit wherein the Nassau
In-Crime[Nationalhad theState“[T]he against him were conduct-proceedingsthe

(NCIC)] thereprintoutsformation Center because, out,ed, ofas it turned some his
them, that the State didn’tso the factwith prior record would have been reflected

priorhas a ton—a ton ofsay, guy gotthis ainquirythere. an is hit-or-missSuch
heme thatindicate tofelonies would of are unable toproposition the kind we

Indeed, meetingof thehis notesdidn’t.” obligateda was tosay attorneydefense
thatonlyjudge’sin the chamber indicated in In-undertake the circumstances here.

a number of misdemeanors.Dasher had deed, it would not have led to the disclo-
two-yearoffer of a sentenceThe initial complete history.of Dasher’s criminalsure

by thatprosecutorthe also indicatedmade
record, aOn this even if this were directrecord,a criminalDasher had minimal

conviction,judgmentfrom a of itappealto of the other offersopposedas some
saydifficult to that defense coun-would bethey makingwere for some individ-that

on information inapparentlysel’s relianceof, that haduals ... that I was aware
prosecutor,of the ex-the hands the andAnd, inany prior convictions.felony

traordinarily plea offer on which itlenientme;fact, to thisthat’s what was related
based, speakwhatever; was not to of his client’sthird oris their conviction

representations, thetherefore, three or constituted ineffectiveyearstheir offer is
Indeed,something like that. assistance of counsel. United

Pease,v. which we decided on directStatesIndeed, thepleamost of the offers that
point.appeal, preciselyis on Thealmosthis weremakingwas to other clientsState

issue in that case turned on whether theyears.in excess of two
theerroneous advice defendant receivedsum, involvingIn this not a anwas case

pledif heregarding the he facedsentenceattorney’s on client’sexclusive “reliance a
pleatoguilty entitled him withdraw his ofhistory.”criminalstatement of his own

thatguilty. It was conceded the defen-Pease, 240 F.3d at 942. Nor was it neces­
attorney not adant’s did run criminal his-attorneysarily for Dasher’sunreasonable

check,tory category but relied instead onledrelyto on the same information that
representations advisingthe indefendant’sextraordinarilyJudge Foster to offer an

him of the sentence he faced. Neverthe-upon rec­disposition,favorable which the
less, held that the limitedwe “[w]hilepreparedhe to act with­suggestsord was

certainlyscope investigationthis is notofEssling­presentence report.out a Unlike
a(11th laudatory, saywe as matter ofcannotDavis, 1515,44 Cir.­er v. F.3d 1529

law that on a client’s statements is1995), reliancea thecorpus precedinghabeas case
Pease, 240per performance.”se deficientstandard ofenactment of the deferential

941-42.prescribed by 28 U.S.C. F.3d atreview
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applies with force the thirteen monthholding greaterThis sentence he offered to
attorney not Indeed,here because Dasher’s did plea.induce a attorneyDasher’s

statements,rely only on his client’s and that priorknew he at least had some mis-
of deferential re-because the standard of convictions,demeanor and that he intend-

giverequiredview that we are to to the ed to a plea guiltyenter of to two counts of
of the Florida courts on thisdetermination inbattery facility,a detention felonya
stated, saySimplyissue. we are unable to law, §under Florida Fla. Stat. 784.082

rejectingthat “in his ineffective assistance (2008). The latter plea pursuantwas to a
attorney’son[basedof counsel claim his promise by Judge Foster that he would

investigate hisfailure to criminal record] receive a “suspended adjudi-sentence with
appliedthe courtstate Strickland to the withheld,cation to one hundred forty-and
in objectivelyfacts of his case an unreason- six days” with credit for time served.

able manner.” v. 385Crosby,Rutherford represented byWhile Dasher was another
(11th Cir.2004) (internal1300,F.3d 1309 attorney case,in pleathat the was entered

omitted).quotations Nor is this deferen- in proceedingthe same at which Dasher
by summarytial standard undermined the pled guilty charge here,to the at issue and

disposition of petitioner’s ineffective assis- he promisedwas sentenced as at the same
Sec’yclaim. v.Wrighttance of counsel for proceeding any probationwithout report.Corr., 1245,Dep’tthe F.3d278 1255-56of Judge Foster pleawould later include this(11th Cir.2002).

in longthe of petitioner’s priorlist convic-
Nevertheless, ifeven the informa­ tions upon which he relied upon impos-in

upon attorneytion which Dasher’s relied ing a yearten sentence.
accurate, the advice he to Dash­gavewere Perhaps more significantly, Judge Fos-piece ofer was a foolishness. There was

ter unwillingwas to offer less than thir-that,simply pleano chance if he took a
teen months even under the unusual cir-straight up, Dasher awould have received
cumstances that him in pleainvolved thesentence of twelve months or little more
bargaining process, and the prosecutorJudgethan thirteen months. wasFoster
had to a pleadeclined offer that wouldapparently giving away the store because

required yearhave less than a two sen-backlogan unusual ofof cases that had
Moreover, althoughtence. coun-Dasher’sIndeed,developed. attorneyDasher’s tes­

sel had alluded to mitigating factors thatrare,“veryit especiallytified that was and
could result in a twelve month sentenceanJudgefor Foster” to make oroffer
that seeking,Dasher was it was obviousinparticipate plea negotiations. rea­The
that any.he was not then aware ofson that he did here wasso that

Finally,backlog attorneywas such a whilethere of cases. The Dasher’s advised
county big they trial,had a bust where had him goingof the risks of to namely,
arrested, I say,want to odd50 some he could be substantiallysentenced to
people. Shortly thereafter in Fernandi­ time,more he did not him anyadvise of

they bigna Beach had a bust too. So regarding enteringrisks a plea straight up
the criminal calendar in a ofperiodshort acknowledgedand he that “in hindsight, I

doubled,time at least and tri­probably guess maybe I haveshould been ... more
pled. The had the full andjailsSheriff careful about that.” Nor was this failure

to peoplewe had take to other counties by Judge duringcured Foster’s advice the
and house them. plea colloquy that hadhe “total discretion”

to sentencepled guilty straight up, thirtyOnce Dasher Dasher to as much as
Judge give prison.Foster had no reason to him inyears The fact that Dasher was
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criminalsinglefor incident ofhadFoster sentencesJudgeof the'discretionaware
required vacatingun- of one sentencethat he behaviornecessarily establishnotdoes

already tocreditingthat the discretion of time servedlikelihood andthederstood
sentence).that wasin a manner to formu­Our discretionbe exercised otherwould

con-he hadthatcontrary disturbingto the advice remedy,a without thelate such
Asattorney.from hiscededly conviction,received derives from 28judgment of

lawyer already“[m]yexplained,Dasher 2243, federal§ which authorizesU.S.C.
so I ain’tget,Iwhat time wouldtold me “dispose of matter ascourts to thehabeas

worried aboutit. I wasn’taboutworried Seejustice requires.” generally,law and
thirteentime thangetting any more Dotson, 85,74, 125v. 544 U.S.Wilkinson

Pease, 240 at 941Compare F.3dmonths.” (2005) (Scalia,1242, 161 L.Ed.2d 253S.Ct.
(where thatwas advisedthe defendant J., Randy Hertz & James S.concurring);

by theactually imposed“the sentence Liebman, Prac­Corpus2 HabeasFederal
anyfrom estimatemayCourt be different (5thseq.etProcedure 1677tice and

guideline sentencepredictionor about [his] ed.2005).
provided defen-anybody [the[had]that

dant], including attorney.”).[his] Conclusion
there are nothatsuggestdo notWe order from andappealedWe vacate the

it be reason-wouldcircumstances where entryfor of anto the district courtremand
his client tolawyer to adviseable for a petition directingthe andgrantingorder

andagreementanplead guilty without
withoutpetitioner dischargedthat the be

mercy judge.ofat the thethrow himself
disturbing judgmentthe of conviction.a orthis not such case. WhetherBut was

record,lengthy priora criminalnot he had
ofa sentenceclearly riskingwasDasher

months,substantially than thirteenmore
certainly reason to be-and there was no

he dolieve would better.

that Dasher’sBecause we conclude
advice,gave plainly inadequatecounsel

DENSON, Taylor,L. aJanneral Jordanhasis entitled to relief. DasherDasher
minor, Denson, Guardian,Janneralhisall five months of sentenceserved but

Plaintiffs-Appellants,plea.not to withdraw hisand he does seek
Instead, ofperformance”“specifiche seeks v.

rejected.heplea agreement whichthe
America,STATES of John &UNITEDthe more reme­appropriatethink thatWe

Does, certain unnamed UnitedJanemodify timeto his sentence tody is
individuallyAgents,States CustomsKeane,See, v. F.3de.g., Boria 99served.

capacitiesin official asand theirCir.1996)(2d492, (reducing sen­498-99
Agents,Customs PublicUnited Statespeti­and dischargingto time servedtence

County,Miami-DadeHealth Trust ofalreadyhadprisonfrom hetioner because
Hospital, Irad.b.a. Jackson Memoriallongas assentence “at least twiceserved

individuallyClark, and as Presi-ifpossible”would have been ineffective
Memorialof Jacksonaccepthimhad to dent/Directorpersuadedtrial counsel

Does, Drs., cer-Hospital, & JaneJohnoffer);plea Single­v.see also Williams
Cir.1996)(11th Doctors and Nurses em-1510, tain unnamedtary, 78 F.3d 1516-17

by Hospital,(unconstitutional ployed Jackson Memorialof cumulativeimposition


