


plea colloquy that a conviction might subject him to deportation, but the defendant
later sought to withdraw his plea on the basis that he mistakenly believed that he
was a United States citizen at the time.  See Rajaee, 745 So. 2d at 470.  Thus, the
issue in  



2.  Seraphin also alleged ineffective assistance of counsel, in that counsel
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questioning by the court, appellant replied that he was a United States
citizen.  The state argues that if appellant was under the impression that
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that, following Wood v. State, 750 So. 2d 592, 594 (Fla. 1999), “such claims should

be pled via rule 3.850,” Peart, 756 So. 2d at 48, the Court addressed the

requirement of demonstrating prejudice in such cases:

We begin our analysis of this issue by observing that prior to
Peart [v. State, 705 So. 2d 1059 (Fla. 3d DCA 1998)], d. Sact cCouris oo

rsultaent prejudic. 4 

Prrieolld v. State
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3.  Rule 3.172(c)(8) provides:







4.  But cf. Elharda






