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REPLY ARGUMENT 

ISSUE NO.1: INEFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE ISSUE 

The State has essentially failed to address the substance of the Appellant's argument. The 

focus of Appellant's argument was three "sin of commission' by defense counsel in this trial. First, 

counsel provided the underlying predicate to the voice identification made by Agent Hawkins, an 

affirmative act that buttressed the State's case. His knowledge of Lid del ' s voice came from previous 

drug transactions. Second, evidence of other drugs sales by this defendant to the confidential 

informant was elicited by defense counsel. No rebuttal nor recitation of authority by the State 

appears in the State's brief specifically concerning these two assertions. The third "sin of 

commission" was the defense stipulation to the co-defendant's conviction. While the State's brief 

attempts to downplay such an action with some law, the case cited is so distinguishable from the 

case at bar as to be functionally irrelevant. The State cites Waldon v. State. 7749 So. 2d 262 (Miss. 

App. 1999). In that case the defense stipulated to admissible evidence, not inadmissible evidence. 

This trial strategy was discussed with the client. Nothing in this record indicates that Liddell was 

so advised. Finally, in Waldon, the admission by stipulation of certain expert testimony clearly 

served a defense trial strategy, as pointed out in that case, to minimize the impact of negative 

admissible evidence, not to admit highly prejudicial and inadmissible evidence. 

A physician, upon entering the practice of medicine takes an oath to no only treat the patient 

to the best of their ability but also, to do no harm. The standard for attorney's should require no less. 

Respectfully submitted, 
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