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SUMMARY:





A trial court’s blanket policy of refusing to accept no-contest pleas is error; but the alleged error was not preserved and defendant forfeited her right to raise that issue on appeal where defendant’s counsel stated that defendant would have entered a no-contest plea but for the trial court’s policy against accepting such pleas, but the court’s statement of its policy had occurred in chambers and no other mention of the policy appeared on the record, and defendant never attempted to plead no contest on the record.  [But see DISSENT:  The trial court abused its discretion in refusing to accept defendant’s no-contest plea based upon its blanket policy:  if defense counsel’s statement as to the trial court’s policy had been incorrect neither the trial court nor the lawyers, pursuant to their ethical duty of candor, would have agreed to the statement on the record, and no reason existed for defendant to enter a no-contest plea on the record when doing so would have been futile.]
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED 
JUDGES:
OPINION by MOCK, J.; STAUTBERG, J., CONCURS and FISCHER, P.J., DISSENTS. 
