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PER CURIAM. 
 

The order summarily denying appellant’s motion for postconviction 
relief is affirmed.  Appellant makes several claims regarding his plea and 
his inability to comprehend it because he was on medication.  However, in 
his motion, he alleges defense counsel told him not to mention to the judge 
that he was taking psychotropic medication.  He is not entitled to relief if 
he deliberately did not tell the trial court that his medication was affecting 
his understanding.  See Iacono v. State, 930 So. 2d 829, 830-31 (Fla. 4th 
DCA 2006).  As to his other claims, most are conclusory or show no 
ineffective assistance.  Moreover, his claims that he would not have taken 
such a favorable plea offer and would have gone to trial, given the evidence 
against him, are patently incredible.  Appellant was facing mandatory life 
and thirty years in prison on four counts as a career criminal and a prison 
releasee reoffender.  He entered a negotiated plea to a term of probation.  
“A postconviction court is not required to hold hearings on absurd claims 
or accept as true allegations that defy logic and which are inherently 
incredible.”  Capalbo v. State, 73 So. 3d 838, 840-41 (Fla. 4th DCA 2011) 
(recognizing a probability that defendant would not have accepted the plea 
offer must be objectively reasonable considering the totality of the 
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circumstances, a mere possibility or bald allegations do not suffice, and if 
objectively unreasonable the claim can be summarily denied); see also 
Montero v. State, 996 So. 2d 888, 891 (Fla. 4th DCA 2008). 

 Affirmed. 
 
GERBER, C.J., WARNER and LEVINE, JJ., concur. 
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Not final until disposition of timely filed motion for rehearing. 
    
 


