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QUESTIONS PRESENTEDR

Have we really reached the point where stute judges can commi+
felonies From the bench against +he citizens with a sense of impun ':”‘fy?

Since this citizen'’s case examples such,and has exhausted the
state avenues avallable. toda Y will this Court please redress e

merits of +his case ™, and what is perceived to be the root unconst—

ii‘fuf;dna/ obridgemen-l' “H’)Q'/' a-cpamls su Ch egregi‘ous‘.ffﬁ‘}‘e cana’uc‘f’ ? .

EN. Does a court admin rule override a .s'}‘a‘fafcfs jurl'snfi’c“/’/‘d/)
limit impased upen the courts 7




LIST OF PARTIES

[Vf All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

[ ] reported at ' ; Or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished. a

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

[ ] reported at y OF,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[M! For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix __ A to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the '7#’ Jud, Cir (Browarch court,
appears at Appendix _B___ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at _ ; OF,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix .

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)
" in Application No. A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1254(1).

[% For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was 26 Jupe 2015
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _C .

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[Vf An extension of tlme to file the 5})etltlon for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including 23 Mov., 0] (date) on _Y4 Oct. 20i¥ _ (date) in
Application No. 18 A 357 .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1257(a).



Consﬁ'f‘u’h’ona) and S+a‘+u+orly P/‘avfsfons /nVO/veo/

F.5.839.10 Di"sc;ua//‘ﬁr‘cq'f’/‘en o-@judg e for prejudice j application;

affidavit; ete. = Whenever a party to any action or proceeding
makes and £iles an alfidavit 57"a+/')73 fear that he or she will not
receive a Jair trial in the court where +he suit is penc//ng on account
of the pre judice of the Judge of that court against the applicant

or in favor of the adverse party, the jucige, shall proceed pa further,
but another Judge shall be designated in the manner prescrfbc?c/ by
the faws of this state for the subsHtution of judges Lor the brial

of causes in which the presiding judge is d/sc/ua//z'ed, Every such

0 lPidavit shall state the dacts and Hhe reasons for the /y_e/i’eﬁ +hat
an'y 5£/cl7 bias or /Jrejud;c;e- ezxis“f'.s’ and 5/99// be CICC.O/M/GC?NI‘QO/ }?y

Ba certificate of coupsel of record Hhat such aflidavit and apphication
are made ;r) 3000/ fa;'f/'ﬂﬁ f'[ocdeo”&zr J w‘ben any par’f‘y +o any acﬁan

has sugge«sfcc/ the c(/Sc;aa//ffcaﬁdﬁ o q ';i‘rjffc:/judga and an ordes

has been made admf-H/nﬁ the Cli{SqUC]/f:~;€I‘Ca+/c0/) of suc/)judge. and
another Judge hes been assigned and transferred to act in liew

of the judge so hekl +o be disgualified, the judge so assfgned

and transfevred 1s pot a’/is‘qua//ﬁcczc/ on accounrt of a//ﬁgec/ prejudice
against the party making the suggestion in the Lirst instance,

or in favor of the adverse party , unless such judge admits and
holds that '+ I's then o fact+hat he or she does not stand Lair and
impartial between the parties., IR such judge holds, rules, and

ad judges that he or she does stand fair and impartial as betwees
e parties and their respective interests, be or she shall cause
such ruling to be entered on the minutes of the court and shal/
proceed 1o preside as judge in the pending cause. The ruling

on,-" such Judge may be assigned as error and may be reviewed
ads aré O*H?el” ru/:‘mgs o—ﬂ +the "I'rlba/ couf‘f'.




Fl. Judicial Admfn istration Rule 3.330 ,Dfsc/ua//f/ca'ﬁaﬂ of Trial Judge.
fj) Time for Determination. The judge shall rule on o motion o disgualify
immediately , but no iater than 30days atter the service of the mation
as set forth in subsection (<), I not ruled on within 30cays of
service, the wotion shall be deemed granted and the mo "”}’79 party

may seek an order from the court directing the clerk o reassign

the case.,

(YMotion. A motien o disgualify shall

(1) be in writing }

(-R)a//age spec/-f/ccf//y the focts and reasons upon which the
mavant relies as the 9rouwd5 ﬁor o/quUq//‘uﬂEa'f/é n;

(3) be sworn 4o by the party by signing the motion under

_ocath or by a seperate aflidavit s and -

("f) include the dates of all previous ]y granted motions to c/f;qua/;py
Eled under +his rule in +he case,and the dates of the orders
granting those motiens

The attorney for the party shall also seperately cei'ny that the
motion and the client’s statements are made i'n good Laith« In
laddition 1o Liling with the clerk ) #he movant shall imm ediatel y
serve a copy of the motion on the subject judge as set forth
in Florida Puales o€ Civil Procedure 1080,

El.B.C/v. P BPule 1,080

Bule 1,080. Service and F, :'/fng of Fiead’f;;gs 5 Orders , and Docamepts .
(o) Service . Ever y pleading subseguent to the initial pleading ;all orders,
and every other document Eled in the action pust be served in
contormity with the requirements of Florida Pule of Jud/clal
Administration .56

(b) }:';“f"ngf All documents sba// be f//eq’ ) C'aﬂ-pormf'/'y with the require =
y ,




ments of Florida Pules of Judicial Administration 2. 535,

Author’s Comment — 967

Fz‘//‘ng

F‘I./(‘ng i's qccamp//ishec/ w/wn ‘H)e paper ;5 da//‘verec/ or [)/ac:ee./ /‘h
the hands of the oblicer entitied to receive {1, U.5.v Misco
Homestead Assne (€. c. AL §70) 185 Fed. 2d 283, However , the
Florida Courts have strictly construed the fi'lr’ng requirement to
mean that +hot p/eac/;/)g must actually be Fled with the court
fand mere service (s ll)ﬁ(«'/l/c;e/)f to prpsenf dhe p/e’ua’/nﬁ +2
the courts Pan American Weopld Airways v Gregory , 96 So,3d 669

(F/a Agp- 1957).

Fl, B. Jud, Admin.

Pile 2,516, Service of Pleac//'ngs and Decaments,

[a) Service 5 When Peguired, Unless the court otherwise orders ;or
a stotute or supreme. court admipistrative order specifies a

di ﬁﬂerenf means of service , every plecding subseguent o the
initral pleadine g and ew:’ry other document filed fo an y court proceeding,
excepf’ upf\//caf’/woj «far witness 5ub)omawq5 and documents served Ly
-ﬁorma/ netice or required to be served in the manner provided for
581‘{/;(,& 01@_ Aﬁorma/ Woﬁa& 3y m uﬁ'?L b&S'erVEd )’37 accordence w;'f’/) ;%;’5
rule on cach party, No service need be made on parties ogains?
whom o default hos been entered | except +hat p/eac/fﬂgs asserting
Néw cr ao‘o/r%ldﬂa/ C/cw’m5 czgo/"ns“)l' H)em VY)LIS'IL be 5arvec/ 0 7‘/7&
Manrner pro w'c/e‘aﬂ for ser vice of SUMMON S «

.t)) Fl/m o All documents mustbe filed with the court either before

service or immediately thercatfer, unless otherwise provided dor

by gu)era/ /atu of oﬁ)ef ru/eﬂ 11[' H‘I@ or,lgma/o-vl‘ any bonc/ or of’})eﬂ

Jacumeﬂ‘*f‘ r&qu/;’cn/ fo bz an orfg;na/ is net P/acet:/ in the court fl/e

or deposited with the clerk ;a certificd copy must be sc placed
5




5)/ the clerk.

{e> Fi ;379 De\é;neal, ‘The f—f“ng of documents with the court as reguired
by these rules must be made by ﬁ;/;hfj them with the clerk /n ’
accordance with rule 2, 535, except that the juelge may Ferm/'f’
documents +o be Liled with +he juc]gé;, in which event the judge
must note vhe Liling date before him or ber on the document, and
'f'mmsm/f 7%6’/44 o *}'/;e C/ Er“kg The C!a'fe oé’ 1[): ‘l‘ng ,75 H’»a"/’ 5})0&0,’) o
the face of the documert by the judge’s notation or the clerks

time stam P whichever |s earlier.

TQu)e A:525, Electrome Fi /'fng. ( N/4 o prf;onem:)
fo’) Exceptions. Paper clocuments and other submissions maty be

manually submitted 1o the clerk oc court.

Florida C_qns'H‘/’d‘)‘fon Article | 8§ 2], Access +o courts,~=The covrts
shall be open to every person £or redress of any /'nju;-y 5 anc/jus‘f"fcg
shall be administered withcat sale, denial or o’e/ay,

Florida_Constitation Article | 823, Trial byjury, == The right
o-p +r;a/ ﬁy jury Sl‘)cz// loe. secure 'f‘o a// cmCJ rc?n’la;n z'n'v/'a/'a"f‘e., 7776
gualifications and the number of jurers, not Lewer than six, shal/
be -éixed’ by /awe




STATEMENIT or e CASE

-ﬁqe‘ instant matter presented here after being frus'i‘rcxﬁng jy exhausted
in the state courts; involves on/y one 9round od N”ew/y Dl's'cct{ered Evidence.
CNPE " berein). The evidence is physical andd uprebuttable (i such had
€ver been a-ﬁ-ﬁ'wa"ez/ due Process oﬁ a Faé//!c cmd /aw’«fu/ }7601/“/‘;0{7 on maﬁ‘e/5>a
The NDE involves the '%rfa/judgc«;’s crimina /Hy n unwnsﬁ‘f"u’ﬁana//y
contriving a conviction of +his citizen, The conviction waslis for
1" degree Murder (L. Appendix -k Judgment and Seatence cjocume‘/’)?%);
of what ‘ﬁwe/y is a case of selb-clefeuse , and delense o € home 2 Coste
Doctrine s ‘

The NDE that this citizen found wasl/is where +he record on a/opeq/ "
hoel been altered (F,S’, % 833.022 (I)(b) (&008’,)5 Bf‘ic/egree -fe/aﬂy ) at
one parageaph = the most essential paragraph — in the jary instractions
for selLedefense and debense of home (ound on IRA 29§, Cﬁu/pablé/;fy
ﬂor the oltered record has since been traced 4o +he trial Jualg e. The
alteration is in the opposite coatext than what was actually read
and given to the Jury. The jury was fold that the defendant Smust
r‘c‘f’l“ea"f' Y Leﬁore 'fakl‘lig /e‘H’JG/ acﬁow,‘ H)& a/'f\?f"ed parczgrcrp/) Sezﬁ"
b the YDCA Lor the direct ap/p'ea/ had the true context of a
“Castle Doctrine “instraction of “no retreat”, which the trial judge
was Obsa/u‘f’e/y re-pusfng +to 3f've) ;h 7‘7‘/‘&/) ‘7"6 H)E jury:

The altered record was fraced within the transcripts, and Found /n
H)e H/na/foe O-Q ‘h‘/‘a/ eveﬂ+5, when ccwm/s’f'/'ea/) and now serves as
Iphysical evidence. for proving the “intent” element o a g reater
crime Hhe Hrial Judge commi¥ted ¢ knowfng/y and o/e//'bem‘f'efy “tam pering
hwith the jury ¥ and Hheir decision making 06///76/ (£5. 9918, 12 (oos):
3rd degree fe/cwy — [R counts ). .

Aautlf;ona//y, He NDE proves the trial judge exceeded her Jawli]
jur;sa'/cf/oﬁ and usurped the jury’s jar;SC/IZ'an over the ﬁacfs b

the case making harself Judge, jury ,and execationer ,in clear
violation of this citizen’s demanded right o f “Trial by Jury ” £l
Consts Act. | 8 23).

7
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W

The altercd record had a dua/ Purpose : (/) to decerve Hhe rev;ewf/og
authorifies into believing that o “castle doctrine” instraction wos
g;vem, ‘}'},’Vﬂ )’)iyzl/gy He\jua’gaij‘ wmmﬁ‘/‘/’w/ CFI‘M& oﬂ n'7"alt")/7€/‘/‘ﬂ\9 w/‘% 7%@
Sury ", and (2) o decimate the direct appeal +o insure the contipued
incarceration of his prejudiced citizen.

In F/orfdjcn ) any motion for POS%CO/&'V;C{'I‘CI 7 re/;e-ﬁ }’)as *,Lo b& ﬁ‘/ea/
In the sentencing court , inclading NPE claims of he Judge’s
;mpro pr/‘&“H es, ; €., 1[;'/& +G +/7& subjaaf juc@@ .

In the absence of a recusal, +he follow/n g relevant facts redlect
the absurdity ol a judge ;ns;‘s‘ﬁwg on presicling over raised claims

of that judge’s own criminal conduct in contriving the conviction &

NPE _BACKROUND

A The ;nf‘Ha/ d)‘swvcry was some'h‘ma between | ng,-}; cend 9 Oct QOI%

when ﬁrlr)o/;‘zi‘ﬂg the submission of PCl6 ( i5T pesteonviction mots n), and
neted wr’ﬁn'/z Ground 3 ot fact # I, The Ground was od counsel’s /wé%e’ﬁveﬁ&g
foward the same jury instruction,and thep blamed for potsceing +he
chonge (later T explained that he or I could hove'ever seen the welges

olfer hours oltering or slight of hand with the file set” of tnstructions .
The judge’s culpablh'ty was traced by her admitting 4o working on

-omo-ﬁ flmee_ ﬁqggs ‘f)}a?" /)a5 c//"fﬂra//‘f' marg;'lﬂi “f;um 7“/7& fu// 56‘/’ of‘j j ury

structions —those three pages margins are the same fo themselves, on/y,
This et zen ‘himd'y Llled his postconviction relicl motion for +he NOE,
titHed : (NE I) Y Socond Posteonviction Relied Metion, Rm’s/ng One /L}ew/‘y

' 'b;SCDVéfC{ Evidepce Claim”

(MEZ) “Appendiy ese”

(NE 3) “Memorandum of Law..”
The subject judge , within days, --frauda/eﬁ‘f’]y and samm ar//y dentecl
as “successive” and thereore Vuntimely”. The fraud: the subject
jUdge. mi‘Sr"e,/z)/'ﬁje’—ﬂ ?Lec/ clefémdaﬁ'f’ /5 Su bm;’H'ed “Opp/e ” fo bc%. ar) “o ran 9(2,”.»
Violating: F.5. 388 918.130) (b); 838,022 (1)a); §35.022 ) (c)-
The 4DCA fgl)c)r‘ea’ the clear *black & ivhite’ printed Lrauc by the lower
court and (ssued o PCA without opinien CPCA-0"),

¥
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10,

In my cpinion, Violating { F. s, S 838,022 (1) (<),
FI.S.cCt. cloimed "N Turlsdiction” because of +Hhe PCA-0 Calso
this court claims that +hey have no certiorari powers — as o satter
of Jaw, 1t 75 adalse clolm,and causes constitutional rights +o be ab/‘fclgez(/,)
Abridged Right: Fl. Const. Art [ S 21, The courts shall be openccea”
U,8.5. Ct. Certorar] was not then sought, mainly because his
citizen -%%aug it i+ more pradent +o Lirst seek REINSTATEMENT
of e NDE claim dueto the sybject judge’s fraud against it.
NVE PRESENT PATH
' .e,. Attempted REINSTATEMENT
Since the -721'/*.57" affem,a"f’ did) not seck recusa/ ﬂ:rrna// v, and no Se/f o
recusal jssued, the main thrust for Hhe RE INSTATEHENT attempt
wos o get ancther juc/ga asslfgneo/ o thi's cose Cond mert 7‘3);
This citizen timely Eiled for relicd of the -frauc/u/énf'- pasteonvictien
order , and included ¢
(SFI)\‘ Motion 4or Statutory D/:S'qua//{/ircaﬁw’) of Jurjge_/{, re/y/ng
- on _Fi 5 % 38&/01 and f\re,avﬁsed on theknows ﬁe/cm'e:j l’y s J’uq/y@ﬂ
(SF l) “AlLidavit " in support of O/I:SQUG'/ 'fication motion
(5F3) Y Motion 4o Set Aside e Froudulent Posteenviction
Ordec, and Reinstatement of the Raised Merits.” |
‘ CEnc[oseJ NEI -3, PENTs, 1n cose SF3 was 9run'fea/)
CSF ‘f) “ Hotion for “Priocity Status’ Designation of the Peinstated
' Posteonviction Motion.”
The subject judge deaied SFI,5F2 (dis 9aa//'ffca+/‘0n) as "legally insuf-
icien't” o [nsist on presiding over the new allegations of her “hraudlulent
w»:/er "of 5@;#, R0/6 (Eﬁ* Y qbo ve,) ; as well ¢s keep control over the merifs
of e jnitial ‘1/')5/03’)‘)1 conduct In ﬁ/‘a/; Iwwe.ver, in the gbsence o « recusal
the subject judge. has been caught by some of the pf‘h@a//s that the
REINSTATEMENT proceedings 57Lra+<;9;‘¢c,//y presented.

Such as, when the subject judge also denicd SF3 — refusing to
personally admit 4o issuing o Fraudulent order — and seperating out
Hhe “enclosures” (NEI'3), ff/fng them then 4o set up for ‘abuse of
q




procedure” arguments, has in fact overlooked,that by [s5uing an
order o the state to respond now, o the identical moticn denied last
year (2016) without having the state to respond +o, clearly proves +he
prior conduct (20ic) detailed within sF3, to be errcr —and +the on ty
“error” Fof‘s;/él'c-; was the sabject judge’s own ¢ Fraud " — tropping
faerse/fJ Al,; €, 6-55(;’177“;0/{y admz’H’fmq ”H')& \ee/ony wﬂ(jg_cf Jo ﬁ XO[G .
HAAppeal in 4PCA, for the clenied disgualification (SFI,;;L), was sought
ZJy Probibition ¥ 4p17-3951 ¢ Penied (774 premise of a judge’s committed
Fdonies are “legally insulbbicient ” 27 )

JA§ A second motion for c/l'squal;ff%aﬁ‘aﬂ (5F5,6) rel ying on ' Predisposition”,
was “Hiled “upder 5. S 38.10, recétved and signed for by arn agen tof
the court; BUT, ignored by the sdbject judge., who then exvceeded her
Jurisdiction over the merits e i-3) jand sampmarily depied them as
"Successive T and Hheredore tlL/n?“/m;z/y Y (See now, Apf&)cj ‘x B />
13, Appea/ ol the ;gfwrec/ o/fsqua//j/‘ca FHen motion (s F5, 6) was Sought

by Frobibiton #ypi7-3542 ¢ Dismissed without prejadice s for appeal .
14} $Fq " Motion for Rebearing andlor Objection” was timely “Liled” 4o the
court, c/éqr/y detaling the divested jurisdiction over the merits of the
cause due to the statutory protections allorded by Legisjature when

a motion +or disgualification (5F5,6) was “ Plled” under F5.8 38 10 5
BUT, the subject Judge dealed the rehearing & also 1n excess of lowdul
jurisd/dfon because no ruling bas ever jssued on 5F5,6 ——and as «q
matter of law ,still pending Cin m ¥ opinionde

158 Appeal in 4DCA was sought (fu//)#’—fl?l'l'335‘i, relying on the.
divested jurisdiction over the merits , because of the unresolved
dfsqualf-ﬂ/‘caﬁ‘on 2 PCA with opinfon issued on 28 Feb. 10ig Csee Nnow,
A7p;peﬁc/l‘x “A”), citing an Administrative Rule and an o€ point (to vhe
instant) case thot dealt with “automatic granting “or not, where the
HDCA is unlow fully appiyl'ng extra servicing fo new be an extra hurd/e
or in veking jurisdiction of the statute’s protection once “Friled” .

16d Appeal - because. of the cpivicn — was sought in Florida'’s Supreme. Court,
%5C18'75Qj jw“fsc/r‘c'ﬁona/ bricfs were required and then the courf
declined fo cecept jurisdictica , on 36 Tune A0IF Gsee newdy Appendiv ' € "’>¢
|0




50, even i £ Hhis citizen were o concede that -‘\aa‘f.’dmcd—i‘c gran‘ﬁna " ol
SFE,6 dz‘sr/uq//ff,‘ccy‘/'/on has net happened because #hi's citizen did
not see the obscore new reguirement (that did not aflect SF1, 2 which
was “fled” 1o Hhe exact some mammer) in Fi. Tud, Admin. Rule 2.336C)
o also serve o copy 1o the judge. afler ™ Hiling” with the Clerk (o€ the
same court );’ This citizen stil] contends Hhat SF5,6 should sH// be pending,
as a matter of Jaw, because o judicial achmin rule cannet act jurisd-
;d/'wm//y j)grev 090/{/’75% 'f‘}lcl “-ﬁl‘/d ’//’)0“/'7‘0/7 J ulhfcl‘; ;5 /704‘4} 7%6 1'“75;/4
;5 a‘/‘femp#l? § to 7‘800’ cmC/ /'m pos< 7"1’1& CC‘/SL%/OM as ( cﬂ, Af’/veﬂc//’)( \;5« ”>a

Neither he 4PCA nor FI, 5. Ct, are constitutionally vested Fo hamper
(change in any mumer) the Surisdictional limitations imposed upon the
Jud;c;ary ad Elorida by the Leg;}/O‘/'ur‘& when f‘/rey enacted Es: §3$’v/0~e

Or even perhaps, as this citizen has just recently found , that Hoch
lhas now failed +o follow their own prior ruling /n Besacdlo v State,
76 50,34 1140 CFla. Y pes 2012); which stpulates that ‘automats'c
granting” should bave bappened because. +he subject judge (claims

1o pe/'sana/ copy received ) was made oware of the existence of the
disqualification motion by other means p and in this instant case.,
at least two (2) 07%'(;‘/“ mMeans pu?“ e sub j’c—ic‘f jac/ge on notice of
the e)c_/‘sﬁng c/&'qua//f/’ca“/'/lcm motion !

L) Served as a party of the Prohibition couse ®4p17-3542,
for the mation being rgnored (L. #13 gbove); and o capy of the
Petion was atfached o the petition as “Fx bibit 1"

El,) ;n a\\N i?‘Hdn -{Ear R 6[7620!”‘1‘/) 9 cmO’ /or/- ()1} jé‘,cl'“/:fdf) ”(5 Fl 9) f—h e
peadency of the disgualitication motion was fully cleturled
(Cﬁ, #, Y Qbé’;v/e)c

WhereLore, it is belicved hat both +he HPCA'S and the lower Hribundl s
3010(9;7)9/47’3 sj)au/c/ be_ r'BV‘ers&o/, and +he mcxﬁB/" remdncz/&cf back te a

new cireult judge 4o reconsider the REINSTATEMENT proceed/ngs,
or perhaps that this Court will afford full briefing and redress here.

I




REASONIS roe GRANITING

IF the YUDCA's written opinion is correct, then the citizens of

Florida are in grave trouble of the re5uH‘;r7g ramilications revealeds

IL YDCA 1s correctt means the HDCA (s ﬁre& --pmm pr;wr ru”ngs oL that

court, cf. Rosado v State, 76 So.34 1140 (Fie 4 PpcA 30@,
(even when the trial Judge had not received acopy ol dhe
motion to disqualify , the record indicates that the judge

had been quare. of the moticn o/aring its pendency,
reyu;m'ng ‘H)& Ma#ai) “ILO be J&@Meﬂd gmm"éd) pursdqﬂ‘?”ﬁ‘

rule 2330 (G)).

T8 4P Ch is correct g means all DCA's are free 4o ignore Legislature’s /ntendedd
jucﬁf'c/;ql juri‘szﬂcﬁona/ [imitations 5 3%./0 ism/ﬂﬁjr.‘}} when ‘#7!'7(?(/,:
If 4DCA is correctemeans all trial courts are free do ignore Legls luture’s
inteaded judicial jurisdictional limitations $38.i0 impases
when “Liled ",

Tf YPCA j's corrects means Florida's Supreme Court wasted Hme Gi(é/:'cyf'ii/)g
“outomatic 9/~um'7£i’)3 Y in Brfadc/y v State, 11 50.3d 5)0,

$33 (F10 20/2) ybecause i the true matter is \;j'urfso//c‘/?‘éﬂa/ g

by an extra imposed serve requirement; then every thing
else afberwards 1s moot.
If UDCA {s corrects means FLS.Ct. can actaally eyceed thelr constitutional
pcwei‘s) ana/ changa H)ejuo//‘ci’aryg jL{I“IbSJI‘c"HOH by covrt
rale whenever Hhey po Jonger agree with Legy islatore’s limits.
L YDLA (s correctsmeans DCAs and trial Judges are free fo make any casedaw
say wiiafavef' 'H;e,y want 1 to sa Vs regczra'/&ij of wha‘f /5
}orin*)*ed J Bxaeedl'ng their CGﬂS‘f“ ifut I‘cma//y V&S‘?Leo/ poivers,
L£ HDCA is corrects means +hat no citizen can ever rea//y Leel sqle from
e judicial system’s tyrannical whims.
LL YOCA Is correct and FILS. ct, failed o be open or redressin g the motter &
(A) then FIL5.CH s in vieldtion of Fl.Const.Art, 1§ 2 ,
| ;a Cen \\T/u?, courts Sba// b@ open "f’o e'v’&‘/‘y person for'
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

/ E

A
Date: _ 1 & Loy, AE1E
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