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DINTAE COUTAERN FERERAL DISRICT COURT OF FLORMA HAVE
TORSDICTN OR NN NOT PAVE. JORINCN T ACCERT AND RUE. ONFIE

PETTIONRS MoTer-FoR-REHEEFRon 2254 PETITION FOR WRIT OF
HAB&AS EORPUS UM_LJ\\SEMEES AND MAGLIDEDS
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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

E/]. For cases from federal courts: '

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix to
the petition and is 20 VSDIST LEXIS IS%gPIQ BOLILESY JONES, MAY 14201
[ ] reported at ' ; Or,

L1 has been de51gnated for pubhcatlon but i is not yet reported or,

2010 USI)IS LEXIS 1362 BOUDYES V.IONES AVGNST 2%)201*7

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendlx
--the petition and is -

to

[ ] reported at - ; oY,
[ ] has been de&gnated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The 0p1n10n of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix 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[ ] is unpublished.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 _ court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[‘/] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals dec1ded my case
was _—3AN 12,2018 ,

[ 1 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: _MARCR 5, ZOI8 ,’and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendlx '

[ ] 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). .

“TPE FETIONER S REHEARIUG FROM THE 1 TR CIRCNT LODRT OF APFEAL WIAS DENIED

- A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

ON| MARCA 5, 2018, "THEREFORE. THE FETIONER HAS DP LKL JUNE 5 208

To FILE ND/OR ROLE 21 STAIES " AT TS OPTION HOWEVER THE COURT MAY

CONGIDER A PLAN ERRIR NOT AMONG THEQUESTIONS PRESENTED
FRM THE RERD AND OTHERWIEE, LT BUT EVIDENT

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

s JL)R)SNC'ICJ\] 1O NeeINED

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was

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

aﬁpears 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. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED



STATEMAT OF/mé CASE

The pdﬂiolnef Koz Bowles Pro se, fild his Third
odition Fora wnt of habeas orpus i Fhe soothern
- fede dighier eoort of Fonda ehallenging @ esentendng
15500, B Hhe Riist Hime soppotied by T cireot case low
e TNSIGNARES and  S.ct cok law of MAGKD .

The ryiaing rmgig’wcde Jidge ised @ R ¢ R
r?qoqsh«:cjﬂﬁ\ Fhe Lt of habiis eorpos pettion be

dieissed for lack of beuscii eion and bund trat the
 pefifioner’s Wit of abess copos 1s Seond Grdl sutessive

" ef-rof, “The pelitioner Fhen cbd'ecw tothe R ¢ R
and e reviewi g district odge 16508 an Order dismlss'ug
The P@Him{f s Wk of habeas Corpu w'rH\ﬂ\e. new resg%{rﬁ@
15306, O 1}, The pebiones dih not | owediaily appeal e
disfriek yidge. dismiscal bok fathe ehoose +o Ko o molion
90( relief fromy J\)dgewmjr d“““‘i‘ﬁ‘?\ﬁ e plain oo S50,
now Brore Hhis eoory and Dfimalely e mation for relief




From judgment was dlenied. The Pdﬁnorﬁr Fhen e

a mdlion for Rhaing en bant, Ged ek mation was also

deniee]. Now comes this Bxtraodirary Wrrkcr Gerborari for
‘r‘ne pocpok OF corfeekng e plain error that oaured
dormg The lcmar dignier eovft ard appeJlaJrﬁ Couft

P(O@Qd]i(zg&



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
Thic aupree eoult should grmﬁ eertiofaf for e

Hollouwing reasons, Fitst of all this coott has prsdicken o
decide @ ploin for 1SR at s oph'én aceording Jr‘o. Rok 24
ot e suprere. court rule bk, Bnd My ease 1S one of Hhose
cases, . The (osch why Fhis Court shoud decide This ease is
beao®. 1t has waithvin 3 a situahion That affeck The tnhire
<t of floridg (@em PUBLIC IMPORTANCE) My 15508 15 Yis
T Hled Fhr wort ok habeas corpos pettions in e Miami -
Dade Fedesa) eoutnanse ine fisk fus \nabias gorpos pettions
ehallenged yny old sentence o} 25 years With 20-minfmaen, M\/

Hnird Pabras eorpos peffion Lihith was erfonkaudy dismissd
' eralienaed R rgsm%ex\dv_\s Jodaement o Hhe Biret Hime
Whieh eoding To TNSIGMARES and Maguood makes my
Hhird habtos Corpus pedtion rof seond of SOUESIR and
aeording to Trsignares the couft had risd iehon Fo hear my
~ pefiion. " Cuf and dry |



Tn e agpendix. Becompanying +hi$ Extoordinary wit, T
~ hove sopplied the o habas cofpus pations with the grouds
only whieh this eooft has To review Qs w?ém, 1o settle

This dispole Whieh proves my assetions, My first tuo

habgas eorpus 9&1\1% (s¢e Appendix E,F)that T recertly
orderd From e dirict eourt cles K Shows the greunds only
that T arged . No where in Hrose greonds do T CMH%@Q»

a Claim Gon)f@fﬂg Py NEw Fesentente sentence. Seethe
eviderce Yor yoostf in 4he appendix. Now, however in my
Hhird habtas corpus pefion T challenge dor the it time
Py new rRseerten@ senfinge of 26 years with 10 min\eran ,.
see third habtas corpos petition 1 e data base retds.

When yoo oK at fne thiee pehitions and %e asserted - |
- grounds you will ste for yoorselt That Hae firsh and seond
‘ partion Rhallerge ry dd 25 year with 20 min/mon sentente

Grd rry third habeas corpoe pelion Chaltenge rvy news
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decide eases presenting |38\>@& of imnpotance, beyord
the pachevlar facts and parties |'nvo\v&d,\\
and This:
Role 20 Protedu.on G Pefition for a0 Extraordingey

Wt |
"To jishly Hhe Granting ot any &uch writthe

* pehitioner sk Frat-he etk il B¢ 16 oid of he
Coot's appe\iexrﬁ \Sodsdfd{m Fhat acﬁp\iml 0i rcumstances
LGerant e exereise of e couts G\isudionarg ’p’mersj

and ot acdequote @hef cannh be csTained i1 ey ofher
formn or from any diver eoud” |
The pelioner hae Shswn Fhat Hhrew Fhe tihibils in
The apwﬂi’x@ Fue habeas petthons Brbwié only) M )
plain error cloes exist betadse e r{esm}emir\g gcund
ras tever et ehollenged.



TCw e following tas faw explaining plain erer i+
algfes His |
o LED 2D 1012, 560 1.8, Z58 UNTED STATES V. MARUS
"1 RULE 52(0) p@fmlrs an appdbre Covfto rﬁcogmz%
a p\qm exver Fhot affects subsdontial righte; evenit the &%ﬁr
claim o trvor s not bo%h#“ﬂ"@ﬂ*rﬁe\ts\f ek eovtrs afhention,
Lowser BTt of poarse, most apply Hhe ke as His ot
has vkerped 1}, And e cases ot ser Peorth-oor
interprefation hod Hrat an appellate. eourt may;in its
dis(:rejion eorRe B Erior Not (pg. IO\@ raised gt i)
y Ww& e appellant eremonstiakes Hoat (1) Fhere 15 an
error) (D-he erior 15 elear or dbvicos ratheethan Susret
to reagorable dnsp&%)@%e triof atfected Hhe appliant's
eubslarkial 1 Gifs, Which Inthe erdinary ease means” i
affecied Fhe oottome of Hhe digict Gouft proedinge
and (e rior senoody afec(9)tne Fairness inkegrity or
pubic repotation of pdi tial p(oeeedwgg\?



The pe%%hbf\e.r has Shown Thews Hie evidenee n the
apperdix that 1‘né lowser eovfls ro\h‘ng are plain et ard

e peltioner glates that his resons Yor Hryng To file his
*Hﬂrd hobxas Qérpus peftion With his new Qse'fv\ﬂ\dtg Claim

s fo Bigue 6 eask of areat public \i\ﬁ{:i)()r&nte.j,n My

. 4hid habis Corpus peltion I hove & dve proeess eloim,

Hrot 1nvolves e e ey | Life Law ok affects e
entire. clae of Prorda(see third habeas pe*r@m in databose)
This I0jgofLife daim or growd i yoo will inves Hhe
prédx‘eg ot how Hlerida boofs are brlawstully sententing
ehizene urder the 10[20]1ife laws without first poving
HratHhey quality For i, Whith T argue 1s @ doe progss |
Vidathon - Thething 15 Hhis Hhe Hlorida Legl’slxﬁwe has sfated

it ine 10/20fLife Law e der elimingls Who are knawnto

0se gons only. T in vy Case have neverbeen Khown o U

6y @pn betse e 1S N6 prior hié@(y [Pap'shée%
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10 my past b ary gun Use. See 10]20]Lif% argoement 1n
Pénjdom(\S ird hobeag Corpos pettion. This @roo(d 1S one of
o)eat publie innpofian beavee Hoere @re since 20N at -
leact 165,000-4roieand etizens 10 4 state oi-Rorida Hat
have been vnlawilly sentented drderthis law ard +heir due
Proegs f‘fgf\fﬁs have beeny Vidakd Bl ,ijr-)é an innportoltt
1s30e, The feasen Why L Filed an Lxraof Nany Lf +
15 braw T have no other Gouft Hat T ean go To.
T rate been barred i 4he lower state courts. see (Bpperd i
G') with order P@\e‘b’fﬁf‘g me tom Al Ing GOYMOTE PO SE
patiions . The pedioner requesttrat Hhis towd decide
his cuse beaaus 1k & a case o great poblie imporiance
ginee He clue protess 1 @N& o Hromends have. been
affected by Hw vmuthorized 0se of the 10/20]Life Lauy
In their eases @s el plus t5 comrect e plain anor

1se thot Ms oecored IR Jrhe,,pé{%om( cas&
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
o Banslep
O

pate: . Aprile2oiq
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