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LIST OF PARTIES

[ ‘/{ All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ 1 All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceedin

g 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 Umted States court of appeals appears at Appendlx — to
the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,

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[ 1 is unpublished.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

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix _____to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at v ; or,
[ ] has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opuuon of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix Z € - to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,

[V] 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[ ] is unpublished.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 pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,

[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 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 rehearmg 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).

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court dec1ded my case was £ed 2/, 2040
A copy of that decision appears at Appendlx .

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
Feb 2/, Ao k0 , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix K72

[ ] 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).
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STATE OF FLORIDA

COUNTY OF WALTON

W W 7R, ¢ :
AFFIDAVIT OF TONY OWEN DUPREE
IN SUPPORT OF ALL WRITS PETITION

)
) sS
).

I, Tony OWen DuPree, hereinafier affiant, do hereby swear that.the following statement

~ is true and correct and made of my own free will, and from my own personal knowledge. I am
over eighteen (18) years of age, a United States Citizen, am of sound mind and am competent to
make this affidavit. '

1.

Affiant had a new trial in 1994 where he was on trial for 1st degree murder. He was

convicted of a lesser offense — 2nd degree murder. Judge Kenneth Bell presided over 4

aﬁiat;t’s new trial and sentence

Affiant entered a plea agreement where the State agreed not to habitualize a gun charge
that was run concurrent with the murder charge, and agreed not to challenge prior
convictions before taking the stand. ‘

After the jury was dismissed, the State sought to impose habitualization in violation of
the plea agreement. Affiant did not appeal the binding plea agreement. -

On the day of sentencing, affiant entered the court in the middle Judge Bell’s reading of
letters from affiant’s family members requesting a lenient sentence. Affiant was shocked
to hear Judge Bell tell the family and friends present in the courtroom that the judge had
some sort of report of his own that affiant was expelled from the 1st grade for fighting.
(Affiant has requested this statement on record, but the court has never provided it).
Judge Bell stated that this fight in the first grade showed the pattern of affiant being a
criminal that he would/must senterice to the max. -

The fight which Judge Bell recounted was from the early 1960°s when racial tension was
boiling and affiant’s mother was called to pick him up from school after he was attacked

- by a group of black children of which one hit affiant with a board, injuring his ear. Affiant

Wwas not expelled as a result of the fight. Affiant’s 1st grade school behavior as well as
several other erroneous charges alleged by Judge Bell were not convictions nor was the

* information shared with the jury.

At trial, the State’s witness could not identify affiant in photo line-ups, and both State
witnesses in first trial identified someone in the courtroom other than affiant, The State
was allowed, at second trial, to cut out all information that its witnesses identified
someone other than affiant.

State’s witness, last to see the truck the victim was carried away in, was shown a large
picture of affiant’s truck at the second trial and stated that was not the truck she saw. -
Judge Bell orally sentenced affiant to “Life Without Parole for fifteen (15) years.”

Not long after that, Judge Bell was promoted to the Florida Supreme Court. Within a
short period, Judge Bell was forced to resign from the Supreme Court due to his

e 1K



involvement in writing fraudulent reports concerning a DUl/wreck.

10.The Parole Board has informed affiant that under his original sentence for 1st Degree
Murder (a capital felony) he was eligible for parole after 25 years. But under Judge Bell’s
new sentence for the lesser offense, 2nd-degree murder, which is a first degree felony,
affiant is no longer eligible for parole.

11.Investigators Bryant and Jim Spencer had in evidence a dozen cigarette butts, which they
reported to the State and affiant’s public defender that these butts belonged to the
murderer. Affiant was urged by his public defender to seek a plea deal from the State
because there would be DNA on the butts, proving positively who the murderer is. Once
it was learried affiant never smoked in his life, the cigarette butts . disappeared as
evidence. :

12.Investigator Larry Bryant for weeks concentrated on a suspect living near the scene due
to mudgripp tire tracks found at the scene. A ffiant did not and never has had mudgripp
tires on his truck. The State’s own witnesses verified that affiant did not have mudgripp
tires. : -

13.Information about DNA in the case was passed to affiant through a lab worker’s
boyfriend or husband who was in the same cell block of the Santa Rosa County jail at the
time of DNA testing. DNA was found on the body of the victim, but when the lab
confirmed that a 2nd DNA not of affiant found, the State chose not to use that evidence.

14.Once affiant learned of Pensacola Crime Lab being investigated, affiant wrote letters to
several agencies to inquire the extent of corruption in the lab and the status of the female
employed in the Pensacola Crime Lab in 1988-1989 tainting cases by sharing details of
lab tests with inmates in the Santa Rosa County jail by phone through her
fiancee/husband. No one has replied to the inquiries, probably because the extent of
corruption is massive (good ol’ buddy system covering up for each other).

15. While affiant sought appeal, the court ordered all evidence in the case be destroyed
August 8, 1995, signed by Judge Paul A Rasmussen, Complaint No, 95023880.

16. Affiant’s wife, Leann Spencer’s, original statement to police was that affiant was home
with her at the time of victim’s death. Defense attornies at both trials chose not to call her
back from out of state to testify to that fact.

17. Affiant also had a second alibj witness, Mr. Robert “Bud” Pecbles, who was with him
near his home at the time placing affiant out of the distance and time of the murder.

18.Robert Peebles, Jr. recalled clearly being in the yard with his father “Bud” Peebles
burning off copper wire when their home was surrounded by Santa Rosa authorities who
questioned Bud about seeing a broken down red Toyota on Dec. 18, 1988. Bud said he
stopped to help at about 8:30 PM. And returned the next morning and pulled the truck a
-few miles to affiant’s home. Bud stated he would have testified to this, but was never

- asked. .

19. Affiant helped the victim, 45-year old Mrs. Geraldine Lawrence, while she was
attempting to hide from her extremely violent and abusive husband Roy Lee Lawrence.
Geraldine requested affiant to give her a ride from Pensacola to her mother’s homie in

5



Pace.

~ 20. After they arrived at Margié Baggett’s (victim’s mother), Geraldine made a phone call to

Crime Stoppers giving directions to police where Roy Lawrence could be found
hiding/living in his car at a lake in Century and that he was wanted by police. Affiant was

mustache.

23, Affiant received a letter, dated May 22, 2009, from Elizabeth Livingston, cousin to Roy

Lee Lawrence, where she stated that Roy or Ricky Lawrence killed Geraldine. Affiant
does not know and has never met Elizabeth Livingston, '

24. The letter also told affiant of a book, “Flesh Collector,” by Fred Rosen, which tells of
several murders by the Lawrence family and one ruled as an “accident.” Roy Lee

was found and likewise strangled or drowned.

25.The book further describes several of the Lawrences as members of the Ku Klux Klan,
and involved in various other crimes and murders, including Roy’s nephew, Wesley
Lawrence, where Roy handed Wesley a shotgun that “accidentally” went off,

26.Roy has also been cleared by Santa Rosa County investigators in several murders, which
included at least two of his nephews and his wife, Gerie. '

27. Investigator Jim Spencer owns the land where Gerie was murdered.

28. Affiant has discovered that Gerie was involved in the murder of a man named Pee Wee,
which took place at Ms, Baggett’s house and should have been disclosed to affiant at
trial. . :

29. Elizabeth Livingston mentioned knowing Pee Wee and his family in her one and only
letter to affiant. Affiant met an inmate at Walton C.I. who owns a saw mill in Pace,

all of affiant’s legal work, along with his address book, Holy Bible, even pictul"es of his

/¢,



30.0n the night of affiant’s arrest, he learned fast that Investigator Larry Bryant was a

~ corrupt cop. Affiant invoked his right to remain silent and refused to sign a waiver sheet
to give up his right. Larry Bryant and Jim Spencer threatened arresting affiant’s mother

and wife if he would not speak to them. They told affiant that Geraldine’s husband and

her brother were both in the Santa Rosa County jail and that it would be in affiant’s best
 interest to speak with these two investigator’s before being placed in cell block. After
being grilled for bhours by Bryant and Spencer they placed affiant in a solitary cell where

he could not use the phone or even see another person, a total violation of all Due Process

’ 31.While Bryant and Spencer grilled affiant, it was Bryant that stated something about

it. However, in light of the book “Flesh Collector” details within Roy Lee Lawrence’s
home a Klan robe openly on display and human body parts of two separate victims.
~ ClearlyRoyis a very strange character to say the least.

32.Roy Lee Lawrence was the original suspect in his wife’s death. Yet there has never been
any police reports published concerning him being questioned. Nor has any report -
concerning Roy’s alibi been published. Roy nor his alibi has never been depositioned as
to their whereabouts on Dec, 18, 1988. Judge Kenneth. Bell refused to allow affiant’s
new attorney to deposition anyone before affiant’s new trial, a total violation of all Due
Process rights under the U.S. Constitution. Shortly thereafter, Judge Bell resigned from
the bench after committing a fraud. o ,

“The sword of the law should never fall but on those whose guilt is so
apparent as to be pronounced by their friends as well as foes”
-- Thomas Jefferson

Further affiant sayeth not: ,

17



Notary 7/047,0 /&MBLM

7% g e
Tony , DC# 120528
Welton-C ional Instituti
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tate of Florida )
' ) ss
lounty of Walton )
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this . day of July, 2017, by Tony DuPree, who
ced his inmate identification card and did take an 03th.

/8.
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Ty A e
J

Date: A@ﬂn )-?.—,?,L L0o%0
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