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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

Petitisner, Larr7 bom“/ey, was declared ;‘AComf'c%m/‘ to
PPGC&QJ +o Frial 57 +he Third -Juo(.‘c.‘ql Circut CouML, Colum bia
Counﬁ, Flocida , and was jr\VolumLm\;/y plq,(c’.ol in The State
Mental Hespital. Petitivner was thereafter removed Srom
the Statfe Mental Hospital, Forced +s fnial, Convicted o F Pirst
cﬂegmc marder and armed (\obbery, and Sentenced +o life
;MPNSMMm‘}', While ferm Q},\,‘,\g under +he order of ;AComF)ejLeACy.

1) Whether the Ea({w( Protection and Due Process of
Law Clauses of +he Fifth and Fourteenth
Amendments +o the United States (’or\'S#ﬁuﬁ/o/\,
and the United S‘(‘&*I-e_s Supreme Court decision in
Brope vu missouri, Y20 U.s, 162 (1975) prohibit
a state Court From Co/\va‘c#ng and Sfmlmc:‘na. Q
Person Who has been declared f‘/\Compevtfml?

2) Whether an inyvalid procedural bar Can be
impoSeJ 0(\ an if\Compe#mJ' ,OW‘SOn +o upkolol
an U/\Cor\sﬁ{u‘ﬁ{ ona | dor\v':c“or\?



LIST OF PARTIES

[4/ 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 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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

to

[ ] reported at ; OF,

[ ] 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[ 1 is unpublished.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
the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,

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[ 1 is unpublished.

to

[ ¥ For cases from state courts:

The opinion 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,
[ n/]/ls unpublished.
The opinion of the Third Judicial Circult court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; OT,
[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[t17is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

[ 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: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix .

[ 1 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 M}ob
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

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

appears at Appendix

[ 1 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).



CONSTTTUTIoNAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS TNVOLYED

Tf\é FiPH, Amendment +v the Unife States Constitution:

N%Pensom shall be held +s answer ‘Por o QaPNLa’ or

erise tf\‘Pamous Cnme un ess resen men‘/- or
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Peditiones pyas indicted on @ouml"I,Ffrsf—Begrce. Murder;
CountZ, Armed Burglary; ond Count-TE, K fo’nap,o;‘r\g , 0n Macch
5,198, n Columb‘q Coun+7,/:/°f‘;o(q. 71167;\\!(\01 Sudicial CircuF

- Court ordered that Petitioner was /(ncompe%cnf"/'v Stand
"H‘(la'/ and inVoluntori /7 Committed A:.ﬂ? to The State Mental
Hospbl'a( in Chattahoochee, Florida,

Pedifioner yas Femoved Trom the State HbsphLa/ andd
+aKen o Trial (.M.tr‘l’l\ou‘/‘ Qa deﬁrrrﬁr\@ﬁor\ or Order ‘}’/\ml he
was No (bf\éer ;ACom,Oc-r[cn‘IL“f’b ﬁl‘OCCCJ.

Peditionec voas Conv?dco(,by 5""? verdict, of First degree
Murder and armed bur /qry,amﬂ Sentenced v e im,orlso/\mfml.
Petitioners Counsel Failed o File For, and, no direct appeal
was had. ,

F&*H*Hb/\er“ )(\i Ic:ol o P@-“/‘H’ibr\ ‘Pcrf\ (AJI\BL O'P Habeas eor,ous n +Ac
Third juJ:cioJCft\cg,’f dmmL, in and For Columb)a C)oup.’f'y ,F/o.r;a/q
a#ac/(;ng his Lonvictfon and Seatence thich occurred whi/e
he was under Court ordered I(Acomfe%mce. The Circuit Court
denied relief, C’i‘/fﬂg State Cases Fhat hold the $ailure ¥
Conduct a Gomf@tC/le‘ /u:qr?né Should be raised on direct
appeal, and declared Petitioners Claim Pt’\o(fo(q[\a.)/7 barred,
(Appendix B).

Fetdionec Filed a motion for re_kcow‘mg (Appendix @)
Po}’/\*ﬁng out that none of the Cases fn The Courtks orderape
Qppl'u‘caklc(fol.)fg,Q)IOU\J\ Hat under the quth or;47 of




Dl\opf, v. Missouri, 920 U5, 762 (1975), Hhe State was
P/\o"\;b;/*eo( ‘Pnsm P(‘O CeeaQi/\é Oéou‘rn&‘* Pc#-i/v"oner, Qn
;/\Compa[emL PefSo/\,(I_a/,/ f33) . Tt\e, Cireust Court denicd
f‘fl’\ﬂcu*?/\@ based 50[617 o 1ts previous #if\clc‘rxé.(/}f,oer\d)x D),

Petitioner Qppgajeo' the Cireuit Courts Order 4o Hhe
First Oistrict Court oft Appeal o Florida, Claiming the Circuit
Court missqp/o/ieol State /ad, Failed 5 Follows Fhe United
States Supreme Court decision in Drope v. Missouri, 420
Uu.s, /762 (1975), ‘H\ercé? d(]ariv(mg PC)L#;?mer o?&zuql
Ff‘b‘/'cq(fon o{'\ ‘H\L /cwd a/\ol o‘u& fmafss 0P /qw,QS uam/nLéea/
bc/ the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendmends v the Unifed States
Constitution . (Appendix E), The First District Count of |
/M,oeal aﬁﬁ.‘ma,p\er curtom toithoot opinion an Sfﬁ““t’mb‘?f‘
25,2020, (Appendix A).




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

This Honorable Court declared fn Deope v. Missour,
420 U.S,162,171-172 (1‘%7s>f+kd a State Court is f(‘o‘n})_)idtea/
From puf‘su‘mg a Criminal Cenviction on an ;nccmpe#r\f pecsen,
Ig/\orfng‘f’f\:s Courts decision in .Qf_dei_;ﬂ‘ﬁ Third Judicial
Circuit Court, Columbia Cou,mL7 , Flop da Tried, C’onvicifd’, and
an'fcnce Pe#ﬁcner‘l'b Q }l“Pfi Ser\‘(’e/\a:) Q-H‘ﬁf‘ oqc’c’ar‘f/\é l\}m
7n¢omfevlm+ o Proceed 3 +rial.

The Statc of Flor‘iclqts QC*“O/\ o'P (’onv?c#-‘/\g and 56/1‘/‘(’!\0\/\9
Pe#%’OncM an ;~ACOm'0eyt€A‘/\) a’e{)l‘i\mo[ Lu(m OJD du& P(‘o(eif oP
law and equal p/‘f/-ec#on of [aw declared in Qr‘ggg, as
qurqut’ed by the FitHy and Fourteenth Amend ments 4o the
United States (onstdution. |

Petitivner submits this error is a Structural defect s
delined in Arizona v. Fu{m?namf'ﬂ; Y99 d.5.279,3093/0 (1997);
United States v, Gonzalez - Lopez, Y8 U,S, 140, 198-199 (2006)
ConS‘/—h‘-u?LfS ‘PW\d amental errer, a /Y\an{-PeSjL 7/\5(/57"1‘(6/ and
Ca/mo'f 80 (»l/lCoN‘eULeoo, Tﬁus,%.‘s hLO/\om.b[c Court Should 8mmL
Certisrar on This Claim.

In dﬂer\y)ng Petitisnec habeas Corpus PC/?ﬁ‘J}, the Thind
Jud!aial Circuit Court Failed 4o address Pe‘ttf)"fb/\erfs Claim
of Joe}/l@ ried and Convicted uyhile declared fmcompe":[e/\‘h
but ruled Petitioner’s issue Should have been faised on

*Abbirmed in Godinez v. Moran, 509 U.S,389,39¢ (1393)

¢



direct of)peq/ and is p/‘oC<Jurq//7 bqr‘/‘ed) C;#r\c& Carroll v,
§+_m_L_e, 815 So.2d 601, 6/0 (F/q,;lool)(ci#rxé Patton v. State,
789 36,24 380,393 (Fla. 2000) ; Johnston v. Dugger, 583 So,2J
657, 659 (Fla. [991)). However, tonc of these C.a;c:;qlop/y +o
pfv’—/fiéneris Claim . In Carroll ond Johnston ‘H\cr‘e Was nho
J::l(f\ahf\é of Incompetence,ond in Patton the Court was never
advised there toas g Compdmcy issue. These Cases deal
wivun Errols In "H\ﬁ Cbmpé‘/'f/l(y Aeal‘ing process,.

In C’OA“'Pas)L, Pe Litione~r had q Comf)e‘/*e’/\c‘/ Aeqr‘;/\g’) w as
declared incompetent, and Faken fofrial, without a Pinding
of @M?e#fn(://, aftfer })dna Found ;ACompe*/{’/\+. Tf?\usl. Yhe v

State C’owwl:s pProcedupral bar (’/fqr/y does Not q‘p,o/y 42
This Case, bat on appeal,the First District Court o
Appeal Merely afPirmed this erroneous f‘u//‘/\g , without
Oﬁn(mn. Thus, the State Courtd decision does not res+ on
;/\c“ eloﬁnd]en‘f' and Qoleﬁua:fc S—)—;&e ro u/\cLS p and this #onora[a/c
Court sheuld 8(‘%«(’ Certiorar ‘Por‘“fﬁ

e easons ey pﬁesseo( aloove,



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

LQN‘({ ngl‘/' lty 1 Pro se —

Date: Novea ber 25, 2020




