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l> Is an mch cni/ pro s& state Pri‘sme,r:;;_f_{’
erntitHed o v iberal CUHS%T(/L(;%M’ ot
State post- convietim claim premisd on
inad vertent misappuéatum oL e suppor{{ve/
cose Law? N

Pursuant —Po' FR.(C g_@uu 3 85D Ch)(ZL

2> does i+ conshihcte abuse for cowrt o
dismiss pest -conviction motuin where +he
Defendant Muﬂfd new or LiHerent
3roumc\5, cven %o%h based on Stme (ase
Loow was Crted o substanbiate the
new and separdie claim™

.
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LIST OF PARTIES

j}d’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 to

the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

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

the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

MFor cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to reV1eW the merits appears at
Appendix & _ to the petition and is

8] reported at E&b_m&ﬁmeme; or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
B4 is unpublished.

The opinion of th -
appears at Appendix _E)_ to the petition and is -

[ ] reported at ' ; O,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
X1 is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[ 1 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.

[ ] 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 A

[ 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).

2{ For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was _Q l 29 l ZOZD
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

\4 A tITI ely, petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
I 2070 , 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).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Fowtunth Amend ment — Due Process

K | Ouestiom +| per tains to e spplicatun of
Haines v. Kerner . The peti-tioner rcgpcc%vamllg wes
+hat  as an ,‘noujow pPro-se prisenes, she wus erdded
to Uberal conStruction of +he post— conviction claiim
she rosedt | and of Mondgomerys redvoactvi o
+o A ford 4+he Ubernd Cﬁréﬁmc;'m Wv&;ﬁ‘;ﬁé&?/m“
Hhis court in Hawies V. Ze,mar/ violated +he Dzﬁdi’l()?’;(jfs

right +o dux process Generacbil by dhe Consfituchinsof
+he Unrtd Stales and +he State of Florida .

£ Guashon +7 'per#mms 4o Hhe (lppbidﬁm of
FR.CP, 3850 (W) The pehtioner respecthully wies
Hhat ,as an indiﬂer',pro Se. prisener, She wis
entidled 4o hove her 3.350 motron decicld on s
merids instiad. oF be,iiwj dismissatl, QS sSucussive for
(‘Jitd\\ﬁ
2 880 m otumns —H‘ﬂ(ﬂf el Monwﬂm@fg . Faulure Ho

o tord pe%‘-%‘omr o ru Lmj ondhe merids of-hes fégj ]

motron violotd her riﬁhnt% dua process 3mafaﬂ ¢ by

Hae US Cons Btution and CorsPtufion of Stcte of Flonck

Fedr cchve case Law in Two d/:s%ncﬂj di Herent



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

| Oh May 17,1990, De ferdart pled ju,/#y fo Awo courts

of Lirst-d Sgru, murd er, Two Counts of atempbed wﬁlrénb-d\cﬁrcc
mwrder, Fwo Counts of solicidation o commd Lt d,@r% ‘
mwrder | one Count of- conspi racy fo ommit Fist —degree
urdar and one court of bucﬂ/a/y of & dW@CU@ whi le ‘
Grmed . Huntv. Staty 613 So.2d 893 (1992) - Deferdant M’V@L!
Q p@nm@ phase waﬁ. W'fﬂ@(\/(ﬂaﬂo,lﬂpm Hhrding of
aﬂgm\/ml—;ﬂ ond. m,’ﬁjmhj fachors, imposed & death sertinc
o Delerdant For each count of «Qr”vafdlﬂWf murder. On

dircct appedl Def endants convichons were afFirmed,
b\k’“ hcr SCI’\‘&IHC&S Wt V&Ca't@d ool re/m&ﬂd,wt —pOr

re sentencng -
On Narch &, 1996, Defirda il wos permitud o

withdraw her plaa orp--ju:/Hy. On April 23, 998, oFtur '
il Defendart wos convictd inthis ‘

o J'uy +r
COP O‘P‘HVO (,OLUTH of
of CANSPI rocy +o aom

First-degree murder, one count
mit+ Firsk d/egrec nur iy, SNe

count of soli ¢ ﬁ%'m +g Comm'nt—p\rs'% - d,ﬂjmﬁ, mur s,
Delendant was sertynud. June 24 198, wi+Hh correctil
-=ervleneds ﬁ] Ld_ hunc pro +unc o S—éﬁbmfotr 9,1998
03 ﬁoilei Conse Cucti \/@,4_501‘&/%15 of I;fa J



IMpPrisen mont with & mini mum mcmo(aﬂ%ry torm of~
25 years on each count of Firsk —«jjt_ﬂrce mwdes ard
Q(muurmF servbinus of 30 yews im PNS(D’VWUWL— oy
eoch count of soliciHation and corspiracy DNelerdants
convichems andk serrtences were o455 rmed on direct
opped . Mandate isstud on Mareh 13, 2000.

On July 1, Zool, Delen dant L5 Gd. her Pirst-

motum Lor p@&L— Cm\\/l‘cﬁkm | which was denud. on
e merds and per Cilim afrmed. on appeal. On
Morch 21, 20lb Deterdart 4l & sucussive 3850
ot bastd on Fhe US. Supremy Cowrts decisions in
Porst v. Florida, 136 S & Lrb(2010) and Mendtgomeny V-
Lowisiana 136 S G- 7/8(20@, o revised (Jan27) zom).
The So\/m%dudIO(d. Cirewif denude Dewﬁcmdam%
SACUSSIVE meTUm ’ICOf 'DOS‘F/CGT\V:C%M mh@p,’ﬂf;\dﬁj
Hhak hether HurstE nor }\J\mﬂtﬁm&q were applicable
s har Case. b s Prier written Ordur, +he
cowrt Fourd —Hhak Delerdant was nok erdrtld. 1o
reliel pursuant o Hurst because applus o +he
) mpOS'r%o‘w\ of death serntunus |, and Deferdant was
o setinud 4o death. - The court Porther

voouy\(k Hhat Dcn[cmum[ wes not enbitled o rel il
5




pursuant +o Mot gemeny becaus - prohibits +he
}mpos}‘ﬁﬁb of- f';Q/SCFTtQﬂCB w'l‘-HﬁOUCF )DgtroQ npoN |
Juvenile offendurs. DNele n dant was not- a Juvenile,
oHerder at+Hhe 41me of—+he offenses, nor did she
receive o L senbine without Parobz anOf cm%
ofLpnse 1o this (ase. Therctore, -Hw Court Fourd.

Aot Dederdant had Lo Ld o es{*ab(:‘sh & hew
Pordamental Con shtuheml VW“H“‘C" applud +o
her case a5 Conbmplatid. under Ruly 33s0(h)).
De ferdant appea ld. This courts decision was ;
afbirmed  ard mardale isswd on Oclobe 2 2017
Dederdant £l a' Mohion For Rast convichras
Quliedf " on Jcmotayj 29 2018 and. her "“Amended |
Motiom 15, DOS’j"CQ'ﬂVfC‘,‘iiSYs Relief” on J&m,‘ 18,
2018, The State FLd Hs Fesponse  on _%5,202&
D@’meoka,df Moty was  dismissed with | ‘
Pre udicr on /\/\gﬂ;q/ 7070.
On June 22,2020 +he ook nowledgemart- of-
Det honas  Nottee of Appeal  wis 4 ISSling
Cose 4 7201299

On Septimber 2, 2020, petihomer -h L
Hhe Inj hal ,bri e+ ,Qarﬂburj@ %LZ%




motum  was separatle ard distinct From her
2018 2890 motton , which duscrved. o be ralid

on +Hhe merds of her claun ard not dismissed .
Cn Stptamber 29 2020 | Hhe Fidh DA per
curium oG rmed. Hu Lower courds decision
On October 14, 20 f o
LA Mot ﬂ%lr /szhzjaf/\'m Ibkj\x QM'@ De%ﬁ('m“
, Motion for Writlen
Opinien ard Mot For u?cr‘ﬁﬂ@w‘can“um Qi“l@
CASES .
Mockey . Stale, 230 So. 23 o4 (5t Dea 2018

Cresenzo V. Stat 487 So. 2d 150 ([ 2008)
Ham@%n v. State S So. Zd 57(150‘“;)@4)

On Nevember 5, 2020, Motum tor Dubuaring,
Mestom Lo weitan Opinior, ard Motum For

Cert P cochien was denude -




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

This Cowt has Jufi'sdzcﬁuﬁ—f@ review HAis
Case @Cwmu@ +o Kul 10 (CB Pehifoners
appeod of her 2950 moluwn wis dismissed
Wi +H prgucuc&, and without opinien. Th
jmla,hs V. S“TEL, o per Clrinm (Jmcpv' rmedl_
Otpped i not 6[:‘3‘/ ble ﬁ@r d:‘SU&%Oﬁ&fﬂ
review bj Hhy Florida Supreme CEW‘L‘ )

_ ‘ JuneZ-G,1a%0
o . < 385 S0 2d 1250 /
‘\‘_EL—,Q’I(ZLQ;__\/ L 7

' of
o Jso! \rrdrra/t O_\J(;ra’bm Proce dures
S | J o Pules of Cowrt:

Flor do Supreme CQLU“‘) Flor d

The Supromd Court of Florida Lockes
Juris dichen Ao veview pPEr curiam  odf rmad
Liistin From April |, 180

The Ath Den d:sm‘;ssed%&’pe%%m}g
2850 motion (£ ld ZOJ8> WHN pch(,Ld;uJ ( 54,1141'/3
1 was successive o he 3350 moten LG
N 201,. The paﬁ%w,r status 4+he motuw



showld have been decided on s merits
becouse 14+ wes not sSUucusSIVe, In Lol , +he

petifioner  Cited Marbgomen/ s o refry active

)
me{: of law.because of H¢  hishoricat brear douon
SF redoachivity on substanhve low ondl olasses of2
peoply - Petitiner crtad Mﬂ?ﬂ%@'&‘@/ because. she
WOS /;Lr:j}@ fo oblain refrachve agplication o Jhe
Hust closs of people ) +hose who wW%m&%W |
C&@M S@nﬁnwﬁ nase withowt . nanimg x Jaﬂ
decision:

Tn 208 e pefrhoner cited Merdgome
Lor s Ndler apolfcaﬁ(m pf:r‘{'otmi@ o i
Juv.@mud class of people .

The +wo 2850 mohons were  corstruekd
e ho d&%nw separaTe grounds ahd-
<eporate applicafins of I\/&m@w ,.

Tn %L_LL\I/S v W ener . his %or@b&, COW‘f’
deci ded Hhodt pro <& pCﬁﬁm’{e,r\S shouldd not=be held.
> +he Same Sfandads as Ghose ﬂoormo\!l puaotu' <
d,ran@cwt bfj [CUV\/\/US /I%Lj are instead. peld {D (05
sﬁlﬂﬂ‘w—ff shandale. The Pé“ﬁﬁw shbowld  hawe
ben = givun Hu oppom‘wa% of Libtrad construchip,
hy the 5% e whan agpea bing Hue dismissad_




oL Hhe 2018 Qﬂﬁﬁ'
The T Judiciad Cirewrt d(SYfﬁardeW ;
pdﬁihms inbnt o +he 5 pea o Fimed g, }
docisim pur cw(um Withowt Propor mv@-ﬁg@ﬁm
of Huse Ao seprrade Cloums dx,rltjrrg Hhe
Paﬁﬁ@riu e oﬂ)@fﬁkﬂf'y fo b (ru@a\m(,m “+he
N ﬁmu/ncb presetrd i Hhe 2018 @U?g/%us
Wl Himately df&prl\/\rﬂ —+Hhe Fﬂﬁ‘bﬁmr ner fkljhf“‘fo
due pouss witr +he Jourttinth Amand ot
1 e US Constifution.




CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
i, = \
@r(fm O Hody

Date: N @b(‘b@(‘:j \ = 2oz
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