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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 t
o review the judgment below.
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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STATEMENT OF THF, CASF

This case concluded when the Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals 

recognizing unpaid filing fees, subsequently denied application for COA, issue as 

Notwithstanding, Petitioner utilized Eleventh Circuit Rule 27-2, seeking 

Due to the Eleventh Circuit mandating the case based upon the 

procedural noncompliance; filing fee; error, deviating from redress of the motion 

and petition, certified conflict ensued.3

In furtherance, justifying Petitioner’s basis seeking issuance of a title 28 

U.S.C. I 2254 in the Middle Dist. Ct„ Orlando, FL,4 Cervantes collaterally 

attacked the (Fla.) Seventh Judicial Circuit Court decision

30536). Wherein he preserved Federal standard claims cognizant under U.S.C.A. 

Amendments 5, 6, and 14.

mandate.

reconsideration.2

(case no.:2010-CF-

A1 though pursuant to Fla.R.Crim.P. 3.850, Petitioner/Defendant did receive

evidentiary hearing, predicated upon ineffective counsel (failure to call alibi 

witness, etc.). See U.S.C.A. Amendment 5 and 6 respectively. His postconviction 

motion was subsequently denied, prompting appeal of collateral attacks. 

Notwithstanding State and Federal

an

collateral remedy exhaustion 

requirements, in nexus to the Eleventh Circuit not redressing the constitutional

' Case »o.: 6:18-cv-1302-Orl-18LRH, Doc. 33, and attachment. 
See appended exhibit.
See Rose v. Lundy. , i nf/Za 

4 See appended exhibit__E. , Title 28 U.S.C. § 2254.



infirmities steadfast in Petitioner’s case in toto, this timely certiorari is hereto

presented.

REASON FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

By promulgating basis for issuance of the writ, enunciating its predicate 

facts will guarantee disparate prohibition, while scrutiny of due process and equal 

protection (via 14th Amendment) secures vested public interest.



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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