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QUESTIONI(S) PRESENTED

.l  How tan a l¢.3f-¥{majre) Writ of Habeas Corpus be "danied”’
(please see to Exhbi+ 1) evdside the 3UIA¢.“nﬂ_~s of 4he Florida
Constidution JArdicle t, Section 13, Habeas Corpus, U.S. Constitudion )
Sge+x‘on Q, Clause 2, 3ad Pec “US. Law "¢ "We The People i egal
Peimae tPgﬂ) Wm.reas, n al\ i+ shpvlates that Habees corpos .5
a matker of nﬂhl' and never ba SUsemc\pA) Unless in Vsases 4o
which nis cavse doz.s.'\“' Pu‘\aun 2

2. {n the Sopreme Courk of Floridas’ judgement w Wis cavse (plesse see.
to Exhibib ), i* used an unspecified case ) “Bokear V. Sis+2,878 Sa-ZJtz.ag,’
(Fla. JUly 15, 2004), thats basical sterickypic 3nd +alks in partisanship
' refarance to "Padtioner iamakes  (BaKee v. State, 8T8 So.2d 1236;1236)
whe Used wriks 0f habeas corpus 40" collaterally 2%4a.K non-capikal Gnvickioas '
{BaKer @ "Procedural Pestyce ') and, where said “the pevtions were vnavtrorized
Pecavse +he propec w,\rix/\‘p,\e, Lor ne relie€ sougnt was ANrougn meotions For ‘
FPOS“ convickion reMie€ , Noda - +hece hasa't been an vpdate nir amendmentd

to Law, as 4his "BaKee v. Stote jis just a case dedsion thad aesds Yooz
Ce-raviewed | but in thas Petitisner s Cau.ée,j whichis, According by
sobmitted 4o s4:11 Lx;‘.sh‘nj Law ; F.S. Sackion T79.01 Apyl-'ca*ionaoc\ we, &

in clear suppect with Article |. Declaration of 3.55451 Secdion 13- Habea$
Corpus, the Peritioner /"APPI.'g.-.n+" Vs the word vsed in Phe found ationse
Law when ra_CQr—rrinS 4o afthe PC‘\’Q‘\\'oﬂc_f‘, rasardlus of thair natore

or Wherehung, venicde” (Baker ©1236) in whicn Hhis Peritionsc [Applicand
shewed Unlawfol debainment throgn Record - *S434 of Flocidd v Prweremond ,
*020043¢43c¥105, Trral Tronsceipd Faqe 370, /ines 23 - 2s*. Affrdavit Evidence
N vwhich  cootd ohiy be e reckively .so'ush‘\' ~\-hroosh F.S.Saction 74.0i .F.SA/
The Wrik of Habeas Corpus, which wos fiked in his Wit 4o Xne Soprome
CoorX o6 Foctda , oW does ' Baker V. S-\*ait'lj.\fm \ates to this

|Petidioners pguse @




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.

all parties to the proceeding in t
petition is as follows:

he court whose judgment is the subject o
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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 United States court of appeals appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

[ ] reported at : ; O,
[ ] 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

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

[\ﬂ/ For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix A=€__ to the petition and is
Al y
[v¥ reported at ExX1HIBIT ! “Page 4 ; 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

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

(s



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.

[ 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 _5 / 2/,/ 202/,
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix A - & |

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following Adate:
, 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

|Constitvtional Provisrons lnvolved

1.Florida Constitotion Article 1) Saction 9. Poe Pocess "depived “nor “sompetted
2. Florida Constitydion Actiile 1, Sectioq 13. Habeas Coipus )'na#cm/r(}/:/ Znd “naver be sospended
3.U.S Constitution Ardicle 1) Section USLAW "0 covrtd shatl svspend ~

4.U.5.Consd tubion Section 9, C'/aw‘cz Habeos Corpys "' Trep ri /je shallnotbe sospended
5.0.5. Const.tvtien Amendment 5 //nz r jin‘ Ao remsin silendt '

6. US.Constibvhion Aneadment 19~ €qvalidy snd Fainess”

Statutocy Provisions Lavelved

1. F.S. Secdion 79.01. Applicotion and Wrt. (Chapter 79 tHabeas Corpus) -"any

tperson delained 1n custody ' “applics Fo fhe Sipreme Lovrt for writ of

1abeas corpus and shows by affidaritor evidence that he ;s detorned withoos

[awhol aaf/zon'{gl the eaur-/ J ‘vstiee, or Lo{j € fo w hom svuch sgplication s made -
shaitl jran—/ the writ Fordt w, ths, 393inst the person in whese custdy the Applicant
1s detained and retvrnable /'mmedr'au/e/j betore any ¢f the ccurts, J‘d;'/lkq

or ch/jt&' 25 the wrid directs. '’

2. FL.R.Crim .P.R 3.850 (M) Habess Corpus - “unless s+ 2so appesrs thatthe
remedy by mobien /s mao/tzua-/e r in uffu;érz 0 frst the legality
of the a,op/zcan-/s cAetention.’

3. 28U.5.C. 2254 - " The stalve thot a/lws 5 prisaer snder state Sendence
o petition for @ writ of Haboss lorpus. “




Loprws ocg e ® wort [‘{uﬂ(/ ‘Jf’f"?’” ve pu e
WYL ), OD puepSIsSY YD B 2A12000 op ( 681 ©f prect LIgEr prossos /e/p‘rJﬂ/_-l
2 21 GA '1'(‘&”"{’/'.’/‘"7/’”’ SIUGprp Ty SR FLp DWEL)( WJ." ADS ] 5‘-34/ rJf?KA/ 7][61 )’/M{ 74/
Sforerengss! €55 e 2 £ (rvasyey h sopbneq sy Iy
L ¥S o frcf | ity oy ey reyp ssoed sryp wo pespumsuty of Jwy 40 TIVES WS Tyl
B2, 211 OR OF oy 2y fpruesttdius Lympmesun puw Ry in paminsed Byebays st ny e
J;Jauq% //.‘pa/ a‘ﬂf (4 amn;,? ",Lu?;,)uq/ ‘/!’;'ﬂ }/ Kp‘% //u;{}/:t{/ erﬂUS?'J J?WO ou/.,e /'f./
’:VWfWD’Wy"—// Ag J>wsne q/yﬁwjm /}/7/1 00’0/— mp /J?UQ%’/Ly 2t /7“-”/‘ oy fozlé”ols' L4

»” ’f‘/‘g"/?"?’/”ﬁ’ff“ 02 S1y po ity w./;y?{l 7/:7 o 9,&9/757/’9&{/ 52(/? L.
sbrusery '3'7/’;, rﬂuq,ﬁpfz, So DUty pE Trse TS ’(;c‘daz Vo yuptr 72) 62?/5’5'227,’2' ‘a /,12
o st 2spo990y <o 2penid poy oym oy Spgy pue lnz T g 60040 e shineozon
BT s, popprd patdey pney 4o et gy 4o qpoq spumsmtedas vt buiymd
"l 1RYTOAIOY SOIGELY hL MET [EVIWIL), P, rrvTU KT ) pedpu O G STSETUIMY, o
PB4 SP HBE 'CUSTIIY A CPUCLIy SyT s ety prraquinispad psutebe pray Loy g ibizy g e vt
BT ey q bunof 2bucrg Lovay FH2 PYUE £ 5897€891 TP, PUE  JIIWPUTLIY 4} VTSRO
Pyp ws perpuesenb seoes £0 ssedonp g fewys 0 popipeuns Kew rwiso 4o vargraves B
Fin> On el by LR ISSEIPOD pLEIGP fysrdridus v A0 2pefs 2yp Ao 751 Z U4 § MET /E-Vv‘lfﬂ]\‘lfsvcp" A
31225 BOE O 1I0)y A SIBGWRYD 9p 407U0D PRATRIATS 3G VED 2D St SWYTL TYVDITNI

50y sERFERY) o250 Fyrodosd qatyen pe ‘e o werpesoin stroys Kjaeys yaryon
Sz €2 $7Y0LE bl 1 (@IS ENEHO0TOR PpUOWWNI] A EprIt) o 30 PPOYS : Fpiryde o
156911 ur prag 57 7 peygp 3aeid op uapINg e sl peesns sey SN Pl
w2/ 0maeg , v 7s hinkl € 49 ysnusyq 24y o buiyrer hduts puse sauoiray 2y 2
: fuRIUYGs St S2UIL 1T Tyt
BSORD s oUCILIFY By of puriziyip Byerey speyr,! spers A sayeq,
Bprs 2R pue sue v e psal Lysiig e uy [PPUerpPLL $I007) e Bpl19) 4 TYY

3ASVYD 3H1 40 LN3aWalvy, ¢




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

1280.5.C. 8225y

A\There o5 anly /page ,3nd 3imes of recordevidence - State of Florida v.
1Drvmmend, Tfpj 370, lines 2325 that will prove of @ Jawless vislation

+hat , by njh-/‘ ; shall indeed be amz;/fu/ é’ccorc//iy/y .

'Bokter v. State” ss a partisanship-o clyss /rg‘uc//ie_ , 7 2n a/rzady presomed

stconcl - rate qrup’ Fhat the Florida (purt refers, in Slorred c/ergaﬂg ; Fatitiner inmates “Baker P1236
and 17//‘2}5 :/(y p h/fen/ conncte " Bokler @240 , Shall rj/n%//y be .raz.:ylw‘ as what s - DISCRIMI NATION.

Vin Bakier 81239, 1/ mentined, bring s swn tovnge, of & case #hat started Hhis “rebel”. -
by #he Raspondents, s case inwhich THIS HINORABLE COURT- THE UNITED STATES . o

SUPREME COURT ypheld -

L ;
| 7he &7 Amend ment P:;h-/ to Assistance of Covnse! 4 #he Jeiwyy oF the 1977 Anendment
Yo e 0.5. Constitotion iz ftfaﬂv{s 4o the Fondsmentas F, jAJ P /;liﬂw ond Jvefrocz&r of

(a0, Gideon v. Waiawright, 372 US 335 ; 339-345(1963) . _ o

V¥ 2i% admitted “some il be ' 10 +he reer:/:f 4o the zn/r//z ment 07( - -
Vost Convichivn Keliet, Boler P1246, in 3 rathes wxw//y nwwtter, wwhile c»am/ﬂ/a/_ﬂ/'y

ffo dosa g what is her job, and, dre paid 4o oo -entorce Law. Hod HABEAS CORPYS s Av.
The Job of the coards /s rm‘« o’lspxl .e{;aa:c s but 4o decide them jusily.”’

Jvim Carrigan, ﬂmer/canjyr/JlelJ//ze ngrml,[’mfafca/ara% /977 . . __  _. . oL

7% /%//llb/u/; ,t'ausz of /Z:bw prp&f ’5 [’)/76'/2/& andd ﬁcardz'ng fo Law '

/475 in obedhence with F.S.Section 79.00 ( "CHAPTER 79 " HABEAS CoRPUS
4
Applicoton ond Wen#, 2specially, in regards o the direction oF covrs Svbmittonce - R

_ am/ of. laf—/}/ar#/gw'o/emu ”#)af ean prore. /g,uhj peld with "p,,/,;wvf/au/Aon-}fy_'f - -

This is atl supported by the U.S. and Florids Constibrhion, A

J

\The Flacrds Constituhan : FL.Const. Art 1, Sec. 13 '3 miotter of njb/ Hhattanneverbe. . ... __ . .
__,sgfmglu/ unless /1 cases , 15 which, this cavse , doesn f’lr/av‘n. Undu Y.5. Const. .

Wrst, Sec.? and _U.S. Const. Skc. 9, CL 2 os 4 "fn‘y,,/ﬁ:. ” _and, under. l/flaw lpg8 WE THE peepLE__ _

LEaA PEIMER ) " provide that 70 court shall suspend Fhe pnulm I _

V7he Florida Sufamz C'aw/.s c/zcmm, lhe e oter prdcu/zys to the Retifiiner ;3 mnocentman, iso _ i
s /U@mmi Jhe /?//7/14”;0. S urder edvcated Black male ,.}.S/?wa?//y whert 14 comes_t bow, s berag

10



taken aJwan-/aj& of by his lacks - nst enly with 1"’;{9 a young blackmale, but I £act bprat he

cant afford he indetecence "f/o aiel counse /- because he é/”"r and fhats & gross mu':rcarr/'agc. ofJ::}s#/'crc

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted _ ,
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