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LIST OF PARTIES

^All parties appear in the caption of the
case on the cover page.

[ ] 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:

RELATED CASES

TeJada V.Dumer.qm F.3d 1551 (u’rh OC. W|)
Shau) v. Booey. bQ5 F.3d 5^5,530(1^ Cif. 1933). 

JatwxSonv.State.HMI 50.3d %l3,S35(F\a.MJV'nTxAW23.). 
Conner v. sfaAe,gQ3 So.3d 533, bo5 (f\a.300lj. 

Mcin-teSh V. StoVe. 35H 50.3d \Wfc>(fla. Is* t>cA 20\%).
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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 ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

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

to

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[ ] is unpublished.

[v] 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

reported at ficOton 3.0^. w L ' 13.M 9^)OH 0cV^L(Flfl.MfV jjifcO; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the THtfP DiSVfiOV APP&X13 
appears at Appendix .6__ to the petition and is
|Vj reported at or,

court

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[ ] is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

[ ] 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.

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
, and a copy of theAppeals on the following date: ____________

order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted 
to and including _ 
in Application No.

(date)(date) on
A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[Vf^For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix_rs___

was

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied 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____
Application No.__ A

(date) in(date) on

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).

a.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Uniled States GDoSFduViOoaJ Article l)H)S3gUooi 5ed'iQn(U:
All Persons Born or noVurcfeed in -tee united StateS.orcJ SubJecf fo 

4he Jurlsdicfion Vnerecf.are cifizens of tee united States and of 

4Ve State runecein teey reside.Mo state swill rmye or enforce any 

law whictaShall abcige fhe Privi leoes or ifrvnurii ties of ci Pi 7£o5 

of tee united States', nor Shall any State deprive any ftason of life,
11Ber4y, or Properly, uoifhoud due Process of \oujj nor deny fo any person 

lAjifwin its Tudsdicfion fheeoual Pfotecfioo of fhe laws.

Florida conSflfuAion Kr^ficle (0 section (q)i
HO Person shall Be deprived of life, liberfy or praftvfy wiftaouV due 

Process of ioujiOc ee W,ce RteVn Ueopardy for tee some cf tense, or 

compel! >n any criminal mnftec fo Be A ujiteeSS acplosf onese'f.
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On January 3o^ SoJO Vhe PeVJVloner Piled A 3.^93Co-XO(fcUbXi)moVion 

•foe fbsVcoovicVion relief a\\eajn^ newly discoveredevidence to Vhe 

SenVenci court aryno^ VhaV Vine Vrial courV Juda^e misappliedito. 
autoioriVy by allowing Vaisl^iod DMA laboratory analyst reports VUed 

By Vhe stole Prosecutors and used os evidence in his -trial Framings, 

Which intonged Vhe toVihoneC op hlS uniVed StoVeS ConSViVuViooal 
amendnnenV (lH^) due Process rl<^VS> which «5 conSiSton-V wlVh Vhe 

florida GonsViVuVion Article (d secViooW r»gaV> Vhe ffevi vioneraryed 

in his moViOn to Vhe courVs VhaV Vhe Vwo laboratory repoctoinVcoduced 

and used as evident in his Preliminary hearing and Vria\ Proceed! na£> 

into oremenV,Bocause Vne DMA reports ace toise and meiading 

reports uohich conSViVuVed Vhe VesvimoaycS "Vhe analysis expert Vo 

Be PerJucod in CeaprdS Vo Vhe expert reeding and explaining Vhe DN A 

refbrts Vo Vhe Vrial Juoy.on February and,aoS& Vhe Vrial court denyied 

Vhe PtoVVVtonecs motion uoivhouV A stoves response, Vhe pfeVivioner 

then Piled A notice ok APPeal Vo vhe courts la which Vhe NPPeais court 

received vveteViVloners mohon and Exwihivs tor aa APPeUonVreview, 
and On July5t7Vr]905a+he Ae^aYS CDurV Piled ito uxiVVen opinion 

UJ»Vh A rendering dale c£ AupUSV 3033-•On toferuary 3nd,3o3l3 

Vhe PcVI Vloner Piled A PsVi Vioo toe wiciV c£ habeas corpus a\\eey og N 

miscarrao^e c£ JusVlce Prooese Vo Vhe PVorida Supreme court as A 

wr»V- oP Error, OV Vhe decisions mode Prom Vhe tower osar toward 

on Mfy aces toe Justices o$ Vhe Supreme court denied VhefrtiYioner 

PeVlhon Vbr wriV oP habeas expos oS proceduralVy Barred.

Luos an

M.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
The reason fbrgranflng \he Pe41+lon ‘i5 0X Aunl-led sides courls of Appeals has 

entered A dads I on in conflict uj1 fh Vhe decision of anolher united State cou<4
Of APfealS on -Vhe Same lonpor-Van-V crviWeq has decided an important federal 

OuesViOn in A may VVnV confUcVs uol VVi A dsciSlon By Vhe SVaVe coucV of lo&V 

fesul-Vj or haS SO far depar-Ved tom Vte accepted and usual course of Judicial 

Proceedi ngSt or sancVloned Such A deparVurc By A loirer courteaS Vo call for an 

exercise of Vhls courfs supervisory flower; foX A stave cmcVoC teVresorV has 

dalded an important federal Question in A uray that conflicts voi vV, the decision 

of another state court of last resort or of A uni ted steles court of APPeals; (3), A 

state court or A united state courts of APfealS has decided on i important Question 

of federat taro tnat has not ten,But Should Be.setttal by this court,or has 

decided an i mportent federal Question inAutoy that conflicts ioi th relevant 

dects.onsof the Supreme court of Vhe united Steles', s 

coucV Rule 10 (a)(b)(c Xas Aulhorl Vy.
Xn Vhls \eop\ mailer of JasVlce.Vhe decisions of Vhe coucVs of f\orlda are In conflict 

th long standing dadlslonsand Precedent of Vhe uni ted scales Supreme coucV 

regard, ngiilegal searahesand seizures, tarther, this case Presents an important
J ^ ^ Ye+ ^ By the unite) StafeSuBete court.

1 P Asserted ,n tbnna-MochV.&inyiof Amer.rn.M A..jia ^q-j| q-«/rla , j
aol V Every court has inherent Pcwe/s to do otitte^tX ' M “■*
^ tt* Admini Stratton of
proper Jurisdiction nC ,, v w J/ C2 „ xope *1+6 Jurisdiction. m whichsassss~~£:isasissr
=~S2S=B%Tite„l do Just Justice! m’n,ca,,+,fiS and i

see ^ ua i led stales Supeeve

i_Ui

unsdlc+lon 

J is the restore; Bi ti-Vy of 

^>ue such appropriate Orders
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

July/ 5^/5033.
Date: .A


