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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 ; 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[ ] is unpublished.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 to

the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

[\Aor cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix D tothe petition and is

[ ] reported at ; O,

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

[v] is unpublished.

The opinion of the UNthed STATE Coupl of A ppeal [eourt
appears at Appendix _D . to the petition and is

[ 1 reported at ; O,

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

[Vf is unpublished.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.

[ 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 5-24- 2 .
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _

[ ] A timely §et1t10n for rehearmg was thereafter denied on the following date:
MAY - QY. 20Q% | 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).
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REASON FOR GRANTING Tie PeTilion/

1y
-

~Appellant asserts that judicially and logically

—_— - CHG
— —

in order for Apbéllant and/or his trial counselor to have raised this pertinent newly
discovered evidence a long time ago under the appeal and postconviction process
would have been with present or prior divulged personal knowledge of the
Appellants or the Appellant’s trial counselor that Judge Lindsey’s renewed
retention office of elections loyalty of oath was in violation for the Appellant
vand/or his trial counselor to have exercise reasonable due diligence to discover that
Judge Lindsey’s was in fact not under his renewed retention elections loyalty oath
of office requirements by federal law and the Florida’s Constitution jurisdiction
and judicia1 circuit authorized courts authority to impose a judgment and
sentencing of defendants to object and request for and conduct a judiciary update
standards questionnaire interrogations of Judge Lindsey’s oath of office status for
the presiding six years term beginning in 1999-2004 before the trial was to begin,
otherwise there was not an alarming present of information with obvious reasons
of legal law to question and suspect that Judge Lindsey was not functioning and
operating under and in judicial circuit compliance of the Federal Law and the
Florida Constitution until the acquired pertinent newly discovered evidence was

discovered through due diligence research of the Appellant with the Department of

State.



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

CedRicl L Tones 640843

Date: 8‘ 2f 23




