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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

Gtufis+ioA. bae. '
ujhftHER. florid a‘s suspension OF The Privilege of the writ of habeas 

Corpus Violates Article1, section ^of Tu£ united states constitution ?

Quests 7coo *

UJHEWEfiL Florida's suspension of Ttte Privilege of the u/Ritof Habeas 
corpus. Mot incases <df Rebellion of. cmvas u*m m the iHtrest oft Rtaw ire MEnT ®P Pubuc

SAFETYf a Great Public. lA/mesT 1

(kuestlan Three. *
urfieHi&iFiofUDA's Suspensionaf the privilege oFTHE writof Habeas 

Corpus not in cases of pe&eluoH or iajvas/oN,But incase lavos, adopted to abridge tHaT 

Privilege] a violation of amendment Fourteeny section ciue^Tojhe united states

COHsUTUTlDr/THATEXFUliTLY PRdUiEATS SiAcP LAUtS 7

&.u6sh‘o/i Four <

uj hewer. Florida’s presuming speech Trial Violation claims raised in a

PETITION FoA OJRiT OF (HABEAS CORPUS To HAVE Be£AI UJAIUED & Y INACTION TO RAISE THE CLAUW 
cN DIRECT APPEAL A IxJAiVEA FORBIDDEN BV THE SUPREME CoURToF THE UNITED STATES ?

Ausshm Five.*,
UimWEfK FLORIDA'S SUSPENSION oFTHE PRIVILEGE OF THE UJA.lT OF HABEAS CORPUS FROM.

Petitioners seeking remedv for illegal imprisonment from const tTuiionALspeeds 

TRIAL VIOLATIONS DEfSilkJG EQUAL PROTECTION t>F LAWS ENACTED AND ADOPTED To ENFoRCET

The Pi &ht to a ^peBp y trial j in violation dpthe equal protection of lauj clause of 

Amendment H,section i, To the united, states constitution/ f

DuesTTuh 5»x f

IP ANY&FTHE ABOVE QUESTIONS ME AtUSLVFRb ^ VESli} SHOULD1 NT THIS SUPREME 

CLUPX OftDER. FLORIDA To GlZANT THE LtfAlT EXHIBIT A OEAl VS To Do l



LIST OF PARTIES

[vf 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

Tr/ai Court, Ot& dck^>ttoneJ &r\ P&ce^aP Bxh/bit A} Ohick is C-roM -the. Ft Pth ^uuJrAal
CJ/tjuit Court, InarAFor fil/w'icn Cavofry ^Florida, f CaSa-noMZ-d.OO&-cJ'lS~AY. .

3 ns



TABLE OF CONTENTS

&1OPINIONS BELOW

JURISDICTION

CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED a
STATEMENT OF THE CASE a
REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT LQ-U

CONCLUSION

INDEX TO APPENDICES

APPENDIX A - ftorttL*s SupfAM-c Courtdenyt&jf&uj ot' ffiftb'Mer's pd'rt’fyn. and4t> deny 

hiM opportunity Par &rt&rtaUI\M€/d~ot fcefan&filna^.

APPENDIX B

APPENDIX C

APPENDIX D

APPENDIX E

APPENDIX F

HI IS



TABLE OF AUTHORITIES CITED

CASES

|2xxcV»er V* Ulm90 ,HdT uS 5iH,__ (ftlX)____________________
Dokftson Zerbst, 3oH us H$8, ( 1*158)_________ ______ .
KAepPac V. Mor\ViCoftsVaAa., 3S 6 uS ai 3, \ & L,£d. ad US7S.cf.488 CMCs'7)
McGToskec Cal Von, 347 F.Supp. 53l5 wis'i____________
Strunk xJitAAtfedStefteSjHl&usHJH, L—1_______________ __
UUftedSf«x\«s v.Sm'tTW,33i us C~J)__________________
VacVinn Warn ^>sVvke ,414 usM")J CiATH}________________
uiebbsiAtfebb^st us 443 CmO_______________________
STATE:

SwWrerusortVx vf.PluaWeA.SSA So, ad4£,8 Ctla, W&O)______________
CxosAmc tf.State, GSo so, aA 17C, CfWl.>stdcA 14841______________
Necjcwi^. Strife., 3ft&so.acho4 CfUulTH)__________ __________
To^pS \f, Stde-fitoS (,o,zl\Z53 CWa.ao&M) ____________________

STATUTES AND RULES 
STATS:
FIonia Rule~of-CriminalTfocedure 3,850____________________

PAGE NUMBER

id
JO
(0
10
10
JO

°i

.q
q, io»

i

OTHER
Federal
Article Section 4} United Stafe ConstituticA___
Atnendmetvt (4,Section l,united Strites (jon&tltvSinA

3L,S,R;fO

'Site



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.

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

The opinion of the_
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] 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
Appeals on the following date: ____________
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

, and a copy of the

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

(date) on (date)

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 > /<a / aoa.1)__
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix A____

[/f A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
y/Aj Set I / ia./ao3-H) EAUii A , 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) on (date) in

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Section ^ .j UMterf States Constitution ' vv ($lc) The, privilege. of- f'Ke. uSrtt£>f Habeas Corpus 

skoA\ mot be. s>u.“Spended, unless m\ne<v !v\ Cases of Rehe.ll ten. orinv&stanAheRAltc. Safety rm.y 

fe<^u\fe \\ 1‘

&c+\cle l 4

«v
Amendment 14 ^ Section I j UniteJ S-fodbe-S donstffutton.*' (sic) A.\l persons born e>r neturcAieeel tyidVie. 

Ufuted States, and sukj ect tofWe}urisdution tKerenP ,ate. citizens of (he United Stores and of-the.

Stake. uiiereAfvtWy reside. Wo State Shall maKe of enforce etny l&ur ldUIcK sliall thhcidcf e tbe. 

prlvii leges &r immunities e>f citizens afthe United States f oar shall any state deprWe any person of 

life jllloefty j or property, u/ithout due process'of l 
}ur indictloh the, equcA protection. of the. lams tl

j /ior deny Any person udthm ifsaOJ

s//s



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

The lAStatft cause exists exs i Aspired by Vfauhaft fJeui Hampshire., HIM u,sU.18< M7g, head note. I Cn~ 

&l)thatl'./4 the (LcurT,oit ft's Option, imxy notice. plainetf or »*,-theQuprej^e,Court's JtsdrdtioA extenJs 

-to reUieuJ ot-TrlaA Court's afCot%nd Exhibit A explicitly (^ptioifiStVial Court 4A.*3D0fc-eP-/5'flX as 

he.'w\g LouJeT Tribunal *

Exhibit k cities 56Wfcfi as lavs of thecase*thatcA^d /like Exhibit 6, uses Topps v, State.*i(a5 so, 

ad t363 CTttx.»a.e04) as Authority j insmiAdiTi'f^ there.to exist a decision onthe Merits at Petchonef's

CloAtn. In reality,There. exists No decision an The.merits -The. petition ExhibitSpeedy Yfied \) ioVoAi

ih cWk£S explicitly f i© the. Basis for 3ur isdUcfiort Section advised the.Courtof this fact-

Bas is Bor Jurisdiction id. included Article, t j Section 4, of the United States CaftStitvltion and UJehb

ion

vWdBlB^HSlaSTMta^tHift.fe^faaL.^, 3J3<1A.,2<>8tlOH£i'. ISM,__CiaSOV
This is not cu\ appeal of Exhibit A , Exhibit A axc.ra.es florid a's suspension oFthe. Ur it*

Exhibit'd i just I ike- every Court >n Florida, i 5 USM^ Judyg. i~iwade« /&w to bur Speedytr iai fielation lllaums

i/lot raised on direct Appeal. Examples include. -
On August HfLlall, Trial Court Oia-Aoofi - cf-/S-AXrupna.'l denied Petitioner's LiitiA CaKafer*.I 

ftlofiion ufidec Florida, ftule-of CrtMifioX fboceAure.. Rule3i25o j Ground 5, ordering il'tStc) Jnttils 

ground ^ Defend cut Claims his Speedy trialeights uuere. x/Io/atiad. the. Speedy t'ciixl arguiMarit
Catdd as\A. should have, keen raised ofl d/Vcct CX.ppaa.1. and, CmnSe^Uetf^lYy /\S improperly raised 

pursuasdrto Rule^ig^o, Gardner if. State (6S0S(u^d 176,(76 (ffet. IsrpM mql - This claim is 

proceduritlly barred/' Cuvderline. addedY
The. District Court" 6>P AppexA <S\fHrwved that" hoT idL^uJlt bout opinion CaMa}'’ Cesjudtcedtaf) y 

making (t theliua of future CoSes Oxh^A'^oKui’efcA estoppel'1'} estopping /bovriTny over ten 

^ef&lcASjpdt'ditAS for uirlts oF babeAS Corpus j leading Up to The insFcuT Exhibit Abat -

TrloA CoufVeV£n SMvticnedPetitionercti lohslSo3A j ibacring-hi r*i f/ooi Filing Future prose. 

Filings jin fespo/ise-Tc repetitive petitions for u/ritsoF habeas Corpus, ,cx\t barred (estopped by 

FWida/s Oud^e--Made. * Gardner taw^si/prn. barring Merit Cex/ieulj |f| Speedy TrioJ i/ioldkicrt CaSeS- 
fiAither, the- petition. Exhibit A denies invdusd binding precedent Nearon it, Efde.i3ofeso.ad 

104 CFla.iqi^ BindButteru)OctVw>Ffu£.llen.^A ^yCA-loCFImtcUZci) CcoiloteTa.}

proceeding \cKuiJSafeguafdiny the. Cansttfid/anal Speedy Trad l&jjhf^as Opposed tb 'ftccedur&L

(tiyVtf mechdi/lisms)thaitdischarged MsiNleiyfany Prom pf\£otf/due.t&thestate'sdelay of iriai 

less than £ ^ei^ht )-tiMes IT delayed the instant fktdianerpsJriaJ /

tAoreojeitj Exhibit A Changes Petitioners ClX^Vricotncy Respondent as l'5TffflETfflF PLCRlbA'to 

the- ‘Sdcretasy oP DepartnneftoPCorrectionsf SuaSpaTfe. fktrfianer's Uj?/I»
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
The, Clouse dietotes a. oPpouJ&rs to suspend the. prii/Heqe.kihes Writ of

fktbeas Corpus jfVofA ©Jfccv^ (&ui Aot Ceo^ured by tvAaVsc. Safety j and only lACASeJ Rebellion or 

Invetsion^by tmpoSihg Article!t$gefiW7tof tWe. UnitedStatesda/titituhcn uponthe, disks./ButRoriJx 

6/\Cto&cVv££ uponUdaUc. ctefety* pouter toSuspdnd said*prWiley€?ul» by making a/eD&n^orctn^ Csakaer 

*jici&<&.tt6S0 so> td 176 G'lo.A^ OcA wiw) j keepia^i ftAa\\c Un* Safe. Prom Fundmri£t\id Ca'isttufional opeeiy 

trial vie.lotions tVui otherwise, be re/ned ted Wy tWeUinToP Habeas Corpus#

'' Frocntnfc sound premis tVxoJT ^eo^le. iACorceroCfeei in flagrant Violation aP tV»eir CoftetitUt\OAa\ 

t iojVvt-f have gv. Ce/nedy f Kerman. tf.Qcriui^ ,3Scusllfcpihe^re/ue£oi^oHheUtfi)<ad.frateshadlcncj 
ke\d4w£ ViAoeas Corpus proul J es a."remedy Pbryur'isduct tonal and Constitutional errorssuffthout 

I unitoftlmJ\ UmteJ State (A WitK.-tel US HiA«H75
Rstltuirtef Q&KfMcAiVely aversttadr in violation op the fXt&ftceeSS Clause. dtetcvtiiAj^tWGJ^knvencImm^ 

otfuA Ficridds Lcuii £ffeetuaJ>inc| the Ciy Wtj fWrely ShepordizAvig YV»e Grt^iJner Loaj supns.J>hcujs Many Cases 

whereprosecution CorthVtueS in Violation of thew Right ^tluiare. Vofd dndbiHheUtjurisdidicn oftheaCCused,

CXhdiO Pepu^nnneetothelHTl'Anend/KfVit. Andthenpresumedtobe-i^aa/edf/tmMachant* false ft 

on direct appeal. the i/isla/lf' fktittoner is one. of-those. v/ictl/wsi

lV Extes 5 ofjurisdiction os disfincjiiislW IVom entire absence, ofyWisdiVfio* tnwnsthd' He act] altoiotnjli 

ivithihthi. general power o f Hie) uc/y e. f is nof’etutUotized t arid therefore Void, with respectto the. 

particular casemate m&nl<V)$> f and hemCi-thc,judeddpower- is (\dtin facT(awfully. imitoUed," flic. 

(flasket V, talton, 397 A Sup p*51Si530 61*0.137.51.

Further^ In )iafntof tbe. policies underlying the Piykt h> & Speedy trial jdiStrife&il of the iadidMent 
■Mustremain ^fts tided in Booker u.Ulinyoytfoe only possihfe te/redy ft> rthe.cHeprivat Ion of this 

CoOstifutlCMcd Riqht~« Strurik V. United Sd&h& ,HlX UiSt (LceattAaavi(/nMur\(ty from prosecution t

filcreesvstrike. CfibfneiAAM&t^uiit-&ideesoL.ttimirial AcPeridarihx SpsaJytriol r The OuetVweesS f fauie. 
oFthe.lH^ftMendooentdictatek that the, States <drfaTuat& 4kis C^^itiifioW^Marantee ^ kbpFer \},NcftU 

Cgijrolbirt t3&6 us A13>aa4>< 18 UGA.ZtJl.gjSXh Htf!Os\Q^ ‘ and FbruJadid i SeeNeytori v> SdiJe supt^ 

up until W8t e<J\th the oduptiao of the Gardner LauJ supmtkojt ePAztfuuiJes a.ulalv'er oFaay Speedy 

'trial Violation «a>traisee/j/ftmifi-fordirectappeal.|V[5]ucKaAappT'lOtt£jh;by presumingovoJla'nfer 

6f cx. Punda/v»erf\aA fiyVittfom iuaetianf is inconshterft’UsitV.thISCokaA's prcnatfiCeMe/fo Ort uJaiVer 
of ConstitufiioeiaX riyViti? » See. Barker \) .U)in^0jHQ7 us SIM ^S^»S, rulZ-Ue, —> CwtATl j ^L«ct i^g 

CollriSon l/.XerlpsttBQty US ___CtH22^.I

Z0//5



%^i^£cjij^[Pr^eA\o^ oPsfafeUurt j oacL($) D ^Process £>P federal LauJS i'kd'jD/'osii^eS ai)___

States fyiMgf..t^Wirie.^^.Co/^ut^j$l:.^h&dJlaii^^!dei.r_______________________

_Bec^s^^bi.L^J^ss£S_(d^_fe<kmL<3Mie4i/ta»sioJbe.-t^ce«ir'^jjej3ft/he-que5iJj^iS____

5u\5jvultc^iAr-£--r-v^e'~P-ofXeflio^fttLb^^ta&iA(wtecl_si^e5_Sv^f0ry}<_£^uTil_______________



\

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

/riruyjU S.BDate:
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