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court in time for Appellant review. ?

^Si5M state habeas corpuSywithout 

Petitioners State and federal
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of tee evidence presented in the State court proceed i 
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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

[Vf For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix C to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[vf has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

°a"The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix A to 
the petition and is
[*f reported at BflQwN\Ai~lQjMC.AB~£V-<3c30QQ(S.D.nQ-rthT5) or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits 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[ ] is unpublished.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_
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

[ ] reported at 5 or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

(vf For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
FfeHAiftry ISFjAnAMwas

o 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. __ 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 copy of that decision appears at Appendix_______

[ ] 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) on (date)in

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

-a-.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED 

COrJ s-f/Hifi on oC th£ united States Amendment )l 

%\ I fersons Born or naturalized in the united states, and Subject Vo the
Juri sd i cKon thereof, ore citi zens of toe united states and of the state 

ttiey reside.no state Shan maxe or enforce ony low uMch will
nor'5 ^ Privileges or immunities of citizens of tbe united states

w'>rtnteJurSd vt 3eP[!.Ve a°y FterS0nS ^ ,aw'^r deny to any person 

5d,C+,°n ** e®ual Protection of the laws.

united States code sec-KoM u.S>c.sectton aa5H(d)(>)(a):
"Anappi icaVion for A wrivo? habeas corpus 00 eehatf of A Person 10 custody 

Pursuant to the Judgment of A Stale court Snail no\ be granted u/ith respect 
to any clai m that ujas adjudicated on the merits ,n State courf 

Proceedings unless the adjudication of the claim - - (1) resulted in A 

decision that was contrary to, or involved an unreasonable application 

of,clearly established federal law,asdetermined By the Supreme courV 

of the united States 5 or fa) resu | ted in A decision that was Based orv An 

unreasonable determination of the facts in light of the evidence 

Panted in the state court Proceeding.

uni ted states code section u»S«c .secti onaaH t etc*.
''writs of habeas corpus may Be granted By the supreme court, any Justice
thereof, the district courts and any circuit Judge within their respective
dufiSdictions.The order of the circuit Judge Shall be entered in the
cn^.S°L^ d,SV1'tCourf of district wherein toe restrait 

complained of is had.

-3:



united States Code Section uuS-C .Section 13,91»,

V'A party i5entiled to A Single appeal to Be defferred until final Judgment 

has Been entered,In w>hich ciaimsof districtcouft Error at any stage 

of the limitation may ee ventitated*

Florida statute chapter QB3.QH faoa3J:
'The c ight of the people to Be secure in thei r Persons, houses, papers and 

Effects against unreasonaeie searches and sei zures Shall not Be violated 

and no seorch warrant Shall Be issued exeept upon proBaBie cause,
pporfed By oath or affirmation Particularly desciBinq the place to Be 

Searched and thing to Be seized"
/PLQRj DA

"A search warrant cannot Be issued except upon proBaBie cause supported 

By affidavit or affidavits,naming of describing the Person, Place,or thim 

to 8e searched ond Particularly desertBing the Property of thing to Be 

Seized; no search warrant Shall Be issued in BlaoK,and any such warrant 

Shall Be returned within \o days after issuance thereof*
Florida statute chapter q33*ob(ao3i3):
"The Judge must, Before issuing the warrant,have the application of Some 

Person for said warrant duly sworn to and su8sci£>ed,and may receive 

further testimonyfrorh witnesses or supporting offidavits,ordepositions 

10 writing, to support the application .The affidavit and further proof/if 5arne 

Be hod or reoui red, must set-forth the tacts tending to estaBf ish the 

grounds of the application or ProBaBie cause-tor Believing that they exist.'

-M-



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

on June and, 3C&3 the Pro se Petitioner fried A as u.s,c.S 

united States District court In and -for N\\khk -DADE COunW,t^ortdavconleodi 

hi5 Judgment,Sentence and conviction is illegal due -to Abe Arrest warrant 

was used for his Arrest udV>\chconSViHi\e5 FruHoF^ePo^oessWwInere the 

Peti tioners (ith)and (iMth1) uni-led states constitutional fights has Peso Violated 

OSuuellas his Florida constitutional rights. Article 0) Section (ia) Declaration of rights
on the grounds that the
vague'*and on octoBer aofo,ao3t3 themagistrate of the united States District 

Court responded Siting WW loners soieground for re\ieF is mecitediess 

Because it is clearly and coocluSWly refuted By the record, and Wat ,t denies foe 

Petitioners Sole ground for relief osGei ng refuted Gy foe record,and denies 

the Fteti tioner a. right to ap^ealabiliVy.in the motlth of December of 2oQ.3, 

the Petitioner-Piled A'Petitionfor Bill Of oertiofarf to the united states District 

court in regards to the decision made in the oaSeat hand,in tohichfoe court
magi strate granted the Petition and ordered the cierKOf court to transmit the 

case to the Eleventh circuit court of AfffealSjand on fe&ruary istaoa^the 

Eleventh circuit Court of APteals Dismissed foe Aftolfor&ViuretoRroSecufo*

. aasM habeas corpus to the
that3•hat

Arrest uuafrant that uxxs used for his Arrest is invalid and

-5%



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
The reason -for grantiryj this Petition is(u, A united States courtof Appeals has entered 

A decision In conflict lu ith the decision of another anI fed stetescourtof Appeals on
the same imPOrtantrmttefQChaSctecidedanimPortanhf^rataue&tion In Aujay 

thatconf lictS loith A decision By the Stateeourh of last resufhjor has sofordfeparfed 

Prom the accepted and usual courseoC Judicial ProoeedingS.or Sanctioned Such 

A departure By A loujereourt-as to call tor an exercise of -the courts supervisory p^iers^ 

A State courtof lost resort has decided an importan t federal Question In A.ujay 

that conflicts uuith the decision of another state Gourt of taS-t resorh or of A united 

Slates court of APPeals^fe A State court or A uni ted States court of APPealS has 

decided an important Quest ion of federal \auj that has not Been, But should Be
settled By the court, or has decided an important tede ral Question i n A uuay that 

Conflicts ujfth re 1 event* decisions of-the Supreme bouft or the united StoteS^see* 

united states court Rule )Ofa)(b)(c),OS tortoerauthorih/Seei Johnson V.fta.
3a F.Hth loqa,10qb(uthcir.ao9a)

Xn this legal matter of Justice, the decision of the Florida courts are in conflict uiith 

long standing decisionsand Preoedentsof the united states supreme court- receding 

constitut.onal Violation claim .further, this case Presents an important Question 

of lauj that has not- yet Been decided By the united states supreme court.seealsoj 
for Mner authority and reason for granting ,V,i5 tteVi KaYjMederS V. Warden,&a- 

Diagnostic Prison,Qll F- 3d 1335,1351 ('ll,heir. 50iq)

*»«
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

3 /as^/aoaH.Date:
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