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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

I, IS Ch. 19, FLA.STATS. AND ART. | Sec.9 FLA. CONST. IN -
CONSISTENT WITH THE. DETERRENT POLICY OF_sec.i983
AND THE Hrh AND i4Th AMENDMENTS _PROTECTION OF
LIFE AND LIBERTY, THEREBY LN EFFECT, MAKING IN-
FERIOR CONGRESSIONAL ENACTMENTS AND RLGHTS
WHICH UNPER YOUR JURISPRUDENCE. ARE INTENPED
TO BE PARAMOUNT AND SUPREMYE ??

2.-LnN ABBITRARY AND ERRONEOUSLY “DENYING_AS PRO-
LEDURALLY. BARRED L. ZAMMIELLO'S HABEAS PETLIION,
DID YHE STATE_COURT UL NTERFERE WITH_AND DEPRIVE
ZAMMIELLD. OF HMIS FEDERALLY- PROTECTED DUE PROCESS
RLGHT OF ACCESS YO THE COURTS WHECH LS PROTECTED
By SECTIONS [985(3) AND(3) AND THE IHTh AMENDMENT,
MHERE_THE_TOUCHSTONE OF DUE PROCESS..LS [My]PRO -
TECTTON AGALNST ARBITRARY. ACTION. OF THE F1ORIDA
GOVERNMENT ™ 7

L)

3. WHS_DUE_PROCESS VL OLATED, W RHERE THE FACT-FINDING
PROCEDURE '.&R.BIT’RBT;Y‘, EMPLOYED BY THE FLORIDA _SUPREME
COURT DID NOT ADEQUHTE‘L}/ PROVIDE A FULL AND FAIR _
HEARING. WHEN MY HABEAS CLAIMS HAS “A REASONABLE

BASLS IN FACT OR_LAW " 7?7

LI

1. WAS IT A “STRUCTURAL ERROR” FOR THE STATE
SUPREME COURT T0O ARBITRAR)/ GRANT SUMM/—\R)/



— QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

JUDGMENT, 1.e.. "DLM}[ING AS_PROCEDURALLY

BARRED ”___My HABEAS PETLTION, FOR THI:

| RES PONDENT(S)._ON QUALIFL hD~_4__M MU I“/V
»(;Ro UNDS, “WHERE_GENUINE ISSUES OF MAYERIAL

FACT EXTIST WITH RESPECT TO ZAMMIELLO'S
HABERS C) ATMS " AND THE ERROR WAS NOT

HARMLESS PP

L] »

5. Tn ABBITRARY “DENYING AS PROCEDU RALLY BARRED”

e ZAMMIELIOS  STATE HAREAS PETITIO N, DID THE

STATE SUPREME COURT YDEP BJ.M_E,&Ml:_D“E_L.I’.B_L
WILTHOUT DU PROCESS BV INDEFINITELY CONTIN-—-

{0 lurne My 'FALSE T MPRISONMENT AND CONTIMUOUS

T1LECGAL DETENTION? WITHOUT PROBARLE OR DUE

PROCESS AND THERERY, DISCRIMIN ATED /-\GT\I NST

RIGHTS ACCRUING UNDER FEDERAL LAWY, . ) ??




LIST OF PARTIES

[ 1 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 partles to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
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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

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[ ] is unpublished.

[s/{ For cases from state courts:

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

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

The opinion of the : court

appears at Appendlx'iB_L to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; OF,
[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatmn but is not yet reported; or,
[\/f is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[ 1 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.

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

[s/ﬁ?or cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court dec1ded my case was _(o = -4
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[V{ A timely petition for rehearmg was thereafter denied on the following date:
OUNE [{rh d0Q4 | and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix “AYAT B3

[ ] 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 thisv Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Lo APPENDIX “D” THE RETTTIION FOR WRLT

- OF HABEAS_CORRUS_AT_RPP. | = Q0 _AND._COMPARE TO.
"THE QUESTIONS PRESENTED AMD RELATED CAsES ™
PORTIONS OF THE LNSTANT PETLTION _COLLECITVELY

AND. THEN TO ALL_OTHER_ARPRENDICES. (:oLLECH,VEQ/] -

P Ky ¥,

T
i

)

La u.s..c. secrrons_ig8l, 1983, 1985, AND. 1986, COLLECTIVEY.
U.. 5. CONST. AMEND. H
U4.S, CONST. _AMEND._IH )

_ | 3 .
EFLA_CONST. AR I_%ec.94  (DUE_ ERQQI: 55 | .
Sec. $10. 0 FLORIDA_STALULES_(BURGLARY. _SLATULL ).

coc 810, 015 F1LORTDA_STATUTES (L EGISI ATION TNTENT)

e 79, FLORIDA STATULES (H ABEAS_CORRUS_LAWLD,

FLA.R. CZV. P. 1630,
FLA. CONST. _ART..V. 5ecTIONS afa), )5.

FLA. CONSI. ART. i Sec. 3.

A% U.S. C.. Sec.A%03(b), APPLIES TO REVIEW CONSTIT -
UTON RLI.T"}/ OF FLORIDA STATE STATUTES,.



 STATEMENT OF THE CASE

UTHE CORE_FACTS TN T]:LI-_S.WEXTRI:\ORDINRR'}/

?cmsxs PRIESENT %E\/E’Z/—\L IMPO‘RTRMT 1:55(155

. Il RIGHTS STATUTES 42 U.S5. C. 9% ,

(9483, 1985, AND 1986, COLLECTIVELY, AND

rhErn TNTERPLAY WITH STATE w_Lji\_\L\f_,_,_/M_C)t\,G_.

W T H PROQ_LS..DMLL@AL"_L&S UES  ANMD THE MATERTAL

FACTS ARE_NOT I DISPUIE . See €.9. CE.

UWTLSON -v= LAYNE, SUPRA, Td. 526 .S,

‘coo:%(sqqq}(sAMb)L@uorrNg CONN -V - GABBERT)).

THIS CASE ARLSES OUT_OF THE FA LSL&BEESIZ.
FALSE TMPRISONMENT_AND CONTINMLAOUS

I..LLQ:G AL _DETENTION OF THE PETITTONKR,

.

!3 ASED UPON DIVERSITY OF CTTIZENSHIP,

] RACTALLY MOTTVATED MISUSE OF COVERN —

ME NT PO\N'):,R F—\N’l_D_LLL TO AN TMPROPER

PO LT CE _TNVIEST TOGATTON, Y VIOYVATTION

oF THE CONSTITUTION. ,__-L_A;\Ms,_cz&_;"gw‘l ES

fo THE NI TED STRTES AND FI10RTDA, AND
TO BE SURE, “THE RIGHT TO _BE_FREE FROM

T\ RREST OR _PROSECUTION Ty THE ABSENCKE

1
B

;QF PROBABLE_CAUSE /-\ND WITHOWT DS

— -




PROCESS OR EQUAL PROTECIION. OF THE LAWS,
'S A LONG ESTABLISHED CONSTITUTTONAL

RIGHY ”“Hr—u MUST RE Ri:SP_)zQT =D _AND ADHERED

Ri= ST ﬂ;.m“vg_g“ﬂm LLDJ.U_L_D WAL . ¥ LSEE

ALL _APPENDICKES “ = — " COLL):_C_EI,ME:U/j 3.

CE. UNITED STATES - v.— WATSON, _SUPRA, Id HQ.B

UaSo HIL (SAMEI(POWELL T CONCURRI MG I (HOLD =

TNG THATS [ TIHE FOURTH AMEADMENT  EX —

PRESSLY DECLARES THE “RIGHT _OF THE PFOPLE
TO RE_SECURE TN_THETR PERSONS. . . AGATMST

UNREASONABLE SEARCHES AND SETZURES, ;'n

SHALL_NOT BE_VTOLATED.. . 3?) BAKER -V ~ MCCOLLAN
IsUPRA, m M43 (LS. )3'7(i°t7CI)QSAMb) GERSTETN

-v - PUGH,SUPRA, Td_ 420 (.5. 103 (|9 t%)(%AMt)

ARMSTROMG v- MANZD, SUPRA, Id., 380 U.S. 5HS

(19e5)(sAME) CRETTERATING THAT s “LTTHE FoUR=_
TEENTH AMENDMENT ENTITLES AN INDTVIDUAL

TO A FAIR OPPOR:UNIV TO PRESENT HIS OR HER

CLATMS ") . PARRATT - V—TA\/LQ&,_FUP{?/\,WI& Y5

(U.5.527 (!%J)Cﬁj\ivlt:)(_RLﬂ FELRMING THATS  “[TIHE
FUNDAMENTAL REQUIREMENT OF DUE PROCESS

TS THE OPPORTUNTTY TO RE HEARD AND TT

IS THE OPPORTUNILIY \WHICH MUST RBIE

CRANTED AT A MEANTNGEUL TEIME AND. TN

- K - B




A MEANINGEUL MANNER ™). MARTINEZ -\ -

/
CALLEORNMIA, SUPRA, Td. YUy U.5.277 Lid86) «

CoAamME Y(eTaroNG THAar: “TTIHE FOURTEENTH
AME NDMIENT PROTIECTS TNDIVIDUALS FEROM

IDEPRTVATTON BY THiE ST ~TEM0£M;2J1£,,;@13_ELZL}1_,

OR PROPERTY WITHOUL DUE PROCESS OF LA M),
. /¢
WOLEF -v- MCDONNELL  SUPRA; Td, Hi8 .S, |

529 (1T9 )CSAME) » RODDIE - V- CONNECITCUT,

J ‘ ;
SUPRA, T HOL (A.5. 37) (SAME ). MOUNETT -V -

i . /
ST 1OUIS 3 5.F.R. €0, buprp, xd (934)FACTUALLY
THE SF\MEJ)(R&;E MERATING Trars LAl STATE

_[MAY NOY DISCRIMINATE AGATNST RTGHLS

ACCRUY NG UNDER FEDERAL LAWS™) WILLT -

AMSON -V =F, i, MIELLS, SUPRA.Td. (5 F3d

/ «
1155 Gtk cra.1995)(samiE)CSTATING THAT: “[TIHE
EOQURTH _AMBENDMENT PERMITS wWARRANTI ESS

ARREST ‘LF) MADE WITH PROBABLE CAUSE). BEV)

-v- CITY OF _MIi WAUNMEE, SUPRA, Yd 746 Fad i205

(nrmh etr 198U (eamE Y REITERATTNG  THATS

“CRiact Aliy MOTYVATED MISUBE OF GOVERN -

MENTRL POWER FALLS WITHIN THIE AMBLY OF
THE L ANGUACE_OF HR (1.5.C. 5. 1981 WHERE

!

ONLE_OF THE_EMUNCTATED RIGHTS TS DENTIED™) .

RyLn D - V - SHAPTRO, SUPRA, YA (S Th CrR. | ﬂf_ﬁ_lﬂ

| (ERcruaLLy THE sAM OF 1 DONA)L D SON -V- O'CON NOE,

-G




H
1

i
|

MMMMMM .@gprzé\_, Td (s1h crs. tCWLO(gAML:)(sl ATING THATS
_,__._'__“___,,,_,J LIIns FLORIDA, “ A_CLAIM FOR. FALSE TMPRISONMENT.
LwAs CoNTINUING VIOLATION? AND THUS NOT
;BARW:D BY STATUTE DF 1 IMITATIONS ”) \VACATED _

ON_OTH hﬂmc;ﬁ_qur_\jgs.,ﬁ;z;zu_s 563 (ICW‘E) RBCCCIUTT

v- ALY C. TRANSIT AL UTHORTTY, SUPR a.,_z;dm&_a NN
lerg. 1qqq)(snmg)(c1n_mg G ERST BTN - V- PUGH )
,*(MWS)) BYARS - Vv - STATE, SUPRA. Ld (FLA 3002)
'CSAMt) SCULL - v- STATE, SUPRA, ILd_(FLA_199D)
(SAML) (QUOTING FLA. CONST ART. |. %ec. 9 ))
f‘swnrzrz V- _STATE, SUPRA, r_d (FLA. Y Th DQA
9003 ) (SAME) (QUOTING TLL -V - GATES U%B))

C_L.)/ OL&J:MO —LRSIBQRG V- AUSTRINO SUPRR Io)

(ELA And. D CA 3005) (FACTUALLY THE SAMED

(euorrne rol.-v - GArES (1983)) AND QUARLES
|l - '

-v- STATE, SUPRA. T (E1A 1st DeA Q0NN sAME)

C&uo*rj:r\e FLA, STATS ¢h 79 ) ARE._TiHE BINMDING

o Y D

A'DP[IQ/\BLJ; Aun—:DRILT.EL:S FOR THE RIELLETF

SO UOHT HERET AL

’Qor\,s;:@us:mfg, THE PETITIONER ZAMMIELLOS
CLAIMS ARTSE FROM A STNGLE ENCOUNTER

W'IJH MEMBERS FROM THE SLWP_I:.TtRC‘-BdRG POLICE

;’D};PT’ (SPPD) AND _THE CASE FTLE RIECORD”
’l:_.v;LDLNQL VLJLL:MENl LY SUGGEST THAT onN

%

i

[._f]..




MARCH [OTh 9004, “THE SPPD OFFICERS D.MAUCH

AND S, BANKS, “WHYILE ACTI C: NDER COLOR:.

OF STATE 1 AW TN CONCERT, COLVABORATTON ,

AND CONSPTRACY WIETH M. MAN ETTA,? BASED

UPON DI VERSYT /_‘O_L_«Q,I..IILH\SSNJ.P __BRQAJA\LLV
MOTI_\/J;\_U;Q,_MLE&U_,JL_OLQQVLRNMLJ\H AL PO\:\!I:R

AND DUE TO AN TMPROPER POITCE INVESTT -
GATION, T LiEGRA LLV ARRESTED ZAMMIELLDO

AT THOUT REASONA LK SUSPICION PROBABLYE

CAUSE , A VALID COMPLAINT OR \WARRANT

AND WITHOUT DUE PROCESS OR EQLLAL_QRQALQTJ’SDN_

OF yHE L AW TN _VIOLATION OF THE CONSTIT —

UTITON , 1 AWS, OR TREATIES OF THE UNITED

ISTRTES, _AND YO RBE SURIE, THE RECORD REVEALS

EVIDENCE FROM WHTICH A JURY COULD FIND
ITHART YHE POLTCE OFFTCERS MAUCH AND BANINKS,

ICONSPTRED WITH MANMETTA PRISPARED FALSE

POLT.CE REPORTS , LITRD, F&BRJ..LQBIL:_D EVIDERNCE

2y

UAND CONSPIRED ™AL TCT OLLSLV YO _PROSECUTE

ME ON_ A FALSE RURGLAT ’7\)/.__Q_r_iBKC,_L~.__,BLL* _LXI NG
IS \u‘?omca AND wWiHeEnN, AS HERE, MAUCH AND

BHNI(C_JLELLW‘LLLL?:_&TINQ > TN THETR OFFLICIAI

JICAPACT "‘v TH };V RLSO VIOLATED THE PUBLYC

TRUST. . 2T csu; APPX. “D” AT PP 1 -20 AND

-85 -




COMPARE_TO_RAPPX._ “E” AT PP |- 4 . APPXME?

AT PR I —H AND THEN TO EOoTH_APPENDICES

“G o AND H” QOJ_L,LLLL~1LL_L)/_]___Q. O CF. L AWHORN
-v=ALLEN sUPRA, Td (iTh orB__a;Q_og)anMt)

Cerrri ING GERSTEIN -V - PUGH )) SWINT ~ V= CITV

OF \WAD) 1Y, ALA, SUPRA, Td (1 Th cTR 1995 ) (SAME)

(,RI:.IJ'I:.RDJ”J_MG THRTS “INTO ARCGUARLE PROBARLE

CAUSE EXTSIED TO RATD A _NIGHTCIUB \WHEN .
LAW ENFORCEMENT OFETCTALS L ACKED A DLy

I AEORMATTON?  THAT EMPI OYEES, pAJfZONSI. OR
HOWNIERS OF THE CLUB WERE TAVOLVED TN

SUSPECTED DRUG ﬂcrtw:r\/”) 2110 -\ - mw OF

MITLWAUKEE , SUPRA, r.d. (Wtb 0T 1954 D SaME)

(AND _CTYTING CASES THERETNS )) RYLAND - v~

SHARTRO, SUPRA. TA (Sth CIR lC{SBD(SAMi:)( m\D

CrIING CASES THERKETN 3); DONALDSON -V~ O'CONMOR,

leuPRA, Td (5rh X 1974 (SAME). BI_QCLUTI V-

Dy, C . TRANSTY AUTHORLIY, QUPR/\ Td (2 nid

CI R, qur')(r—/:\crum_a/ THE sAMED . BYARS -V ~

SYATE, SUPRA, T, (FLA &OOQ)(&/\ME) RAY -\ ~

STATE, SUPRA, Td (FIA. HTh DC A 200G S oamiz)

(CTTING ROTH _FLA STATS. §10.02 AND $10.015

C’OL.L.HCTIVLU/)) SWARTZ-V- STATE, SUPRA, Td.

(FELA_HTh 1D Q 1 2002) (saME)( STATT NG THAT S

[TIn FLORIDA, Y PROBARLE _CAUSE TO ARREST

.9 -




EXIOTS ONL\/ W H N THE ‘TOTAL “TV QF THE

CI’%QUMSTP\NQLS MORE u:(LL/ THP\N NOT

POT.NTS TO THE c@mvzisszom OF A CRIME™)

CCITING YL -v- GATES (1983)) AND CTTY OF
oT. PETERSBURG -V - AUSTRING, SUPRA. I'd. (FiA.

Ansd D C A 8005 )(FRCTUA] Ly THE SAMIE) L congCLU, —
DING THATZ [ TIN FLORLDA, “Ant ARRESTING

OFFEICER IS REQUIRED 7O CONDUCLT A REA—

SONABLIE ITNVESTIGCATION TO BESTARBLISH

PROBARBLE CAUSE FOR RARREST ") crTrnG T,
-v - GATES (19%3)) ARE THE BTNDING APPLTCABLE

Nyt ™

AUTHORIT LES FOR THE RELTEF SOUGHT HERETN.

MOREOVER, OF TMPORTANCE TO THE CIRCUM =

STANCIES OF THIS C‘_HSE CIrHE TIPSTER EMPLD —

VLt:S \WIHHO J’NIZTSZI\LL)/ RLPORT]:D THE RLLEGED

DuRQaLﬂR\/ TN = PTZD@:RI:QQ WAS NOT T ATERUIEWED

013 .LNULQTI.GHT\:'7 By M/‘\UCH O3 BANKS PRTOR

TO ZAM MILLLD 'S YTLLIEQGAL — UNLAWEGL ARREST .

i
WHAT WAS l—-F\TﬂLL/ MISSINGC TROM THE OFFICERS

0BS ERVATIONS AND KNO WILEDGE . HOWEVER,

WAS f\f\i\{/ AN RETWEEN THE SUSPECTIED

CATMINAL ACTEVITY AND JAMMIELLO — AND
AS SUCH TS TRUE, AN OFFICER TN MAUCHS

SHOES CoULD NOT HAVIE RERASONARLY CON =

@.}Om




CLUDED THAL_MHME HAD 'ﬂr\s\l/ ARCGUARLE PROVBARLE

CAUSE TO ARREST THE PETITIOMER. o Y TSEE.

APPX_YE® AT PP} - 4 APPX. Y F? AT PP 1-H

AND COMPARE TO APPX “G"” AT PP 1-5 AND_

APPX. “ 1M AT PRI~ 13, QOLL‘ECTI'\!EL}/ 1.

THUS, MAUCH ANMD BANKS, ARE NOT ENTITLED

TO QUALTFIED ITMMUNITY FROM MY CLAXMS
OF FAISE RARREST BECAUSE ANY REASONABLE

OFFICER . o o TN THETR SHOES POSSESSING

THE INFORMATION THIEY POSSESSED,. ¢ OULD

NOT HAVE RBEYLEVED THAT THEYR EVII.

MOTIVATED CONDUCT COMPORTED WTITH THE

[FEQUATH AMENDMENT _AND YO B _SURE , Pl
IPARTICULAR , PRE- EXISTING | AW COMPELNS

THE CONCLUSION THAT MAUCH ARRESTED  THE
PETITIONER WITHOUL REASONABLE SUSPYCTOAY,

PROBARIE CAUSE, A vALID COMPIAINT O3

WARRANMT _AND wWITHOUT DUE PROCESS 0R

ESQUAL_PROTECTION OF THE 1AW, AnD AS SUCH

TS TRUE THE RIGHT TO BE_FREE FROM ARREST

OR PROSECUTION TN THE ABRSENCE OF_PROBARBLYE

HCAUSE IS A L ONG ESTABRLISHED CONSTLIUT =

TONAL_RIGHT THAT MUST BE RESPECTED AND

OHALL NOT BE VIOILATED, WHERE THE TOUCH —

Loty NM

_.]|~




STONE OF DUE PROCESS 16 PROTECTION ' OF

THE PETITIONER 7ZAVMMIELLO AGAL NSJ_J\BB“TM\K)/W
ACTION. OF THE FIORIDA COVERNMENT. . DTHUS,

L {4

LTS A PROSECUTOR'S  MNMOWTING_USE _OF EVIDENCE

YO _OBTATIN A TAINTED CONVICITON. ‘A _POLICE

PROSECUTORS. OF KNOWN FALSE EVIDENCE

OF FECERS EARRICATION AND FORWARDING TO

WORMS AN _UNMNRCCEPTARLE  cORRUPTION OF THE

[ TROTH ~ SE‘I-‘-‘HIM,G_F UNICTYON OF 7THE TRIAL

PROCESS. . Y Ter® ALL _APPENDICES YD -

HPcolr EeTYVvELY 1. e, 9. CE. LAWHORNM -V = ALIEN,

7
Jlesuenra, xd. (lith czg_&_o_o_g)(_f\gh) WILLTAMSON

- V= Folb. MT11S, SUPRA, Xd (i 1k CT] 2 1995)(sAME) .

BELL-V - CITY OF MIiLwAUMER, SUPBA ., Xd. ((1ih

CIR. lqgf—l)LS’;AML) RYLAND - v - mﬂuﬁﬁ@éue&/ﬁ\_,

rd., (5 1h 0 lq_s_:}__) (S;AMLL:)__’)OMALD&’ON - v -
Q!'CONNOR, s(.LPgA I,d;‘,_(_,;_s;b CIR. lW“i’-i)(SAMt)

DRAKE - V- PORTUONDD, SUPRA, Td. (2 wnd CIR.

Qooq)(spozg)__ﬁIc,cLUsJ_ V- NLY.C . TRANSTT

IAUTHOBRYTY _SUPRA ,rd. (and. err 1997)(EACT=

‘uALL)/mLUL_SzAM!:) SCULL -~V - STATE, SUPRA,
xd. (F1A. 1990 ) 5amE ) (QUOTT NG F1LA. CONST.

sz 1_sec 9 ’)) BYARS -y - STA :__f:_,._v__u_ﬂe_ﬁ/_\_,_lidﬁ,(r AL

SLOO&)(SAMP:) ﬂ/\v V - STAIE, SUPRA, Id (FiA.

Hrh D C A d@@@)L&AMu) SWARTZ- V-~ STATE,

- =




SUPRA, Xd (FLA Yrh D A 3003 )(sAME NQUOTING

I1)l.-v-BATES )) AND CITY OF ST. PETERSBURG
- v - AUSTRING, 5upRA, Td (FLA anud DC A _3005)

(EpeTUALLY TiE SAMENQUOTING Y11 -V- GATES)),

ARE _THE BINDING APZLICARLE AUTHORITIES EOR

THE RELIEF SOUGHT HEREIN.

AT ZAMMIELID'S TRIAL_TN Q005 1N _ORDER

TO COMPENSATE FOR THE _LACK OF BEVIDENCE.

OF _MOTIVE,  THE ASST PROSECUTOR $COTT

15
ROSENMWASSER , WCNOWTINGLY PERMIITED THIE

YNTRODUCTION. OF FALSE - PERIURED TESTIMO M‘)/

AND THEN CAPYTALIZED ON IT7 TN CLOSING

ARGUMEMT, PERMEATED VIRTURALLY. EVERY

AsSpiCI OF My TRIAL, REYNFORCED THE DECE =~
PITON OF TiHIE USKE OF FALSE TESITMOMY ?AND

THEREBY, CONTRIBUTED YO THE DEPRLVATION

OF _DUE_PROCESS AND VHE JURY VERDILT MA /\/
BE_ALTERED AND THUS HABEAS CORPUS

IREITEF 8HOULD HAVE R GRANTED FOR ' ITM-~

PROPER_PROSECOUTORIAL MISCONDUCT? W/HEN ,

‘ - _
AS HERE, THERE _HRS BEEN A VIOLATION OF

DUE PROCESS. . " T see ALL _APRPEADICES “D -

T coriEcrrvEy] e 9 0F ROMENE-V- HEAD,

L -3 -




supPrA Id (iith crr 2001)(samE). DEMARCO -V -

UNITED STATES, SUPRA T, (11 Th CTR 1995 )(same)

?(c_r.m:r\se GIGLIO-V~- (A.S. AND NAPUR -V - TiL.

CO LLLLTLLJ: L/_)) DAVIS - v- ZANT, SUPRA, Td.,

(11 Th orf, qu:xf:-mwb) RYLAMD - v = SHAPTIRO,

leUurfia, I'd (51h e, iqgaJéﬁAML) DRAKE -V —

PORTLUONDO. Sujzghid_i,&___&:d._ﬁiﬂx_&QQﬂ)_QA ME)

(CryrnG GrelIo-v-U.S, AND plapUBE-v-T1 i,

COV L ISCTIVE ty)LA:gQ_;g ICCTUTT -v- NV, C. TRA NSIT

AUTHORITY, suprA, Td (3 nd CTR. Lasr EACTUALLY

THE SAMEC CITIMNG GIGLID = v - (LS. ARD (A S,

-V AGUBRS, COLLECTIVELY D), ARIS THIE BENDTING

APPLICABLE RAUCHORT Y] ILS*J _O;K__.tLLL__“ZLL,L__L_ﬁDUQﬂf

HERIETAL

"THE JUDICEAL PROCEEDINGS”

TMIS TS A DEPRTLVATION OF DUE COURSE. _QF

IYUSTICE CASE. THE PETITIQL\LE;B_&LMJ_\AQQ%‘_.

SUMMARIZED THE IKEY EACTS CONCERNING THIS
EXTRAORDINARY CASE rnf HIS STATE HABEAS

PETLTILON AND THE FACTS VEHEMENN?V SUGGEST

TiHAY ZAMMIELLOD HAS SUFFERED A SERIOUS ~

DEPRIVATION OF HIS CONSTITUTIONAL RICHTS

AND A DEPRIVATION OF DUE COURSE OF JUSTICE .

i -




THE ALLEGED POVICE SPONSORED AND OPERATED

FALSE BURGLA R)L,O.QC.URRE@*__O_V_E: R_ 30+ YEARS AGO

AND STNCE THEN, To PUT IT TN COLIO8UIAL
TEAMS, THE CASE HAS BEEN TIED UP IN THE

COURTS BUT, TN ABUN DHNC.EL_O F QF\LLTI oN ,

TO VINDICATE THE VIOILATTIONS OF M}/

FOUNDAMENTAL CONSTITUTTONAL  RIGHTS, s Be

————

THE RIQHT TO BE FREE FROM PRRREST AND

PROSECUTION I THE ABRBSENCYE OF PROBABRLYE

CAUSE OR DUE PROCESS AND TO GIVE THE

——crv——.

STATE AN O?PORTUNJZT\/ TO CORRECT THEITR OwWnN

ERRORS AND_THE PRESENT MTSCARRIAGE OF
JUSTICE Inf THYS CASE,

“I s MARCH 2024, THE PETITIONER FLIED HIS

STATE HARERS PETITION unNnDER Ch 79, FLA. STATS.

(2034), T THE FILORIDA SUPREME COURT BECAUSE

THE DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL. HAD DECITNED

TO RULE ON THE TSSUES PRESENTED TN THE

PETITION ANMD _THUS ‘THE PETITIONER WAS
PENTED HIS CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHY OF ACCESS

TO YHE COURT'®FOR A FAIR OPPORTUNITY YO
PRESENT HIS CLAIMS ., . YT SEEr APPYX Y A™ Ar

PP _1~-~3 AND COMPARE TO APPX_“B™ AT PP i-i.

/
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APPX. “o™ ar PP -2 AND THEN TO APPX, “D”

AT PP 1- Q30 COLLECTTVELY ] .9, cF  ARMST] RONG,

-v- MANTO, SUPRA, Td. (lch,sj._k_/;\mg);(.ﬂgt.ome
UHAT: “TTIHE FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT h"mﬂLES;_

THE ,LNDL\/JDUAL TO A FAIR OPPORAY UNII%/
PRESENT WIS QR MER CLATMS ™). BODDIE~- v -

CONNECTICUT, SUPRA, Td (\lcl"?l.)(\SAMh) PARRAT
-v- TAY10R, SUPRA, Td., (icl8l)(SAMl:) \J\fOLT”rv\/-

MQDOi\.NELL suPrA, Id. (4 M)LFQUU/’\LW THE

SAM):) BOUNDS - v = SMITH, SUPRA, Td (H""I )

(CAMEDQRE_J TERARTING THATS I I1UunTCIAL ACCESS

IMUST RBE “ADEQUATE BFFECTTIVE, AND MIEANTING —

j
EULY). MCICNEIT v = ST ) OULS 3 9.F.R. CO,
5PRA, Id (1934)(sAMED(STATING THAT: “[AT

STATE MRy NOT DISCRIMINATE AGAINST RIGHTS

AC C1( QQMG_UN.DLBJ_E_DLPAL_J_&W.S ™). RYLAND =

vV - SHAPTRAO, SUPRA, Td (5 th cvg_:_aﬁj_)_(EAcmnu.y___

T u_SAr_m:) ALLEN -V - BUTERWORTH, SUPRA, Td_
(FLA 2000)(samE) 2 SCULL -V~ STATE, SUPRA,

E_._QE.L&JMX@.UQLLM_G_ELA_,_C_O_r_\I ST_ART.

| sec. 9 D). TOPPS -v - STATE, SUPRA, (FLA J004)
(.—Ac,.ur\u/ T HE SAML)(RLLT}:’ZBTI'.L\L o Lrdny
F1LORINA, “A RULILNG MUST BE O __MJ;_:__IIS*

FOR_AN_ISSUE_YO MHAV E_JLUL/mB:ELN_QEQI_DE_D“

AND THUS PRECLUDE THE CONSIDERATION OF AN




sl OMN THE BASIS OF RES JUDTCATA™) AND

P i

QUARLES - v~ STATE, SUPRA, Id., (FiA lst DCA

10100 Csami)(@Uorrne ch 19, FLORIDA STATUTES)),

ARE THE BTNDING APPLTCABLE AUTHORITTES FOR

THE _RELLEF SQUGHT HERETN .

THUS, THE FACTS OF TrUE CASE AS ALLEGED T
Y
L

My STALE. HFIBEH% PETITION VIEMEMBEN
SUGGEST  THAT ZAMMIIELLO WAS SUFFERED A

S IERIOUS 'Di-_-:.mzr VATION OF  HIS QQNSTiTuTLOI\,ﬂL

RIGHTIS, W\WHIERE THE PETITION RAISED A INUMBER

OF CLATMS, YACLUDING BUL _NOT LIMTTED YO

ITHAT 2 (1) ZAMMIELLO 15 ACTUALLY TINOCENT
HOF THIS FALSE Buaemw AND THAT HIS CONVICTION

AND SENTENCE THEREFORE vwmrw THE HTh

AND 14Th AMLN_LDM&_AL:J (2) VARIOUS STATE - LAW

CLATMS AGALNST THL ’%LS.EQMQE)\)(&) ANDER
H (4.S.C.Sec 1983 FOR VIOLATING M\/ CON —

STITULLONAL RIGHTS - (3) THAT I AM E;MITU:_D

TO TMM)-—Q*LTEIL“_&LI EASE BECRUSE T.__AM  UN =

LAWEULLY DEPRIVED OF ™My LJ_BLRTV ANID.

! CQMTIM U OUSLY LLLEGALLY QL:.L_BiM.\;.DMHGLA INST

MY WELL WITHOUF LAWEQL AUTHORIEY. - (Y) THE

| IM PROPER PROSEQQIO_BI DL_MM.L_SFLO ND“uQJ__.Fl 7

My TRIRL,_.EMIIILES ME TO HF%B&AS“CQR&US,_Rt;M

.._‘i'-i._




IEF. . .eTC.s .€TC--» M Tgee APRX.YD" AT pp

PEEUWEREREEY

| - 20 (;OLU;CII vELYJ. _THE PETTITON WRAS

SURPRORTED | B}/ NUM}:ROUS l:)QHI,ILAEAQHM&MTS

ATTESTING YO MV T A NOCENCE, BUT 1.0 AND BEHOLD,

o,

ALTHOUGH 1= ST ATYE \WAS ORBLIGATED AND RE =

QUIRED _TO RESPOND TO THRE W R BY MAKING

A RETURN TO THE COURT, CERTIE/ING TDO THE

CAUSE _OF My (LN LAWE UL - .LLLE.GELJD.UEJ\U TON

AND TO ﬁﬂl&);._ﬁ\!_\sy___?_&OQLQURI\] DEFAULT ISAIES, -

THE STATE_ MRS AGA Im FAZLED TO Al NSWER_THE

PETLIION., HAS FALLED TO MAKE AN APPEARANCE,

OR_I N m\xv wnv RESPOND TO OR DEFEND THE

&\LL,L;C—J}*‘TON% MﬂD‘L TN THE COMPLRINT AMD

THUS, THE STATES _ OHORTCOMINGS ‘WAS DI*EIZI\)"ED

l7aMMIELIO OF HIS FE DL’gAuy,__?’{OTk_C,,}:D__DuE

PROCESS RIGHT OF ACCESS TO TrHE_COURTY, 10

A FATR NOTICE "AND A ﬁhﬂsomnBLh.OPPOR:gm,D/

TO RBE HEARDP ﬂLLnGmIOJ\L . CONCERNING VIO=

'mn.w\fs 0F FUNPAMENTAL COMN ¢TT TUTZONAL

RIGHTS > REFORE JUDGMENT TS RENDERED. . o

[ cee APPENDICES — “pa D"« c.,ouncmzvuv’i e.9.CF._

GRAY-V = Ngm\_mamo 5UPRA, Td. (nc:q(o_l_(_b_ﬁ\m_x;)

(HOL'),LNG THAT 2 iy 1S THE O] ORLIGATION (OF

e STATE YO RALSE PROCEDURAL DEFAULY TS Cﬁur_a’_’)

)%~ ) ' ~




COLEMAN - V- THOMPSON, SUPRA, Td., (1991 (SAME )

JLISA,

(REAFFLRMING THAY: [rIrE
MISCARRIAGH

YEONDAMENTAY
0F JUSTICEY EXCEPRPTILON._ _APPILIES

YO PROCEDURAILY DEFAULTED ( an_LMSD MURRAY

v - cARRTER, SUPRA._Td (19 )(_,rf\C.LUﬂl-_.L)/_J_tJL _SAME)

(REITERATLAMG THALS “CwWIHERE A _CONSTITUTIONAL
VIOLATION. HAS PROBHBL\/ RESULTED Y\

THE
CONUICTION OF

ONE _ AnM o IS _ACTU LL}/_IM\JO._C_I;N_.T

PROCLEDURAL DEFAULT WI LL NOT_BA ng_&Lgr rw _QF
cm*rms”) PARRAI - v - TAYIOR, SUPRA, Id. (1491 )

(5AM1;> "WOLEF - - MCDONN);LL,_suPQA T

(wm&)(c«ﬁ\r\flh) ARMSTRONG - v - MANZO, SuPRA

Id (l%__) (SAMU“S.CQQL e 3,
(FLA tqqo)(sAML) AND Q_URRLLS -V - SYATE,

SUPRA,Id. (FLA 1 ST. DCA am)u_mru/\u_}z__mn M)

l(uoTING ch 19, FLOATDA STATUTES ))

sec QLSO

MCINETT = v = ST 1.OULS 3__&&;_.13‘_&@3 a_s,ue@ﬁ\_,__wtd__,_,__

Cazy)(san)(contCLa DT NG THATS TALE___

L MAY NQL_’DISQELMIN;&D;_Q&T\LNST R-LGHJS r—\ccn-

orne UNIDER_FERERAL 1AWS M),

ARE THE BINDING
F\PPL.LQQBLE AUTHORTITILES FOR

TrE RELIEF

SOUGHT_HIBERIET N .

et ietasyeinl Myt

TTNP\LL\/ THE PRPETTTIONER:  CONTENDS THAT

1O N JM__E__J_(_L}D_Q_DQLI, THE FACTY - FINDING

~j9 -




|

pROCLDURE LMPI_O\/LD ]?)V THE STATE COURT

DLD NOT _ADERUAT LL__ﬁ__P_&Oj/;I. DX _A_FdLlL _AND

‘:rm:tz HEART NG _AND THUS, “ARBI:RARV AND

ICLEARLDY 1 ’{RL;D.__J ERROMN X }:_O_U_s_w SUMMA R\/

‘DEMYING AS EB_O_Q_DU_ALW BARRED 2 ALL . My

r"f\cJ AL%ML&LIO.&IOU HABEAS_CLAIMS AND

v HE ERROR WAS NOT HARM LESSYAND 70 BE SURE,

HE STATE. COURIS ADIUDTCATION Onf THE MERLTS

OF My HABEAS CLATMS € WAaS commmv 70, _OR

‘JJ\}\/OLVED AN UNSREASONABLE d’»\PPlL(‘F\J_OJ\}

ifo) CLL:_f—lB_L}ﬁ_}:.S_l_B;B_LLS_.ﬁ;D__Eh_QI:BAL LAW _AS

DETE.B&MDJ¥“WL3 M ONORABIE,;COURTJ AND

THUS ‘DID NOT AEFORD PROCEDURAL DUE__PRO =

CESS AND DEPARTED FROM. THE ESSENTIAL “RE_-___,
QUIREMEMTS OF | AW AND THEREBY, DITSCRIM —

iINFH_LD___F\GP\I_MS__._BIGHTS R(“CRLU NG UNDER

F):DEJZRL LAW, RESULTING N A GROSS MIS -~

_LAW, R
CARRIAGE OF JUSIICE. WHERE THE TOUCHSTONE

OF DUE PROCESS IS ZAMMIELLO" is__&o_;L;Q:LJ&___'_

!-\GILLNCT ARBITRARY ACTION DF THE FLOB-LDP%, —

GOVERMNMENT. _ " T oee ALl APPENDICES “A =

l
DY AND COMPARE_TO _APPENDICES Y F — T %

'ECOLLE_CI_J,__U_LJ,}/ 1. e.0. CF. TOWNSAND v - SATN,

SUPRA, Id., (M(b’:’)(SAMh) COLEMAN - V- THOMPSON .,

-0 -




llsuera, 1d., (1991 (SAME ). MURRAY -y - CARRIER,

SUPRA, Td. qu'(o)(cmvzh) PARRAIT - v - TAYLOR, SUPRA,

rd. (9gt )(sAmME) - wox_:r v - MCDONNELL, SUPRA,

Id., Clqvu)(m@-ua,_)/ THE JAM}:) ARMSTRONG = i/ -
MANZ.9, SURRA,_I.d (lQQ‘C‘)(QAM!:.> MARTINEL -V =

CALLFORNIA, SUPRA. Id (198GI( %AMh) COUNTY
RS ——
OF SACRAMENTO, - v = LEWILS, SUPRA, rd (1998)

(EACTUALLY THE %mvn:) BOUNDS =v- SMTTH, SUPRA,

rd., (lcl"iﬂ)(SAM?:) MCKNETT -y - ST LOUTLS 3 S.E.R.CO.

(n%u)(sAMt) BI:LL - v- QITY OF MLL’w’F\ulLLE %uPﬂA

rd (11h CIR. iqg‘-l)(SAMh) RyLAND- V- SHAPIRY,

SUPRA, Id. (5Th QIRJC:%)(SAM::) DONALDSON -V -

0'cONNOR, SUPRA, Id (51h ¢rn. M"(LID(FRQT(,LALAy_Itl_

sAME). DRAKE -V- PORTUONDO, SUPRA, Id (2 nud.
ler 22009 sAnE X CTTING ANDERSON -V - CITY OF

mssy;mm)) RICCTUTY - v- ny.C, TRANSLT AUTH -

OBITY, cumn rd (2 nd e1r_1997)( mcmnuy THE

,smvni) BAKER - V - STATE, sUPRA. Id (FlLA. &OOL)

(SAML)( ANGTEAD, C.Y., SPECIALLY CONCURRINGI). SCUD.
~V - STATE, SUPRA. Id., (F1A 1990 ) SAME) AND @umzr LS

Il-v - oTArE, SUPRA, Id. (FA Jst D A _01FACT UA LLy

v sAmEXQUOTING Ch 79, FIORIDA STATUTES)),

ARYE _THE BINDIMG APPIICABLE AUTHORITLES FOW THE

HRAELIEF SOUGHT HERELN |

~Al =




i,

REASOMS FOR_GRANTING THE PETIITON

BLC.FIUSE:. JHL FACIS OF YHIS CASE NS AUEGED TN

}(,_SLBIO:._H,AGI:HS PETITION NEHE M t:l\ﬂ' 17/ SUG =

GL.ST’ THATL _ZAMMIELLD HAS SUFFERED A SERIOUS
DLPRLVA“LON OF HIS CONSTITUTLONAL_RIGHTS,

WHERE M}/ CLAIMS OR.CAUSE OF ACTION WAS

DISCRIMINATED AGALNST SOLELY BECAUSE TI

ARISl:Smu,I\_J,D_LBﬁFh.QE RAL ST m_ﬁurt;s THE PEUIQNI:B

CONTENDS THAT

FLORIDA_SUPREME_COURTS AR JBI TRARY DE -
TO )

U S.L)/___suMM_‘F_\,B_ “pi N y
/ BARRED” ALL My H ABLEAS

>
p
v
2
@]
N
;m_
S,
&
N
;>
*’2

CLATMS, RESUITED TN A DECI,‘BJ.ON THAT ' wWAS

coerARV TO, OR T NVOLVED AN UNREASONABLE.

'RPO?TCF\T‘TOJLJ“O_’F _CIEARLY ESTABLISHED,

_Q._L_B.L\_L_Lﬂw AS DETERMINED B_y_j“m,s couRr )

AND.. T us_,L\czo LATED _CLEAR L.Y__.__L_f:.J.ILB LI SH =D
;P’ZICI’NLS OF Fl:.D_t:RAL LAW, DLD _NOT AEEQORD

PROCLDURL\L..D.L,LL._EROCE.SS AND DEPARTED

r ROM_THE ESSENTIAL REQUIREMENTS OF JAW.

J‘R?:SULTING IN A GROSS MISCARRIAGE OF

ITUSTICE _AND YO _BE_SURE, THE_STATE COURTS

|
(

-

ARBIIRAR }{_D_L. CLsIon_ _‘DEN N/ NG _AS_PROCED uz_RA_LLy

]i
i
1]

i

-2 -
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BARRED ALL_ My HABERS CLAIMS, CONFLICIS
WIETH_THE_RELEVANT DECTSIONS OF THIS COURL,.

OTHER (UNITED STAYES COURT'S OF ARREALS

| AND_OTHIER_STATE_COURT'S OF LAST RESORT _AnD

SHOULD BE _REVILEWED FOR 0L EAR ERROR,

WHERE _THE STATE COURTS” ARBITRARY LEGAL
COMNCILUSTIONS It DENYTNG AS PROCEDU RALL}/

BARRED MYy HA REAS PETITION AND TTS FACTUAL

FINDLAIGS ARE CLEARLY ERRONEOUS. . D T SEE
AL APPENDICES “A - C"” AND COMPARE TO APPX.

I“D* Av PP 1- 30, cOllECTIVELY [ e.g. CF, WIMIAMS.

-\ - sz_orz SUPRA, Id. (’;OOO)(SAM}:) ANDERSON
~\ - cmv OF BESSEMER, SUPRA,_Td. (msa)(FAcmALw |

T HE SP\N\t:) TOWNSAND - - SALN, SUPRA, Id. U%J
(SI—\ML)(OVEBRUL):D ON_OTHER Gzo_um5) COLEMAN

- V- THOMPSON, SUPRA, 1 Id mqqn)(w\m:.) MuRRAv

-\ - CARRTER, SUPRA, rd. (:qg@)CSAML) ’ MelauE T

l-v- o7 LO__LLIS__3__S 3. CO. (lﬁSq)(Sf\ML) WOLEF -

v - MCDONNELL, SUPRA, Xd. (M"!Lt)(SAML) RELL-

V- CITY OF MILWAUNEE, suprA, Id (1 rh crn I‘18LD

(sr\ML) RYLAND - V- SHAPIRO, SUPRA, 1d., {5 1h

CIR. M%)(%ML)(QLTJ:MG ROUNDS - v - SMIIH ). DRANE

-\= PORYUONDO, 8UPRA, Id. (3 nd. ex) R___Q_O_Qflj (SAME)

(CIFING AndersOn - v- CrTy OF BESSEMER)) AND
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AICCIUTT = v- N.Vi C. TRANSIT AUTHORITY, SUPRA, Id (2aid
CIRIYTI(ERCTUALY THE SAME), ARE THE BINDING
AP_E_L:LQB_BLE_B_ULORIJ‘J&:S FOR THE RELLEF SOUGHT
HEREIN,

MORE.O\'/‘ER',, IHIE_STATE COURT'S ERRED I ARBITRARY
GCRANTING  SUMMARY JUDGMENT EFOR THE RESPONDENI(S
BECAUSE CENUTLNE YSSUES OF FACT EXIST AS TO
WHETHER THE TNDIVIDUAL  RESPONDENTS T MAUCH,
BANKS AND MANETTAT CONSPIRIED wWrTH EACH OTHER
ANMD NOWINGLY FABRLCATED AND DISTRIBUTED A
FALSE CONFESSION TO THE_PROSECUTORS ™ AND ALTHOUGH
THE STATE COURT FALLED TO_ ADDORESS THIS MATER
SPECTEICALLY TN TS ERRONEOUS X SUMMARY
Y UDSMENT O_BDLRMLN/ING AS PROC}:DULRALU/ %HRRLD
My HABEAS PEYLTION ”, THE PETLTIONMIER NONETHE =
LESS URGES THAT ON THIS LSsUE € SumMmMARY uUDG—-
—MENT, DENYTNMG AS PROCEDURA Lu/ BARRED My HABEAS
PETITION® WwWAS ARBITRARY AND T NAPPROPRIATE
CQRANTED AND THUS, “THE FACT- FINDING PROCEDURE
EMPILOVED By THE FIORIDA SUPREME COURI _DID NOT
ADEST umuy PROVIDE A FULL AND FALR HEARTNG,
DID_NOT F\FFORD PROCEDURAL DUE __PROCESS AND
DEPARTED FROM_ THE ESSENTIAL _REQUIREMENIS OF IAW
RESUTIING rni A GROSS MISCARRIAGE OF JUSTICE

- -.aL[ -




ANDTHE ERROR WAS NOT HARMILESS. . 2 [See ALL
_ARPENDICES “A-D” AND cOMPARE TO APPENDICES “F -
2 COL.LL.CT’I.VE‘.LVJ €.g CF. TOWNSAND -V - SAIN, SUPRA
Id. (IC163)(SAME.) ANDt:RSOI\S V- CITY OF BESSEMER,
SUPRA,_Id (14 .SJ(SAML) BRECHT - v- ABRAHAMSON., SUPRA,
_Id. (M%XSAML) WL T AMS - v - TAYIOR, SUPRA, 1d. (aooo)
(SA__)_LO_L_):MAM V= THOMPSON], SUPRA rd, (1991){ sAME),
MLLRRA\/ V- CARRIER, SUPRA. Td. UCIB’GJU’_&CL__UP«L%__U___
SAMED. LEE -\ - REMMA, SUPRA, Id (2002)(sAMED AND
TACKSON -y - VIAGIMNIA, SUPRA, Id (W’7CIXFF\QI‘UALU/ THE
SAME), ARE THE BINDING APPRLICARLIE AurHoRr_rJ:LS
_FOR _THE RELILEF SOUGHT HERIELIN.

THUS, THE PETITTONER HUMBLV PRAVS THIS HONORABLE
COURT Swri L GRANT CE RTL__BF\ML,_\/_J. Ew, ORDERTNG
THE RESPONDENTIS) TO FILE A BRIEF IN OPPOSIYION ,
_TO DECIDE THE CASES PRESENTIANG ISSUKS OF TM-
_PORTANCE _AND CONSTTTUTLIONAL SUESTIONS BEYOND
THE PARTICUIAR FACTS AND PARTLES LNVOLVED " AND,

JTO PROMOTE_CLARLTY LN THE LEGAL STANDARDS
FOR OFFYCTAL CONDUCT, TO THE BENEFILT QF BOTH
JHE OFFICERS AND THE GENERAL _PURLIC _AND TO
PROPERLY BALANCE THE SOCTETAL TNVERESTS TN
__IJLLI_\LIT)/LQOMIT}/, AND CONSERVAIION OF SCARCE
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—  JUDOICTAL RESOURCES WK THE T NDIVIDUAL

INTEREST I'N JUSTICE THAT ARISES vl THIS

EXTRAORRINRARY (ASE, w/iHdERE THE_TOUCHSTONE

OF DU PROCESS TS ZAMMIELLOS PROTECTION

IAGAINIST ARPBLTRARY ACTION OF THE. ELORIDA

.

GOVERMMENT AND THUS, A _STATE MAY NOT

PDISCRIMINATIE AGATINST RLCGHTS ACCRUING

UNIDER FEDERAL _LAWS. SEE_€.9 CF.

WILSON - v - LAYNE, sUPRA, Td. (1999)(sAME ) (@UDT -

ING COMNN -v - GARRERT )) SCHLUP - v- DELO, SUPRA,

rd., (1995)(FE f\Qw_f_\LLy_D:LL_S AME)( QUOTING

MURRAY - v - (_F\RRIJ;B_)_)w__QOJ_):‘MﬂN V- THOMPSON,

SUPRA, Td UCICH)(SAMI;) PARRAIT - V - TAVLOR SUPRA,

,J:d_,,.U_CJ.Bi V(sAMEX REITERATT NG THAT . “[TIHE

FUunN DAM E.JA&LBL@_KALRLLNJI_;DA_E._ERQ.Qﬁﬁm

IS THE OPPORTUNITY TO BE HWEARD AND TT

TS THE O’PPORTUNIT\/ WHICH MUST RE GRANTED

AT_A_MEANTNGFEUL T’IMI: AnND ITINC A MEANTNGEUL.

Mnmmhﬂ”) ARMSTRONG - v - MANZD, SUPRA, ITd

(lqés)(r—’r-\mur\uy THiZ SAME)( RUOTTING THE
IHTh AMENDMENT J). MARTITNEZ - v -CALTF -

ORNTIA, SUPRA. Id (1986)(SAMENOUOTL NG THE

JHTh AMENDMENT ))/- C'_O(U\JJ‘Y_O_F___EAQBAMLM_LD___M

- Al -




—Vv=- LEWTS, oUPAA, Id. C19980(sA ME ) (STATTMNG

:

THAT: “[TIHE TOUCHSTONE OF DUE PROCISS

IS PROTEQGION OF THE INDIVIDUAL AGA —

LN ST ARBIIRARY. ACTION OF GOVERNMENT ).

WOLFF - V = MO DONNE. Ll, SUPRA, Id. (194ny) (SAMJ

BOUNDS - v/ - SMITH, SUPRA, Td C1977)(sAamMmED, *

MCIKNETT -\~ ST 1OULS 3 9. F.R. CO, SUPRA . Td. ~

( 1934 )(FACTUAN L.l}/__fj_);_SRML)C RETFTERATING THAT
“I'Ad STATLE MAY. NOT DISCRIMLINATE AGALNST

I RIGHTS ACCRUTIAIG UNDER FEDERAL . LAWS™M ).

BELL -v-CrTy OF MILWAUKEE, sUPRA,.Td (11h

C IR GG SAMED - RYLAND- V- SHAPIRO, SUPRA,

Td. (5 1h err 1953)(SAMED AND DRAKE- v -

PORTUONDO, SUPRA, Td., CAnd TR 009D (FACTUALLY
THE SAME)(CT FTAG ANDERSON - V- CITYy. OF

BESSEMER )),

. -
ARE THE BINMDIMG APPLY CABLE DECTSIOMAL

L AW AUTHORIITLES FOR THE RE)VIEF SOUGHT -

HEREIN THE INSTANT PETITION FOR WRIT

OIF CERTIORANRT

-1 -
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CONCLUSION

WHEREEORE FOR THE REASONS HERETN,

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

100.01,708353
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