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all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:

RELATED CASES

/, CASE MO 6023-2883 Pistret Covrf Case Number. Juc(gm.ff eteed J“lj 3, oet

Z,LOWE{L 7'n:(,guiv,-,(' No.. 201%-CF-0040iG- -0, :r'fdjmf eatered Mﬂj 44,2023,



TABLE OF CONTENTS

OPINIONS BELOW ..o s eseseesessesssessssssesresssssessssssssssssessssess 1
SURISDICTION oo
CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED «..oveeeoreeeeereeeene 3
STATEMENT OF THE CASE ...veeeoeeeeeeseeeeeeeeeeseeseeeeeeeeseseeeneee et g,
REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT cvvoreeeeseeseestesessesess s S
CONCLUSION 6

....................................................................................................................

INDEX TO APPENDICES

APPENDIX A 674 DCA 6rpER DENYING AfrECLANTS MoTZow AND AMELDED MoTZow FOR REHEALZpc,
| ReusarsnG Ew BAnc, CERTIFLCATTon, Aun WRETIEN OPIN/Zow €7/3i/200y) €b23-2853.8 9

APPENDIX B AMFipEn MeTZon Fott REHEARZNG, REHEARING N Bfue, CRRIIFICATIon AND WESTTEN 4o g

ortnzon  6/2/ 200 y) 603-2883

=R DENYZAG
APPENDIX C 671 0CA OroEQ PEWYING APPELLAVT'S APPERL OF Lowtn TrZBowAc OLOER DENYZVG

, ¢ I EDL3 -2883, Lo Tobwmal Mo !
3,900 POST CoNVICYZoN MOTZON Corilfeory) Case e,

cee I
2oig-CF- 004 0lo-A-O
APPENDIX D yoryce or Twauzey C1/2572024) ¢D23-2%83 | e
3 cF
D envtInG perevosnts MoTionw TO Connpct LCLEGAL SPUTEW

APPENDIX E Emeecency Arreat or ORDER Ne - 2015 CF-0040l0-A- O LAY

To THE STH DCA (§/21/1023) Lan

LEGH SEwrEweE (S/ 24/ 3)

" ccv Zo
.» DENTIWNG PEFENOANTS MoTZonN 7o CoRRELT )
APPENDIX F OQReEr g

Coare No,\ 2018~ CF-0040I0 A0,



TABLE OF AUTHORITIES CITED

CASES PAGE NUMBER
| Boan v, Stake 6023-780 Fla Ape. Aor 65 202 : » pe10
. . p- N
2.Crun v Shite, 6D13-911 Fla, A, Mo Ol 2ozl o.ll
3. Marcys v. State, 346 So. 3d 7 Fla. Arp- 2022 ' p-1t
. S ,} 3 337 F’ n JV;\ 07, LO&‘( P'“i,a"u
Y. Wathing v Staty, S§D2023 - 3374 Fla fer- pb, 18,2
8 Hugan v Stabe, 190 30.3d 210" Fla, hpp. 20U
6. Curcic v State, 701 50.2d 607 Flu 24 OzA [”7’ pr W,
T Me l(‘nq w kb, SO So.ld 320 Fla. E—c{ €4 /11 "o
8, Copelond v, Stafe, T4 So.0d 117 Fla It DA 2o@y 8 i %
74 Fqklsﬁ‘(,k V. ‘Sﬁ{'t, 5H 0c4 i’/:“ Lol A :“:LO
JO. Knight v. Stabe, 187 S0.34 307 Fla §#4 DCA Zoig p. 11,20
I, Linhassh v. State, 16 5:.3d 959 Fla, SHh PCA 2009 1%
12, Latng v, Shte, 200 So.3d 166 Fla, T4 0C4 2014 f
13. Mangin; v. State, 302 50.3d 1058 Fly S+4 PCA Zo2o P‘”' to
[49, Niemi v, Stete, 284 $0.3d 1143 Fla. SH 0cA 2019 poll- 0
. i
15, Rovsey v, Shate, 206 So.3d 1015 Fla. Ao TOLT el Y
STATUTES AND RULES 0 . pro, 0
s babion and meng 4 . . - e o ,
P ST .06 Tomet y (( ) and €L) [Py Withdonml oF Pleg bua seattaciny (J)T“““;{ Ctemsonggs oF Pleg
2 Fla R Crim. P Rule # 3 170 (F) and (T L) Mot b hithdrew Pla\a.ﬂirfb\knunj] p- 10
R T 17
P

3. Pic. R.Com, P Rule # 3,172 (and (D 2,k W@
QFle R Cam P, Bule ® 3:350(a)(S), 3800CH), 3800 G) p 118,18

& Sthoand 14t Amend ments of He Unibed States Conshit ctiv, For e Process of fay, a7
b. 6t Amendpment Fthe Uadled Stafes Constitution For iveFFectve assisthace of Couns Joor7

OTHER
/[ Pessing v. Shite 179 52.3d 105 Fle. Agp. £9IS

%2, Harms v Side, 1020131788 Fla. App. Arg *. oty

3. Willians . Shafe, 357 So2d 600 P& 2013 plt



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

[Vf 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 _ ; OF,

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

[vf is unpublished.

The opinion of the /8t Judicial Ciccuit . court,
appears at Appendix _F ___ to the petition and is

[ 1 reported at ; O,

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

[;4/ is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was S

[ 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).

[»/r For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Btl/2024
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

[\/f A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
7731202 , 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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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
/

Date: Aocos a??m/ 202y




