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LIST OF PARTIES

K] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.
[ 1 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:
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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,
[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendlx to

the petition and is

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[ 1 is unpublished.

[ 7 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,

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

X is unpublished.

The opinion of the _! 5 Ju:ln:tal Circu L‘f court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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




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. § 12564(1).

[ 1 For cases from state courts: Aut€ i0 ce)

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was { o\{luiﬁ’ [24 v
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied 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. 8. C. § 1257(a).
Arpicle L sechen 2 v:s. Constibvioa 60 2903 Cb)
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OFFICE OF THE CLERK K,‘QS\__‘

WASHINGTON, DC 20543-0001

December 12, 2024

Craig Bassett

#W26112

South Bay Correctional Facility
600 US Hwy 27 South

South Bay, FL 33493

RE: Bassett v. Florida/FL4D No. 2024-1319
Motion addressed to the Florida 4th District Court

Dear Mr. Bassett:

The enclosed documents were received on November 25, 2024. These papers fail to
comply with the Rules of this Court and are herewith returned.

You may seek review of a decision only by filing a timely petition for writ of
certiorari. The papers you submitted are not construed to be a petition for writ of
certiorari. Should you choose to file a petition for writ of certiorari, you must submit
the petition within the 90 day time limit allowed under Rule 13 of the Rules of this
Court. A Copy of the Rules of this Court and a sample petition for a writ of certiorari
are enclosed.

Your case must first be reviewed by a United States court of appeals or by the highest
state court in which a decision could be had. 28 USC 1254 and 1257.

282) 479-3039

Ths  Taedls febos §

Plepse S-e T
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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JURY PARDINS
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$he adwice of chief Jusfice &on and &clo?‘\‘a‘ the tecemmendation +o,
araend Rule 3.3%0 (ay4p cortradicthe (egislative Cateat. "Tﬁ&,
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ym&l@ astrvetion prometes grgcedural eflzienty, The rixte
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powers of the Tudiqlapy — The judielal Zutherity of Hhe Union
ousht fo exted « to Al cxses A Which the Shife Ytibvaals
Cannet be supprsed to be i mpertial 814 vabiased DA
at pan Iz ©The (eaSoA&olmekf o —the Qgese of thee
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Camst be suppesed to e imMpartial Speaks Hor itself -
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of Hhare Mehts 25 jurers. Flerida's standacd jury iastesct-
Loi 3,00 aad343 s read ia caprtal sexval Battely droals that cacry
a steblery mandated yife withost pasele SemenceThisisa non-
vieleaf ciome that 15 presecuied s, lety on & hostile victiMg
Yestidon, thata ¢ e occwrec’(),‘l-o wl‘f,'#5»-- s the
Judges feb tv dewmine @ proper sentence if the defrdart i
found guitty” CAPPd X &), Tt was mot-the udges job ia this
case. " Your Hotor it T fanw Tt Senteace T wotd 4ot have voted
yuittbritl™ Gapal Sewal Battey tvalof Lribsen V. Stade.

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

| - |
&% W
Craiy BASSET W261/2-

S outly @dy Cai\)\?c‘h‘o&vkl ¢+ ‘l& ‘
Date: ."s*am)d/}. th 2625
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