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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 A to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at U/A_____________________ ; 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[ ] is unpublished.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 B— to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at U/A---------------------------------; 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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.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 court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is
[ ] reported at; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.
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JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was July ^^0^5________

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: , 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(date) on(date) 
in Application No. ___A

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(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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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Violat ion of {he Fifth anJ Fourteenth Amendnenls

3.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

In June of 1998, Petitioner was arrested for a Lunjlaty of an unoccupied

Xond-Ojunium unit in Miami- Dade County,case no, F98-^83'IPt Vhile facing tints 

^jgi)tijJO_(j_ckaj^e_B4jWn_eiLAyias_accus_ed_Qrj3J_vin^ violated Lis community 

_COjnlroJ_in..BrQ_wJrdCounty,FL.,case no. 9IIC0% CHOA.In October of 4998,

_Bet i.tio.n e r w^JiwjiJ_ynlly_Q-Lkavj.n^^

WdlS„SeiLUo££xLLo_3JLyLej.tt.jji_prjis.M^^

_Iri_Dj?£.e.C)k.££_Q£±22£Ll^J^

.E18j?3-3JJLtodjwj.sJVuiLd_(p^
POyears consecutive in prison Io lke J^2yejr_S£ntje.o<e,.-AfkrJ?JVJii-<pI>een found.

attain v/iIVi kavin 
jdo. 99-7Z1. Pelt

Served ky the defendant.'Tn UnvcmLer of ^001, PeliliQAer-Was^.ejxLoIfJ-O_pJiiis^ 
iVbile-J-l_ltie_5oulli Fl orida_Rece_pljoi)J?^DrJLjeJj-a.Slif.icalion DeplAn-dj-aliy--------

-SlruxdtireJ_Pe_!j|ioner's over all priso_n_S_eole_nce to Le 33Syea.rst Peltlmn-er.3acis_ 

erroneously informeJ_ky_ClassifixaJjAtiJkalJk^— 

L£en^p.e.cjIj£_a.s_k_wLj£L^.eKlenc_e)jLeJ3-5-o.r_2j9^jj^_o^er.eJke_3.0-y_ea.«_to_ke_raiin.e.d

consecutive Io due Io ffie. _co.ucLkavjxb^J-LS£J-dI^-^oxdlany±AA-eiL-QJ^Jly-Se.nk

EdiliM£tdl}.ssi£i£jJi^  ̂ ------

consecutive la lie 3.5yearS Ilien in Ati^trsL_
senlenctncj slrurlure lo^r now running llie z’O-yearS ronseculive. X)ol only—ift-lke— 
3.SyP4rs Lui also In ttie 30years for a total prison te.cm-0.LSi5^^^ 
filed adminislrali vp appeals artjuint] DnnLle Jeopardy and DiiP Process Violations.
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.ReJj£d_wa3_d.e.n.t.edJ_Ee£iki _Qner_fken__pro.ceeded lollie Slafe CntirA of 
M.aAJ.a.mus_PeWjAnJ:o3heJle£OdDJJ^ 

ELoxaxejiuiAexsJ?Q18d?A<?1.0JLanjcLZ0d8£AdB^^^
Jr^ueJ_lbaUke_Sla)_e_s.erke.04.LQ^_coii.rdsj^lenLyza.sJ:o_s.e.n£e-CLce_B}j4i.o.nerd^o_3Q_ 
y-ear5xonsexuKv^eAoAke_35_an.d_2O^a.r_s.enkence3_afldAka.-Llia_Li.s_wia^J:ke 
.S£nkr£in^_coirJAid_acWly^o_3yiken_ilJjnpo.s.ed_i.!.s_s.exiken.ce._Ee£iij.oner.s_Rk.k’on.
w_asJken_denied_oxL_Jun£_z?S4_Z015._AD_a_ppeal_w-asJ-LLed_l'.oJ-ke_rLr_sf_Dj's£rj.ckC'o.ud 
nAAppeal.,jnAan_Injij.a.LB.r_Le_kw:a^_kJ_ed_ A.cjAinJlDAO^i£edJkaULfi_SJji.e___
5enkn£W(|XojuA_djd^.ejiken££_Rkli.oj3ZiAo_S£.f^eJB£J30^ea-i^S£iiken£j°j:ojiS£.cutiv£. 
leJkdLjl5_a.adj30yLe3rsen£en£jes.App.eaLcas.^
ManAmusAoiiAiiel^_________________________________________
____BAkoiLe.tLAei)AW_aJEe.j£raJ_^j£Sd^likon.,cj3.e_nJUinkecd^iCJ/J1015.82VS_ 
iZX3.Jln_Ju JyRS, 2-023, _lb£_0_f£(.c.e_oF_Gen.e.r_al_Co_uns.eJJ'jJ.ed_d5_res_p.ojis.e...S_e.e_D_o.c.2.3^ 
P_n_pj^£Jo_oL83keJjf.DjeralJ?,ojuj9.sfJ_te.pxf.S£A3AL\reJkenjDiadf_aj)d/o.r.pirl_f'o.r_lk_3 
_Jir_e.cl_anAspe£jfic_a£^ujn.eA_^___
V/-ere fkliyadiv? senlpnces'when Ik? 30year senlpjnre was imposed on 8/13/99°

A&jLn.oJj_cjk^Aki5AiT_slA^.e_ey_er_aj^ui!ienLanJ7or_sla£efnenAky_lke_B.es.p.c?nIenl  
i£lilLQn.e.iAkej3j:arAj^lly^e.a.J_aDd_re5^LeweJAkejej3£Lce_oraJJy_|oxc>.n.oLU.D.ce.d_3jD_ 
_y_ear sentence Iken realized Ikal !£e Scjrlenctn^ cdui4s orally pronounced

__ Qn3.0A8A(lZ3,^eklLOJ3^r3kerJjj£d_3_MoL£)jaJ£orAfiJV£Jk_Eilejlupplepi5jd.a.L 
AndZ0_r_Ex|ojj]d.edALr_^niae.niJo_Pekk_ojfr5_Re.pJyJro_Res.[o_oj9J_enk3_AD-Swer_ 
Io_Pe£jAj.o.nJEor3^d_oJAIak_e.a.sJ?or_pj3.S..J3j)£JjajuiJojjr_^5J_Al£a.cked_lo_sijrcL3ke_ 
Ar^nHen)jALilkiDAke_aj:£ojnpjniD^j£]jdjoDJ«7_asJIi.aLI--ke_ox).ly_a.c£iv_e_s.e£ilep_c£_ 
}Lad^as^£kj311yJo£jX)^-S^rj7_edjwk£r)Jk.e_3_0_y.e2r_S_e.nleKce_wa.sjiiip.o.s.ed_was_  
ikeJ,5yce2.r_sjnkerx.eAe.iji^_IL.a]_IJ).e_2C)y_e.a.LS.en£eD£.ejwas_o.cker.ed_l.o_lo.exajiDeJ. 
conseculive 4o ILe 3.5year sepknce. On QcloLer 20y2G231 Document pumloer 37
}i.e_Hj.yi.sJra£e_J.uAye_GRA.lJJXJ3Je}jki.o.D.e.cs_B:_lj£LQnJjo_S_u.p.pLejn£iiJ_Aa<3ZQ.r_ 
Expan JAlsjjepJ y. _____________________________________________
_Ai-to.rn_e.y_Ge.n.e.ra.ks_OJ.£i_c.e..5.



R.e.co.imej3_d.a£i-O.n_r_e^u.es£Ln^_d±nj_a_Lo_LPeliliO[ier's 22S^ Pelilion and a denial of_____________
i_C_0AJJ-O.c._D.Qink^ Pelilioner filed an Qlojeclion Vo fte
FUR. Doc_numker 18. H)_e_BLa^.Ls£ralejs_HU B a_dj3.ple.d3Ker_ea.s_on.incj and/or ______________
c_o_n_cLu.S.i_o_n_or_lkeJ/I.a.n_d_a.m.uS_S_£al_e_CourLvz_Kickconcluded ft al fte Slale senlencin^ 
.co_urks_inle.n.l_jA/as_£o_s_enlenc£_Pelili.o.n.eUo_30y_ears_c.o.D.s.e.c.uli_vie_F.o_ft_e_3.._5_an.tI_____________
20y_e.a.r_senlen_ce.s..AAlki.n Ee£i!io^^^
( Fla.2003) wKere IKe Florida-Supreme Courlkad skit J ftaf an inlenlrouslyield 
£o_an„o.raJ_p_ro.n.o_un_cera_e_nl._ S_ee_aJ.s.o Fk B.Xrjw.P„34Z0J2(kJ or_al^roja_ou:nxejri£nl
___ AddiliQnalLy^jMackedfto^PeiLljanJr^sJlkecAjjjnsJ-McLlLanJtorJLeaviejAris_____________
JjJjdjrjj^iLeshji^Js-SjjkraiURelevaj)^^^  
ft.e_MjX]islraleJ_u_d^.eLLn<.ocr_eiV_ass_e_rs_LOn_od„fti.s_i's.SAj_e_ofJL.e3vo rj2La_clLv e"
.bjvjj3^_I).a.d_aJready Keen addressed ly fte Slale CqurlwLom ViaJ nnposed ft 30_______________
y_ej.r_S_enleo.ee._D_o_c._D.u®ke.cs_lX5-0-^51-.-0-nJ3rloIo£c^^^ 
.ad.o.ple.d_fte_lll.a^is.lralels_H_X_R_anJ_5^ftj.le_J.o.in^_so_n.ev_e.r_men£io.D.ed_no„r_rd.e.J_QQ
.Qo.c..D.u.mke.rs_3X^.0_&_5_i.kke_Djslrj.ckCowrLa.l.so_de.ni.edja_C.0A_r_e^iresl._Qo_c_________________
.n_umke.ts.52j.r)j5jl..Jli£jJ.S_El_ev_enft„C.irc.ud_Co.u.r_l-_o£Ap.p.eal.s_aIso_Jen.i.ed_a„C.OA________________
re_<pie.sJ\_S_e£. Append __________________________________________________________
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Toinave a dearly establish eJmearuag of ikewori 
*Aclive”

■when ToeiDij ora



Respectfully submitted,

a/mJLSl

Date: 3ep~lemt>er \\202S.

CONCLUSION
In Collins v Hacker UeigUs,503US. 115,125,112 S.CL10G1,1008-^117

L.EA. 2C1C1992) tin is Court keU Hi al Due Process Clause protects individual liberty against 
certain Qoverment actions reoardlessof the fairness of the procedures used to implement them****** 
even good, faith cannot oloviale fundamental structure error Ind such is harmful error Quofino Hamels vV

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.
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