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1. FL.D.O.C. DRocedDuRes CH. 33-103. 017(1): 'No SHTE %,
EMPLOVEE SHALL RETRUATE AGAING ANY INMRTE FILIN
GRIEVANCES, THIS & A VIOLATION OF BT AND 14™ AMENDM
RIGHTS

2. TLDO.C. PROCEDURES (4l %~ 208. 002(21) ORFICERS COlE:
‘No OFFICIAL SHALL FALSIFY DOCUMENTS ‘

3 ,SL. D.0.C PROCEDURES (H.32-208. tjm@») OFFICERS CODE -

“NO €E SHAL (8E THRERTENING N 5 2

4 FL. Soc SroteooREs O o) i (z@p"@wb«s‘s\éﬁm%’
ACTION ML P INITINTED UNTL HISHER MeNTAL HEArm)’ CARE
PROVIDER HAS BEEN CONTACTED TO TETERMINE [F THE
PRUSONER IS RESPONSIALE PR HIS/HER ACTIONS. MENTHLY
IMPRRED (Psyot T PRISONERS ARE PRoTETED UNDER TviLE I
OF THE AMERICANS WM DishaILmEs Act oF 19a0(mdn)-

TME 42 US.L.§ 1481, & g, Penn. Dept. of Corecions
v. Yeskey 48 S.Ct. 1950 (o)’

3. FL.D.O.CICH. 33-Go1. 302(2)"A FNSE DR, UNDERMING
RESPECT FOL ACCEPTANCE OF RULES REQUIRED PR e CENERN.
IWELFRE oF TE INSIVTUTIONAL CDMM\)NW\[ A A LE MODEL
MR LAWY ABDING BetpvioRs TS N0 \IOUFTES THE OFRCES
CODE OF CONWCT —CH. 25-20. 065(1,15 D 20); AD DUE
PROCESS — MORRISON v. Lefevre, 592 F. Supp. 1052(SD.N.Y.
1122;% Riley v. City of Montgomery, 104 F. 24 141 (it Gir:




Simement of Tie Chse ad Facas

PETmONER  STMES THNT N ReeMD 0 encdl DR WRITTEN
By FLDO.C. OFFUALS WERE FALSE AND A DIRECT ReULT of
RETRLIFTION AGAINST HiM FOR FLING GREVANCES  POAINST STAFF.
K ERH DR. Hemne, PENTONER WAS FUND Gown| BAED &0L6L\/
“ON OFFICERS STAEMENT

PUOCEDURES  AND DUE PROCESS VIOLATIONS 0cCURED IN EACH
PROCESSING OF DISCAPLINARY RePDRIS. FHE THREATS By STRFE DUE
TO GRIEVANCED, FURMER VIOLATED PETTIONERS Qe TO FILE
GIRIEVANCES  Wilite CONRINED IN FL.D.O.C. ‘

RECORDS WILL INDICME, NOT ONLY WAS PETTTIONERS LIFE
THREMENED B3\ MARL DIAMOND ~ INSTITUTIONAL  INSPECTOR, FLORIDA

STKE FRRON - UWHD - SThqed:
“IF \DU KEEP WRITING GQUEVANCES ) T'LL HNE \OU KiLLed,

AND TLL GET AR W IT, GLAUSE MY MOTHER- IN- LAY
S A POWERFIL ATTORNE| ™ -STTement MR 1N MARCH oF 2005.
MARL  DIRMOND WA NSUPLINED B SUPERIOR OPRCIALS N

TRLMPSREE - i, DEMOTION- AND PETITIONER R TRANSFERED T
ANORER. FROLTY FOR SAPTEY QeAONS. PETITIONER REQUESTS
TN TS covrt Reviews H1S INMTE FLE- WHICH L REFLECT
TRANGFER - PEFORE, REACHING A DEMSION IN TR CAE.

MRED  UpoN THE MRS IN ™IS ahec | e LOWER TRIBUNMAL
COURT FAILED TD OfDER. FL.D.0.C. TO ARDE B B RULES
AND PRDCEVRE  SET B\ FL.D.O.C. OFFtens . THE FALSIFIED
DRs, THREATS | AND RETALIATION FOR  PET\TIONER. BLING &Riey-
ANCES IF FL.D.O.C. (S A DIRECT VIOLKTION OF TVE PROCESS.
FURTHERMORE | WHEN FLD.O.C. OFFIUALS FAL T0 FOLLON RULES

AND PROCEDURES SET FURTH B THEM) TT 1S INSLRORDINATION .
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SUMMARY oF PeauMeNT,

PEITIONER. OLLD NOT g€ PUNIHEd B FL.D.O.C. OFACAR
R EXERCIGING, His HER RiealT To FILE A CREVANCE(, NOT
ONL DID PENTIONER RECEIVE THRERTS AND FMSE/BOGUs DRs -
N LIEU oF RETALATION — BUT Al20, PETITIONER LOST 4735 DS
OF EARNED CAN-TIME WHICH PRDHIBITR +im FROM HIR 85%
RELEASE DRTE; 1H-NOVEMRER- 2009, WHICH FURTHER INFLICTS

ADDED  PUNISH MENT.




JURsIToNs.  STRTEMENT

THE FLORIDA SUPEEVE COURT His DISCRETIONARY  Jyes-
DICNON 0 REVIEW A DISTRICK CpURT OF APPEAL  THAT EXPREsLY
AND DIRECTLY CONRACTS WITH A DECISION OF THE SUPREME
COURT OR ANDTER TDISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL- ON THE SAME
© PoINT OF LA, At T, 36XE) Fla. Const. (ago) | Fla. R.

Aep- P. 9.020(X2X)(I).

AeeumenT

PETMONER  Alliees THRT EVER( DR WRITEEN Wit {ljm
AS THE RULE VIOLATOR , WAS FALSE AND IN RETAUATION FOR
GRIEVANCES  FILED AGAINST STAFE AND OFFIGIALS .

PETTIONER. A3k THS U.S. SUPREME CoLRT TO RULE
AMD PPSE TS DEUSION JPopy BE MERITS AND FACTS
CONTAINED (IHIN TS CASE, MND ORDER FL.D.0.C. OGNS
To FoLpw TEIR WATTEN AND SIWORN RLLES AND PRICEDURER
(7T (S N FACT TN FL. D.0.C. OFF(Cip S HINE DEVELOPED A
N|STEMATIC PRTERN OF RETRLIATION  TOWACDS  INMRTES W
HAE FLED CRIEVANCER),

ConpLusion

Tdis  CoURT 4ps JURSDICTION TO REVIEW THE DECISIbN
BELOW AND THE COURT SHOULD EXERCRE U JURSHCTION ,TD CONSINER
THE MeRTS 0F TiE PETITIONERS ARBUMENT.
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CeeTiFioaTe oF  Seguice

PElTionER, MBERT JBrFeRson, STRIES AT HE ABOVE
TUE A CORREQT, TD TE BT oF NI KNowledae. A coPy HAS
BEEN FpRRDD T °
KATHLEEN  voN HOENE, GENERAL COUNREL - FLDOC, 2401
BLAIESTONE  R0AD, muAuAssee FL 322m- z_soo, BllL
MECOLLUM - KTTORNGY &ENEQAL 20601 BLAMRSTONE ROAD
‘ALLMM HOEIDN 223499~ 185D,
DELIVERED T FLDoc OFFICIALS  FOR MAILING ON THIS
227y oF 0L, 20m.
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