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STATEMERT OF THE C4SE AVD FACTS

ON FEBRUARY (& 201y , THE PETITipER.
AMTOINE SmITH, sum;/mfp 4 PET)TIov
For WIUT oF HARE4S (oiPus Vi4 ﬁﬁPﬁMTE
PRocEDURE 4. (UL (£) .

DN FEBRuAny Z(, 2o1t | THE AFPPEULATE
Lovn] AL KNOWLEDGED THE SURBMITCED
ProcecdiNe YD TREATED (T A4S 4 PeTIToy
STEKING BELATED APPSAL . ER. &

(| THE SAME Day THE APPELL4TE covny PRDERED
PETITIVM EI FltE SUPPLEMEUTAL AppeaDix
LOVTRIVING LOPIES OF KIS WDEEMEMT 442D
SENTEVLE WITHV 3Fo 04yS - THE PETTious:.

ON APRIC 9, 1oid, THE APPBUATE Covny
REMIED THE PETITWN Fon BSLATED AWEsL
AS vvTIMECy .(477;/) L. 4.

ON APR(L 27, Zoid, THE FPETITIonwsrR FILEL
A morion pr. REHEANMNE EXPRESS (NG The
POINTS ©OF (4 4AVD FACTS THE APPEUALTE
[OURT OVSIp[L0DL-ED AMD MISAPPREASUDED 1A
THE ODIN(OM OF THE MoU47) THATWAS L%

PETITIONER EVLPLANED THAT THIS CourT
(APPSULATE CovrT) Has GRANTED 4 QELATED
APPENC To ONQELATED DERENDAMTS WHOS
JuBMissionw Fon A BELATSED APUEAL wHs |11
ACLonanCE TD & JUDBMENT 4D SEMBNCE

COMPUIED N MAaRct 4, wzof,T//né‘A;/- EX.D.



THAT W4S OLDER AWD IN THE SAME TRIAL
COORT As THE INSTANT PETITIONELR. 5 IN THE
CasE oF BRIEFIN v. STaTE , 82 5034 187
(FL4g. 15t Des 29012) - EX. G

BEFORE THE ARIEUATE COVRY PILED TS5 onpsp
|PEMYWE PETITIONER'S moTioN TOR RENERRINE
| FLley :( F22~1¢) THE covnt DENISD i+
OV may 27,201 . FETITIOLER FilLed A
SECOMND — AMENDED MoTIbN For. REHEARINEG
PRV I RDINE THE  covnt OITH THAT CTa4Tiods
| BXPRESS Ly DEMONSTRATING. TNTRA - DISTRICT
IV CONECT ) O S -[9- d — — ThrEE D4ys
| BEFORE TWE covaT RULED oN PETITIONER'S
AMENDED MoTi1o0/ FOp REHEARING -

THE APPELLATE covnT TOTALLY |HGNORED THE
SUPROSENy COUSTITUTION AL~M A/ DATORy |
EQUAL ProTecT o Ciaos€ PETITIOVER PoinTED
OUT (N SlEPdewns , 774 so2d 455 (Fs, 2nd
Dcq 2608 - US.cA. CoWs7T. Amievd. XIV % 2
AND BRI % 9,l6 Fta. conss. (Zoret) .

TTWAS HELD THAT o> DEWY ONE DEFEMgLY-
REUEE AND LIVE REUEE TD AW UNRELATED
DEFE/DANT INOBR VIRTVALLy 1DENTIC4L Clacim .
TSTAWLES IS A& MANIFEST INNVSTICE .
Sﬂu}l’wu/q v. HENDR(eg 117 5024 [, 4 LFia.
(10657 - L

TS covnt ( Sofpgme covnt) RECEUTLY HELD
W' GRIFEIN v. STATE Y4 3934 8% (Fla. 2973)

-




EXPANED MaTTERS PERTAINVING TO THE CAITERY
YO WITHORAW 4 PLE4 .

THE DEFENDANT IN THE INSTANCE c458, OBTANED
a weitred oPliow IN (2912 SmTH ,73 5034
37 USt Dea 2o0/2) WHERE THE APPEULATE
LovRT FOOND HIS SENTEULE TD BE [lEcAl
AVD PLEA (WUOUINTARILY ENTERED - a7 38¢.

BaseD oN THE SAmE RECoRD FPAcTS AFTER
REMAMD —— THE /2T DEVHED RELIEF .
(D12 - 5w20)

WHEY THE TRIAL JUDEE (W TARING 4 BLE4 FaLS
TV ADDRESS AlLL OR SUBSANTIALLY 4Ll OF
THE MayEry CovergDd VNVDEL BULE 3.022(4)
4 DEPENDanT (S ENTITLED To WITHORAW #HiS
PLEa SImMPLYy BECAVSE OF THIS DEF| eV -
See Ry v, STATE, 760 35024 755 (H*t*
DL4 200%) “° Bur 4 DEFeMDau7— WHD
RELIES UPoN A TRt JUDEES Liass SIGMIFICAT
L4(LVRES To (am Ply WITH THE RULE 3.172
©) PRocEOYRES A4S THE BASIS FOR SEEK MG
TO WITHORAW HIS PLEA WILL PE RERUIRED
D Stow PREJUDILE WHILH may BE ALLOm -
PULSHED Ttrovel DEmONSTRATING THAT THT
TRIAL JUDLES FRiLveE To comply WiTH THE
3172 (&) PROLEPLPES CAUSED v% & DEPEND—
UNT Yo ENTER 4 PEE4 HE OTHERWISE o/l
WOl HAvE EnTERED « STE€ Slgre v- SEREPHIA
FI§ soxd 485 (Fls. 2002) ; SRIE v- KEWy,
199 Spad 1019 (Fls. 2008)[QUTTIONG ) PERRY \s0pos
at /p34 -

£y
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| HOVPABLE VAW AR wicid AD

| THomAS AVD ROBERTS DEZ/ED Tins
|PENTIpW ER_ 4 _BELATER APPERC UVDER
1S (Zep7) JWDeMETT AJD SEMTEWE .

| HovagLE g non wicr , T@omas |
1D ROBERTS _LRAMIED FETITION .

|ERIFFIN , 82 Sp3A 182 (Fla- 15t Dea

| 2012) 1 4 BRELGTED Appcrns VADER H (S
(Zopl) JODGMENT WD SEAMTELLE -

|EQUAL PROTECTION (Lauses TO THE 1Y th
AMEN DUNENT PRVISIOL0 REQUIRING THE
SIATES TO. GIVE SIMiLaAR. SITIATED FeRsonls
|0 CUASSES SIMILAR. TREATNENT VNVDER
THE (AW - OS.C. Amevd. ¥IVS 2 .

THIS RRVISI00 GUVARANTEES Tlar THE
EOUERNMENT MUST TREAT 4 PE2DW on
CAASS OF PERsopS THE SAME AsS IT
TREATS OTHER PERSONS OR (4SSES [A)
L) RE CUIRCOMSTANCES .

[

|THYS, STepens, 174 So2d 455 (Fr.
202 Dca 2008) APPUES (WTHS 4SS «

| 7HE DEC(Sio4) 1N THE (WSTAVT CASE 1S
IN cEeRTy XF/:/,_:éD c_ju FLler WITH
|GRIFEI , ¥ 5034 (8) (Fla- 15Dk 2002).
Fla-R. ,4'08.., P. 1.030 @)(Q)A)(V)80D 4
WOESTION OF GREAT PUBLIC (MPDRTANES (S

d




SopeHT :

W RETHE R THE APPEUATE COURT 1HAS
WOoLATED 4 PETIMONERS RWHTS VUDER
DUE PROESS DF (AW 4UD EQUAL PROTECT—
(ON 1S ABUSE OF D(SCRETIOM , WHEW
[T FAICS To GIVE ZELLER TO SIMILAR
SITOATED ~ONRELATED DEFENDANTS
IN LIE CARCUOMSTANLES RERUIRES
REVUND Eop. FURTHER PROCEEDINGS ¢

decorD S , 774 Sozd 455
( Flg. 77 Dc4 2098)9»
ARGUMENT

1T 1S HEREIN DEMOUSTRATED THAT
THis PET\TIoNSR HAS VOT RECEWESD DvE
PROESS OF (41 NDR ERUAL PRYECTION
UNDER THE (JS. O STATE COUSTITUTION -
US-ChR. 4qmend. XV X | AwD z ART T,

$ 9, (2014) Fra. consT-

2|7 1S ALSO A4 FReT THAT (OHEW THE
PETITIoNER APYVISED HIS PLE4 (OWvsst
DavID TayLor Fledm THE GLAcK siovs
BUILDWS *, JAELSPAVILLE | FLORIDS , TO
FILE /| MOTION 79 Ww/TH DRAW PLEA
BEFPRE SENTEMLE Was [S0ED Avp /
FILE AN apPPEgr Via RuLE 9.14o(b)2)
A) (i) 0y - () (2014), EGREGIDUSLY DENIED THE
PET\TIOUER OF H(3 ITAT RIGHT .
ART N, S HGY) Fla const- ) BS- 24 . 05(201).




______ N (TT (5 HELD THAT "CRiminAL. DEEELOWTS
_HRE ENTITLED T&. 4 DIRECTAPPEAL 45 4
IVWTTER. OF Riew7 ). id.

S| NOT onLy RO PETITIONER GET DENIED
AN OPPORTUNTTY 1@ FlLe DIREL T APPEACL
. |HE WAS DEMED EFFECTIVE 453515 TAwcE ©F
| CoLASEL ,_DOE PROCESS OF (L4, EQuaL
| [PRoTECT oM, PREJuDICED By THE APFEUATE
. CeonT \WHe _ABUSER \TS DISCLRET 100, For.
|DENY (NG His PENTION FoR GELATED APPEACL,
NAWD. Av CPPORTon Ty T POVE THAT HIS
|GUVILTY PLEA. IS (W VOLVNTALYy GEANTERED
| BEADST |5 PLEA4L cavnsEC FALEP To
L NP |\ M _OF 4 D EFENSE Ther ways
|AVAILADLE 7O 7THE OFFEyseEs, EX COLPATER v
|EVIDENLE LEADING TD CLE4L AND (ONVINe-
N& PRepE OF HiS INNONLEWcE AND AN
,WPQM’_U_NIT)/_ TO PROVE THAT WITHORAL DI
THE BLEs LS VELESKEy To AvdIiD 44D
LORRELT A Ml EEST (WNUSTICE, § 7D WIT -
L LHTUHE WAIVER. of (s RIGHT 7O JORy TR AL
L | WAS WWluNTary BECAUSE THE PLEA WAS
EMTERED AN D COUAT ACCEPTED T TO AU
ILLEGAL SEwTEpeE ( SMUTH , 43 So3d 387
P THE REcopd AND ODINION SOPIORTS TH{S
PLawey & \TAFFECTED RIS SUBSTANTIVE
ReATS. L AND AFFELTED THE FUOVMMENTAC
|FAIRNESS OF THE VROCEEDINGS o

.| THE VioLaTion oF THE PLEA AGREEMEAT
| By 1mPosiTiod oF 4av LLLEEAL SEAMTENCE




RECAUCE TUE TAUL CoveT (Jvpe€) Eacen
To (MFoemnm THE FPETITIDAV/EZ OF THE AFFELTS
bF THE RECLASSIPICAT DN DF THE DEGREE
OF THE PELOMIES DURING THE PBacTust G456
Or ALLEPTRULE OF THE PLEA « RULE
3172 @ Uy (D@odtd. IF IT were Nor
For THE TR cOVRTS FHLURE TO 4pUISE
Himt AVD [NFoRm bHM oF THE DIRECT
CONSERUEBNCES OF ENTRy To THE PLEA,
THE PETITIoVER wWould N oy HAVE DECIDED
ON ENTERING THE PLEA AUD WopLD Haus
DECIDED ©oN PRDCEEDING T TIRIAL ON THE
ORI &INAL CH4reES , PERRY , SUPR4

| WHERE FOrE | TH (5 (O0RT HAS JURISDIcTOU
UNQER ART. V, & 3 (b)(D) FL4. CaNsT AND,
Fla- Q- App. P-4 030 @) B)IV)V)VI)
(Zotg) BEWSE CERTIPIED CONFLICT 13
DEMONSTRATED Y, A BUESTION 6AREAT
PUBLLC IMPORTANLE (5 SOVEHT vy AND THE
DECL SO RENDERED By THe APPeLLATE
Lo ON /M/t?/ 12, 2004 AVND APRIL
1,204 E&MRES (TZ AND DIRECTLY CONFUILTS
WITH THE DELISION OF THE FIRST DISTRICT
CINTRA-DISTRILT) (OURT OF APJEAL .

KASISCHEKE , 991 So1d $03 at B13 (Fla. 120%)

CONLLYSIoN
TRE PETINONER RESPELT FoLy REQUEST
TS COORT ACLEPT JURISOIETION 440
QRUASH THE DELSIONS AND REMAND FOR-
FURTHER PROCEEDINGS - i A-




CERTIFICATE pr= SERVICE

T HERERY CERTIFY THAT 4 TRUE AvD CodiZsey

CoPY OF THE FEREGOING HAS BEEN PLlickED

IN_ THE HANDS OF Ppi13ol OFF/CI4LT For
VS mpriidé 7o @ DFF(LE OF THE ATIoRVEV

GEA/(?IU%& PL-0) , THE CA4PITOL- )7 %44/*45)/,
EE , FpmalDﬂ 32329 - /eso, o0 THIS 13
,D4Y’ oF JUNE 2o1Y

ANTOINE SMITH
De # (B-3(1023¢
Lake & L.
BN AYNE HWY 27
LLERMWT FLORUDA 345




