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STATEMENT OF THE CASE AND FACTS

The Fetitioner was charged with oriminal vioglations of
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Discretionary Feview 1in this Couwrt of fthe decision of ths

o im of vt liot of o

urt o bhe bas

sl Disterilot

o

metwaen disteict court of appeals and the granting of review

Irae . By Bhls oourt.

This bhrisf follows.
SUMMARY [OF THE ARGUMERNT

T dis the position of the Petitionsr that =.7753.084.,

o] ath i deot rule of  fArticle

the single-

J—

., Florida Donstitubion.

g

et the district courts decision contlicts

of the Fierst District Couert of dppes

wi th the dsocisior

Johmeon v.  Htabe, UDBY Do.dd 1370 (Fla.  lst DOA 19911 which

= violate thea

Mlods that  the i guestion heee  do

ble Law wund Bureh v, State. {(cits omitbed:.

PRl

ioner submits that this ocourt has acoepnbed

The

Bl 2d

Jurisdiction to here the case of Melall v,

Mo, TH,EI4

1991y, rev. granbed, O

hruary L, 1 . which found that the statute

sitptional, conflicbting with Jo

WEE CONES

My, B,

BUDME. . ared the

2o o e

o bance of

BLDTR .y Jurisdiction shouid  be

contlioct  with

grarted in




ISSUE:

THAT THE DISTRICT COURTS D 3 D
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ricdant  ocontends that Lt Tu i Ml
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. Chapber BY-280,, Laws of Florida
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in Stafe ve  Burch,

Flaoridae SBuprems Dourt  guoted as  follows  from

SowEd 2700 CLYIE]

iadlyga g duplicity of sl ject-~matter i
pined for as violabive of Section & of

o I1T of the Consbtitubion relating to
s subject o be sobe B
stative bill the testh
1w whether  or not  tha
Bill are designed bo
and disassociated obisc
L. Dhenowith v, Wenp,

Prhio
and
ksl

guplicity

3

ot

that there ite  ne fratueal
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CONCLUSTION

The Fetitioner moves this  court to accspt jusisdiction

and  ouash the decision of fthe Decond Gistrict Court of

and remand to the court  for further procesdings nob

P&

irconsistent with its opinion.
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