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PER CURIAM. 

On February 18, 1994, this Court entered its Order 

accepting jurisdiction and setting oral argument. We have now 

determined that the Court is without jurisdiction and, therefore, 

the Petition for Review is denied. This Court has no 

jurisdiction to answer a question certified by a dis t r ic t  court 

when that court has not first gitased w o n  the question certified. 

& art. V, 5 3(b) ( 4 ) ,  Fla. Const.; Revitz v. Baya, 355 So. 2d 

1170 (Fla. 1977). On our own motion, we have addressed the i s s u e  

of whether a j u r y  instruction on inconsistent exculpatory 



statements should continue t o  be allowed in f u t u r e  trials. See 

In re Instructions in Criminal Cases, No. 85 ,199  ( F l a .  Mar. 3 0 ,  

1995). 

It i s  so ordered. 

GRIMES, C.J., and OVERTON, SHAW, KOGAN, HARDING, WELLS and 
ANSTEAD, JJ . ,  concur. 

NO MOTION FOR REHEARING WILL BE ALLOWED. 
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