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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF FLORIDA

STATE OF FLORIDA, :

Petitioner,

v. CASE NO. SC13-318

KERRICK VAN TEAMER, :

Respondent. :

/

JURISDICTIONAL ANSWER BRIEF OF RESPONDENT

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

This case is presented on discretionary review from the decision ofthe Florida

First District Court of Appeal in Teamer v. State, 38 Fla. L. Weekly D336 (Fla. 1"

DCA, Feb. 12, 2013). The trial proceedings were held in the Circuit Court for

Escambia County, Judge Michael G. Allen, circuit judge, presiding.
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE AND FACTS

Respondent, Kerrick Van Teamer, accepts the Petitioner's statement ofthe case

and facts.

SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT

Due to the brevity of the argument, no summary is presented.
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ARGUMENT

ISSUE

Whether this Court has discretionary jurisdiction

pursuant to a certified and direct conflict between

decisions of two district court of appeals, and if so,

whether this Court should exercise its discretion to

accept jurisdiction and resolve the conflict?

STANDARD OF REVIEW

The determination ofjurisdiction is a legal question. Jacobsen v. Ross Stores,

882 So. 2d 431 (Fla. 1" DCA 2004). Legal questions are determined de novo. Engle

v. Liggett Group Inc., 945 So. 2d 1246, 1259 (Fla. 2006).

MERITS

A. Jurisdiction

This Court certainlypossesses the discretion to exercisejurisdiction ofthe case

because the decision of the First District Court of Appeal expressly and directly

conflicts with the decision of the Fourth District Court of Appeal in Aders v. State,

67 So. 3d 368 (Fla. 4th DCA 2011).
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B. Exercise ofjurisdiction

Whether this Court should exercise jurisdiction and review the case is not as

clear cut. Ordinarily, the expression of a clear conflict in the decisional law is a

compelling basis for the exercise ofjurisdiction. Uniformity in the law is usually a

prime consideration. For that reason, Respondent can understand why the Court

would accept the case for review. On the other hand, the conflict cases involve what

Respondent considers a very rare set of factual circumstances. The undersigned

knows of only two Florida cases where a police officer stopped a vehicle solely

because of a discrepancy between the observed color and the color stated on motor

vehicle records - the instant case and Aders. Because the precise set of

circumstances giving rise to the conflict seem not to occur very frequently, this Court

may consider that the need for further review is not very compelling.
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CONCLUSION

The Court possesses jurisdiction and may choose to exercise its jurisdiction to

resolve a conflict in the case law. Given the unusual circumstances giving rise to the

conflict, however, the Court may conclude that the resolution of the conflict is not a

matter demanding immediate resolution.
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