
there no conflict with prior decisions of this court or other 

Courts of Appeal, but rather, had the Court of Appeals ruled as 

the State sought, obvious facial and compelling conflict would 

have been created. Accordingly, this Court has no jurisdiction 

to grant discretionary review as requested by the Petitioner. 
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CONCLUSION 

Based upon the foregoing reasons, facts, author i ties and 

argument, the Respondent respectfully submits that this 

Honorable court not accept jurisdiction to review the decision 

of the Third District court of Appeal in Sueiro v. state, supra. 

Respectfully submitted, 

GITLITZ, KEEGAN & DITTMAR, P.A. 
Attorneys for Respondent 
Suite 807, Biscayne Building 
19 west Flagler Street 
Miami, Florida 33130 
(305) 374-1600 

BY:~~~~·~~~~~ 
UAt-mS D. KEEGAN 

Special Assistant Public 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE� 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing was mailed to Richard L. Polin, Esq., Assistant 

Attorney General, 401 N.W. Second Avenue, Miami, Florida 33128 

this 3rd day of September, 1985. 

Respectfully submitted, 

GITLITZ, KEEGAN & DITTMAR, P.A. 
Attorneys for Respondent 
Suite 807, Biscayne Building 
19 west Flagler Street 
Miami, Florida 33130 
(305) 374-1600 

Defender 
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