


sentence, because parole no longer exists under the guidelines.
Florida law at the time of Taylor's offense called for
a maximum three-year split-sentence punishment under the guide-
lines; the sentencing court used the later amendment to give him
a fifteen years' guideline sentence. This was clearly the appli-
cation of an ex post facto law, to Taylor's disadvantage. 435

So.2d at 838,



CONCLUSION

BASED UPON the arguments made and authorities cited
herein, Respondent respectfully requests that this Court anot
exercise its discretionary jurisdiction to review the decision of
the Fifth District Court of Appeal.
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