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Appellant’s Motion for Rehearing, Reconsideration, or Clarification is 
granted in part and denied in part.  Appellant’s motion is founded on the premise 
that this Court routinely issues new scheduling orders after a stay of execution has 
been lifted.  Although a new scheduling order has been issued in some cases after a 
lengthy stay of execution, many cases proceed without a new scheduling order.  
See, e.g., Valle v. State, SC60-72328; Ferguson v. State, SC60-64362; Muhammad 
v. State, SC60-63343; Correll v. State, SC60-68393; Gore v. State, SC60-96127; 
Tompkins v. State, SC60-67974; Schwab v. State, SC60-80289; Hill v. State, SC60-
68706; Slawson v. State, SC60-75960.  More importantly, in Appellant’s case, 
pursuant to this Court’s August 10, 2018, order in SC18-1321, the deadline for 
proceedings in the trial court has passed and the parties have been directed that 
leave of this Court is required for further proceedings in the trial court.  This 
direction was deemed necessary after Appellant’s counsel violated this Court’s 
scheduling order by bringing additional claims in the trial court after this Court’s 
deadline to do so, and without leave of this Court.  Those additional claims 
resulted in Case No. SC18-1321.  

To the extent that this Court’s vacated November 19, 2018, order created 
confusion, Appellant’s motion is granted in part to clarify that no further 
proceedings in the trial court are authorized without prior leave of this Court.  
Appellant’s motion is otherwise denied.  Should Appellant seek leave from this 
Court in a future filing, Appellant is cautioned that because Appellant’s death 
warrant was signed on July 18, 2018, the deadline has passed for requesting the 
production of public records pursuant to Florida Rule of Criminal Procedure 
3.852(h)(3).  Appellant is further cautioned that because all post-warrant issues 
have been fully litigated in Case Nos. SC18-1247 and SC18-1321, no further state 



CASE NOS.: SC85014 & SC18-1321
Page Two

court discovery or proceedings will be allowed without good faith allegations 
demonstrating good cause, such as newly discovered evidence, that would warrant 
additional state court post-warrant litigation.   
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