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Supreme Court of Jflorttia
WEDNESDAY, JANUARY 6, 2021

CASE NO.: SC21-15
Lower Tribunal No(s).: 

1D20-2730; 031995CF002844XXAXMX

EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY . STATE OF FLORIDAvs.

Petitioner(s) Respondent(s)

This case is hereby dismissed. This Court lacks jurisdiction to review an 
unelaborated decision from a district court of appeal that is issued without opinion 
or explanation or that merely cites to an authority that is not a case pending review 
in, or reversed or quashed by, this Court. See Wheeler v. State, 296 So. 3d 895 (Fla. 
2020); Wells v. State, 132 So. 3d 1110 (Fla. 2014); Jackson v. State, 926 So. 2d 
1262 (Fla. 2006); Gandy v. State, 846 So. 2d 1141 (Fla. 2003); Stallworth v.
Moore, 827 So. 2d 974 (Fla. 2002); Harrison v. Hyster Co., 515 So. 2d 1279 (Fla. 
1987); Dodi PubVg Co. v. Editorial Am. S.A., 385 So. 2d 1369 (Fla. 1980); Jenkins 
v. State, 385 So. 2d 1356 (Fla. 1980).

No motion for rehearing or reinstatement will be entertained by the Court.

A True Copy 
Test:

<22
John A. Tomasino 

Clerk. Supreme Court

td
Served:
TRISHA MEGGS PATE 
EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY
HON. CHRISTOPHER NIDA PATTERSON, CHIEF JUDGE 
HON. KRISTINA SAMUELS, CLERK 
HON. BILL KINSAUL, CLERK
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Type Date Description

01/05/2021 NOTICE-DISCRETIONARY JURIS (DIRECT CONFLICT)

Filed by: PS EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY 0958659 BY; PS EDWARD 
TYRONE RIDLEY 0958659

Notice

L
6

Notes:

01/05/2021 NOTICE-DISCRETIONARY JURIS (DIRECT CONFLICT)

. Filed by: PS EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY 0958659 BY: PS EDWARD 
TYRONE RIDLEY 0958659

Notice

Notes: ***Uncertified Copy Rec'd 01/04/2021

01/06/2021 No Fee Required 

Filed by:
Event

Notes: 9.141 Summary Appeal

01/06/2021 ACKNOWLEDGMENT LETTER-NEW CASE

Filed by: PS EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY 0958659 BY: PS EDWARD 
TYRONE RIDLEY 0958659

Letter

Notes:
01/06/2021 DISP-REV/APPEAL DISM NO JURIS OMNIBUSDisposition

Manner: Order by Clerk

Notes: This case is hereby dismissed. This Court lacks jurisdiction to review an unelaborated 
decision from a district court of appeal that is issued without opinion or explanation or 
that merely cites to an authority that is not a case pending review in, or reversed or 
quashed by, this Court. See Wheeler v. State, 296 So. 3d 895 (Fla. 2020); Wells v. 
State, 132 So. 3d 1110 (Fla. 2014); Jackson v. State, 926 So. 2d 1262 (Fla. 2006); 
Gandy v. State, 846 So. 2d 1141 (Fla. 2003); Stallworth v. Moore, 827 So. 2d 974 
(Fla. 2002); Harrison v. Hyster Co., 515 So. 2d 1279 (Fla. 1987); Dodi Publ'g Co. v. 
Editorial Am. S.A., 385 So. 2d 1369 (Fla. 1980); Jenkins v. State, 385 So. 2d 1356 
(Fla. 1980).
No motion for rehearing or reinstatement will be entertained by the Court.

01/13/2021 LETTER

Filed by: PS EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY 0958659 BY: PS EDWARD 
TYRONE RIDLEY 0958659

Letter

Notes:

J
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FDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY vs. STATE OF FLORIDA 
LT. CASE NO: 95002844CFMA 

HT. CASE NO: ID20-2730
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IN’ THE CIRCUTT COURT. FOURTEENTH 
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF THE STATE OF 
FLORIDA. IN AND FOR BAY COUNTY

i

I

STATE OF FLORIDA,

Plaintiff.

CASE NO.: 95-2844vs.

ReceivedEDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY,
SEP! i 1996Defendant.

toSjSZSS?*
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The following pages constitute the PLEA AND SENTENCING

on tbe 29th day of'Julv. 1996. in the above-styled cause, heard before

the Honorable Allen L. Register. Acting Circuit Judge, at the Bay
! County Courthouse. Panama City. Florida. Taken before Rebecca Ann2|

Judicial Court Reporter in and for the State of Florida atAkins, a5
|

Large.e

filed in OFFICE1z * * *I
JAN t 4 2021
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA 
IN AND FOR BAY COUNTY - ;luL KINSAUL 

pF RK OF COURT 
~ rjilNTY. FLORIDA.

CASE NO.: 95-2844-CFMA

STATE OF FLORIDA,

Plaintiff,

v.

EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY,

Defendant.

ORDER DISMISSING DEFENDANT’S “OBJECTION TO ILLEGAL ORDER
DENYING MOTIONS FOR REHEARING AND WILL ANSWER ILLEGAL SHOW

EXPEDITED OBJECTION TO ORDER DISMISSING ‘EXPEDITED 
MOTION TO CITE LACKAWANNA V. COSS, GIDEON V. WAINWRIGHT, CUSTIS 

CLAIMS L.T. COURT REFUSE TO FILE AS PART OF APPEAL RECEIVED ON OCX.
9. 2020 DOCUMENTS FROM L.T. CT. WITHDRAW 1995-2844H’ AND ‘MOTION FOR
SIXTH AMENDMENT RIGHT TO COUNSEL AND APPELLATE COUNSEL,”* AND
“EXPEDITED MOTION TO SUBMIT NEWLY DISCOVERED INFORMATION FOR 

FURTHER CHRONIC INEFFECTIVE COUNSEL CASE NO. 1995-2844 ” AND ORDER
BARRING DEFENDANT FROM FURTHER PRO SE FILINGS IN CRIMINAL CAM

NUMBER 95-2844-CFMA AND DIRECTING THE CLERK TO RETURN ALL FUTURE
PRO SE FILINGS FROM THIS DEFENDANT

»* iiCAUSE,

THIS MATTER is before the Court on Defendant’s pro se “Objection to Illegal Order 
Denying Motions for Rehearing and Will Answer Illegal Show Cause,” filed October 27, 2020, 
his “Expedited Objection to Order Dismissing ‘Expedited Motion to Cite Lackawanna v. Coss, 
Gideon v. Wainwright, Custis Claims L.T. Court Refuse to File as Part of Appeal Received on 
Oct 9, 2020 Documents from L.T. Ct. Withdraw 1995-2844H’ and Motion for Sixth Amendment 
Right to Counsel and Appellate Counsel,’” filed November 17, 2020; and his “Expedited Motion 
to Submit Newly Discovered Information for Further Chronic Ineffective Counsel Case No. 1995- 
2844,” filed November 18, 2020. Having considered said motions, the court file and records, and 
being otherwise fully advised, this Court finds as follows:

Procedural History

The Amended Information charged Defendant with Sexual Battery in violation of section 
794.011(5), Florida Statutes, as follows:
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Edward T. Ridley, on or about the 4th day of December, 1995, in the County 
and State aforesaid, did unlawfully commit a sexual battery upon a person over the 
age of twelve (12) years, to-wit; [Victim], 20 years of age, by penetrating her vagina 
with his finger(s) and/or his penis, without the consent of said victim, and in the 
process thereof used physical force and violence not likely to cause serious personal 
injury, in violation of Section 794.011(5), Florida Statutes.

(Ex A ) On July 29,1996, Defendant entered a plea of nolo contendere to the charge of Attempted 
Sexual Battery, a third-degree felony. (Ex. B.) In accordance with the agreed disposition, 
Defendant was adjudicated guilty of Attempted Sexual Battery in violation of section 794.011 
Florida Statutes, a third-degree felony, sentenced to three years in prison with 230 days ot jai 
credit and ordered to submit blood specimens to the Florida Department of Law Enforcement 
pursuant to section 943.325, Florida Statutes. (Ex. C.) On direct appeal, the First District Court 
of Appeal per curiam affirmed the judgment and sentence. (Ex. D.)

From the date of his conviction and sentence through January of 1998, Defendant filed 
numerous pro se motions, affidavits, and letters. On January 30, 1998, the Court took “judicial 
notice that the defendant has filed 37 frivolous and meritless petitions, pro se orders and other 
unauthorized pro se documents since the date of his conviction on July 29, 1996. Further he has 
mailed a myriad of correspondence directly to the Court. In response to the multitude of letters, 
the Court has properly advised the defendant, on numerous occasions, that it could not grant the 
defendant’s requests ex parte ” The Court noted that he would “be allowed to file a pro se appeal 
of judgment of his conviction or an order denying his prospective postconviction relief motion 
but ordered the Clerk “to reject for filing any civil petitions and appeals, pro se orders and letters 

Court therefrom unless accompanied by the proper filing fee or submitted and
signed by a member of the Florida Bar.’ (Ex. E.)

On June 1, 1998, Defendant filed a pro se Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence pursuant 
to rule 3 800(a), alleging that his sentence was illegal because attempted sexual battery was not an 
offense under section 794.011. (Ex. F.) In denying relief, the Court noted that the third-degree 
felony offense of Attempted Sexual Battery is a lesser offense of the second-degree felony ot 
Sexual Battery pursuant to section 794.011(5), Florida Statutes. The Court also detenmned the 
record clearly showed that Defendant “was informed that he had violated Fla. Stat. 794.011(5), 
which is a 2d-degree felony that is punishable up to 15 years imprisonment” but the “state offered 
defendant a plea for the lesser offense of attempted sexual battery (3d-degree felony), which is 
punishable up to five years DOC. As a result, defendant accepted the plea and was sentenced to 
three years DOC.” The Court ruled the three-year sentence did not exceed the five-year statutory 
maximum sentence for a third-degree felony and was not an illegal sentence. (Ex. G.)

addressed to the
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On June 9,1998, Defendant filed a Motion to Dismiss Information in wUcjtthe• ^ *e 
facts did not establish a prima facie case of guilt to support a convictionf^n 
Battery under section 794.011 because the alleged victim was over the age of 18, citing section
794.01 (2)(a). (Ex. H.) This Motion was denied. (Ex. I.)

On June 16 1998, Defendant filed a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus arguing again that 
his review of section 794.011, Florida Statutes, indicated there was no third-degree felony of 
Attempted Sexual Battery when the alleged victim is over the age of eighteen. He contended the 
only AUempted Sexual Battery was set forth in section 794.011(2), which was either a capital 
felony or life felony when the victim is under the age of twelve. (Ex. J.) The Petition was denied 
(Ex. K.) Defendant’s July 7, 1998 Immediate Emergency Amended Motion to Correct an Illegal 
Sentence, in which he again raised this argument, was denied. (Exs. L & M.)

On June 11 2020, Defendant filed a pro se “Emergency Fla. Stat. 3.800(A) to Withdraw 
Case No. 1995-2844 CFA; 794.011(5) Five, Do[es] Not Exist as a ^
Off F S 943.0435 Pursuant to 943.04354 and Ineffective Assistance of Counsel. (Ex.li.)Va 
July 30 2020, Defendant filed a pro se motion styled “Expedited Argument in Support tha ■ 

y 943 0435 Did Not Exist When Alleged Offense Occurred or Contemplated on December 6 
1995 Violated Due Process and Substantive Due Process Caused Violation of the Ex Post Facto 
Clause Art 1 U S Const.” (Ex. O.) Defendant raised numerous arguments in these motions, 
fncludin^hat he was charged with a non-existent offense that he did not >meet the ,criteria fen 
being required to register as a sexual offender, and that his plea was involuntary dueto *e failure 
to info™ him of the sex offender registration requirement. Defendant also requested that this 
correct alleged inaccurate information introduced against him m a Georgia court, and demanded 
Zediale felease from Georgia custody. However, on August 17, 2020, *.s Court dismissed m 
part and denied in part these motions, finding that Defendant s allegations had no ment. (Ex. P.)

Stat

On September 14,2020, Defendant filed a pro se “Expedited Repty and Objection to Judge 
Not the State Order Dismissing in Part and Denying in Part Motion to Correct Illegal Sente 
and pro se “Expedited Objection to Case History and Construe to Withdraw Properly Under 3.850 
or 3 800 ” (Exs Q & R.) In an order rendered September 30, 2020, this Court construed thes
motion^ to be Motions for Rehearing of the August 17,2020 Order Di™'ssm® paying
in Part Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence, Denying Emergency Moton to Compel. Denying 
Motion to Withdraw Plea, and Denying Motion to Remove Requirement to Register as a Sexual 
Offender and denied these motions. (Ex. S.) This Court also ordered Defendant to show cause 

thirty (30) days from the date of that order why sanctions should not be imposed upon him,within

i Defendant also filed a Mo.ion ,0 Compel on June II 2020, requesting ^ 
immediately answer the‘•Emergency Fla Stat." “/p'.'s 9410435 Pursuant ,0 toffee.,ve’
AssSin^eof Counsel;' also filed toe li°2020. Because the claims raised in that motion did not entitle Defendant 

to relief, the Motion to Compel was also denied.
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including a prohibition on further pro se filings in this Court related to his criminal case number 

95-2844-CFMA.

Rather than responding to this Court’s order to show cause, Defendant submitted two 
additional motions entitled “Expedited Motion to Cite Lackawanna v. Coss atom* 
Wainwright, Custis Claims L.T. Court Refuse to File as Part of Appeal Received on Oct 9, 2020 
Documents from L.T. Ct. Withdraw 1995-2844H” and “Motion for Sixth Amendment Right to 
Counsel and Appellate Counsel,” filed October 19,2020. (Exs. T & U.) On October 22,2020, this 
Court entered an order dismissing these motions and noting that it had entered a show cause order 

September 30, 2020. (Ex. V.)on

Current Motions

On October 27, 2020, Defendant filed his pro se “Objection to Illegal Order Denying 
Motions for Rehearing and Will Answer Illegal Show Cause.” In this filing Defendant contends 
that “show cause is not needed in this case,” as he believes this Court has violated his due process 
rights in answering the petitions filed with the Court. Defendant complains that this Court wants 
ttffurther deny his access to the court, and references the January 30,1998 order barring him rom 
certain pro se civil filings without paying a filing fee. Defendant alleges numerous claims of 
ineffective assistance of trial counsel and complains that this Court refined to appoint him counsd 
to investigate his case fully.2 Defendant again takes issue with the sexual offender registry 
requirement, which he claims is an illegal sentence and was used to enhance hls °®“gia 
convictions. To the extent that Defendant is attempting to raise ineffective assistance of counsel 
claims more than twenty years after his conviction and sentence became final, these claims are 
untimely. See Fla. R. Crim. P. 3.850(b); Ward v. Dugger, 508 So. 2d 778 (Fla. 1st DCA 987)^ 
With respect to Defendant’s claims that his plea was involuntary, his agreement with the Sta e w 
breached and the sexual offender statute was illegally applied to him, these issues were addressed 
on the merits in this Court’s order rendered on August 17, 2020. (Ex P.) Therefore, this motion is 
due to be dismissed as untimely, successive, and frivolous. See Fla. R. Crim. P. 3.850(b), (h), 
Flowers v. State, 278 So. 3d 899, 902 (Fla. 1st DCA 2019).

On November 17, 2020, Defendant filed his pro se “Expedited Objection to Order 
Dismissing ‘Expedited Motion to Cite Lackawanna v. Coss, Gideon v. Wainwright, Custis Claims

ot explain precisely when this Court refused to appoint him counsel when he would ha«- been 
appointment. Rather, it appears that Defendant believes that postconvict.on counsel should have 

been appointed to assist him in investigating claims and drafting a motion to withdraw his plea. However, Defendant 
would not have been entitled to the assistance of counsel until he filed a timely and meritorious postconvictionchum 
See r.raham v State 372 So. 2d 1363, 1365 (Fla. 1979). In his response to this Court s order to show cause, Defends 
aheges that “this Court must appoint both counsel to rnvestigate 1995-2844 and withdraw or enforce his con ract DN A 
only not 943 0435," and he asserts that “this would eure [his] filings if counsel was appointed to inves .gate his ease 
fully and file proper in courts." However, Defendant has not demonstrated a legal entitlement to counsel on this basis.

2 Defendant does n 
entitled to such an
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L T Court Refuse to File as Part of Appeal Received on Oct. 9, 2020 Documents from L.T. Ct. 
Withdraw 1995-2844H’ and ‘Motion for Sixth Amendment Right to Counsel1 an^* 
Counsel apparently taking issue with this Court’s prior order entered on October 22, 2020. In 
this motion Defendant again complains that he does not have access to counsel, that he was forced 
to accept an ‘outrageous contract plea that has been breached,” and continues to reference h s 
Georgia cases ovef which this Court has no jurisdiction. Again, these issues were previously 
addled in tte Court’s order rendered on August 17, 2020. (Ex. P.) Therefore, this motion ,s 

also due to be dismissed successive and frivolous.

On November 18, 2020, Defendant filed a pro se “Expedited Motion tc’ Sub^ Newly 
Discovered Information for Further Chronic Ineffective Counsel Case No. 1995-2844, wher® “ 
purports to attack his arrest and the charging document in his catsei based upon 
Information.” Defendant states that he is challenging his arrest affidavit and illegal ndichnen 
because he was charged with sexual battery with the victim being twelve years old and not a 
twenty-year-old adult. Defendant asserts that he recalls the trial judge commenting upon 
victim’s age and indicating that she looked like she was twelve. He claims that the affidavit a 
indictment were void because counsel allowed him to enter a plea instead of objecting and moving 
to dismiss the charges. The instant claim is frivolous, as Defendant has been provided a copy 
the charging document, which alleges that the victim was “over the age of twelve years, to- . 
rvictimf 20 years of age." (Ex. A.) Defendant has been informed several times of the crime with 
which he was^charged, and a copy of this Amended Information was attached to this Court s order 
rendered on August 17,2020. (Ex. P.) Accordingly, this motion is due to be dismissed as fhvolou .

ORnF.R BARRING DEFENDANT FROM FURTHER PRO SE FILINGS

Defendant continues to file meritless motions in this Court concerning the instant case 
including the validity of the charged offense, the enforcement of his plea agreement, and hi 
requirement to register as a sexual offender. These issues were clearly addressed by this Court n 

q prior orders attached to the current order. Defendant was already barred from submitting certain 
pro se motions in an order rendered on January 30, 1998, after this Court noted over 37 various 
filings Since that order, Defendant has continued to inundate this Court with more pro se filings. 
In thl Court’s August 17,2020 order, it was explained to Defendant that his complaints regar ing 
the application of section 943.0435, Florida Statutes, and his demands to withdraw his plea based 
uponT “breach of contract” were meritless. Further, with respect to Defendant s Georgia cases 
this Court has already explained to Defendant that he “should seek correction of any incorrect 
information transmitted by FDLE through that agency,” and that this Court1 doe* not ha 
“jurisdiction to order the Defendant’s release from custody in another jurisdiction. (E . .)

the

Defendant has previously been warned that any citizen, including a citizen attacking his or 
her conviction, abuses the right to pro se access by filing repetitious and frivolousPl^>"gs- 
thereby diminishing the ability of the courts to devote their finite resources to the consideration o

/
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does not provide good cause as to why appoint him an attorney so that he may
pleadings in this case. Rather J”Furth£ in addition to his response to this Court’s

- raise issues that have etther .ready
been decided or are completely frivolous and refuted by the record.

Therefore, it is

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that:
1) Defendant’s “Objection to IUegal Order Mded‘objecfJ'to

F^tTrofApSSR" on
Wainwright, Custts Clatms L-T. Court Refuse to J^otion for Sixth

Ineffective Counsel Case No. 1995-2844,” filed November 18, 2020, are

DISMISSED. c ,
2) Defendant is hereby BARRED from filing further pro

2844-CFMA.
3) The Clerk’s Office

se filings in case number 95-

shall REFUSE to accept for filing any further pleadings, motions

;y, Florida, this 25th day of January,DONE AND ORDERED in chambers, Ba;
2021.

CHRISTOPHER N. PATTERSON 
CIRCUIT JUDGE
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Attachments:
Ex. A - Amended Information, filed June 11, 1996
Ex. B - Plea, Waiver, and Consent, filed July 29, 1996
Ex. C - Judgment and Sentence, filed July 29, 1996
Ex. D- Mandate and Opinion (1D96-3228), issued April 8, 1997
Ex. E - Order Denying Motion for Gag Order and Order Denying Further Pro Se Civil Filings, 

filed January 30, 1998
Ex. F - Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence, filed June 1, 1998 
Ex. G - Order Denying Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence, filed June 16, 1998 
Ex. H - Motion to Dismiss Information, filed June 9, 1998 
Ex. I - Order Denying Motion to Dismiss Information, filed June 17, 1998 
Ex. J - Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus, filed June 16, 1998 
Ex. K - Order Denying Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus, filed June 22, 1998 
Ex. L - Immediate Emergency Amended Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence, filed July 7, 

1998
Ex. M - Order Denying Immediate Emergency Amended Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence, 

filed July 9, 1998
Ex. N - Emergency Fla. Stat. 3.800(A) to Withdraw Case No. 1995-2844 CFA; 794.011(5) Five, 

Do[es] Not Exist as a Third Degree Felony, Remove Off F.S. 943.0435 Pursuant to 
943.04354 and Ineffective Assistance of Counsel, filed June 11, 2020 

Ex. O - Expedited Argument in Support that Fla. Stat. 943.0435 Did Not Exist When Alleged 
Offense Occurred or Contemplated on December 6, 1995 Violated Due Process and 
Substantive Due Process Caused Violation of the Ex Post Facto Clause Art. 1, U.S. 
Const., filed July 30, 2020

Ex. P - Order Dismissing in Part And Denying in Part Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence, 
Denying Emergency Motion to Compel, Denying Motion to Withdraw Plea, and 
Denying Motion to Remove Requirement to Register as a Sexual Offender, filed August 
17, 2020

Ex. Q - Expedited Reply and Objection to Judge Not the State Order Dismissing in Part and 
Denying in Part Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence, filed September 14, 2020 

Ex. R - Expedited Objection to Case History and Construe to Withdraw Properly Under 3.850 or 
3.800, filed September 14, 2020

Ex. S - Order Denying Motions for Rehearing and Order to Show Cause, filed September 30, 
2020

Ex. T - Expedited Motion to Cite Lackawanna v. Coss, Gideon v. Wainwright, Custis Claims 
L.T. Court Refuse to File as Part of Appeal Received on Oct 9, 2020 Documents from 
L.T. Ct. Withdraw 1995-2844H, filed October 19, 2020
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Attachments Continued:
Ex. U - Motion for Sixth Amendment Right to Counsel and Appellate Counsel and 7 Extra Days 

to File Amended Brief to Serve Attorney General, filed October 19, 2020 
Ex. V - Order Dismissing “Expedited Motion to Cite Lackawanna v. Coss, Gideon v.

Wainwright, Custis Claims L.T. Court Refuse to File as Part of Appeal Received on Oct 
9, 2020 Documents from L.T. Ct. Withdraw 1995-2844H” and “Motion for Sixth 
Amendment Right to Counsel and Appellate Counsel,” filed October 22, 2020

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and exact copy of the foregoing has been provided by 
e-portal, email, U.S. Mail, and/or hand delivery to Defendant, Edward T. Ridley, 570139, Wilcox 
State Prison, P.O. Box 397, Abbeville, GA 31001; Beverly A. McAllister-Brown, Assistant State 
Attorney, Beverly.McAllister-Brown@sal4.fl.gov; and the State Attorney’s Office, Attn: Pam 
Haglund, pam.haglund@sal4.fl.gov, this 25th day of January, 2021.

mailto:Beverly.McAllister-Brown@sal4.fl.gov
mailto:pam.haglund@sal4.fl.gov


IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA 
IN AND FOR BAY COUNTY

D
1ST DCA CASE NOS.: 1D20-1916; 1D20-2730 
L.T. CASE NO.: 95-2844-H

STATE OF FLORIDA,

Plaintiff,

v.

EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY,

Defendant.

ORDER DENYING MOTIONS FOR REHEARING AND
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE

THIS MATTER is before the Court on the Defendant’s pro se “Expedited Reply and 
Objection to Judge Not the State Order Dismissing in Part and Denying in Part Motion to Correct 
Illegal Sentence” and pro se “Expedited Objection to Case History and Construe to Withdraw 
Properly Under 3.850 or 3.800,” filed September 14, 2020, which the Court construes to be 
Motions for Rehearing of the August 17, 2020 Order Dismissing in Part and Denying in Part 
Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence, Denying Emergency Moton to Compel, Denying Motion to 
Withdraw Plea, and Denying Motion to Remove Requirement to Register as a sexual Offender. 
Having considered said Motions, court file and records, and being otherwise fully advised, this 
Court finds that the Defendant’s Motions are due to be denied.

ORDER DIRECTING DEFENDANT TO SHOW CAUSE

Sanctions are authorized when a petitioner’s repetitious or frivolous pleadings require the 
use of limited judicial resources which are properly used for the consideration of legitimate claims 
filed by others. See Pettway v. McNeil, 987 So. 2d 20 (Fla. 2008); Sweitzer v. State, 46 So. 3d 
1132 (Fla. 1st DCA 2010); Schmidt v. State, 41 So. 3d 427 (Fla. 1st DCA 2010); Tate v. State, 32 
So. 3d 657, 658 (Fla. 1st DCA 2010). Any citizen, including a citizen attacking his or her 
conviction, abuses the right to pro se access by filing repetitious and frivolous pleadings, thereby 
diminishing the ability of the courts to devote their finite resources to the consideration of 
legitimate claims. See State v. spencer, 751 So. 2d 47, 48 (Fla. 1999).

On January 30, 1998, this Court entered an order taking judicial notice that the Defendant 
had filed 37 frivolous and meritless petitions, pro se orders and other unauthorized pro se
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FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA 
IN AND FOR BAY COUNTY • •' i KIUSaUL 
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CASE NO.: 95-2844-CFMA

STATE OF FLORIDA,

Plaintiff,

v.

EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY,

Defendant.

ORDER DISMISSING DEFENDANT'S “OBJECTION TO ILLEGAL ORDER
DENYING MOTIONS FOR REHEARING AND WILL ANSWER ILLEGAL SHOW

EXPEDITED OBJECTION TO ORDER DISMISSING ‘EXPEDITED1) uCAUSE,________ ________________________
MOTION TO CITE LACKAWANNA V. COSS, GIDEON V. WAINWK1GHT, CUSTIS

CLAIMS L.T. COURT REFUSE TO FILE AS PART OF APPEAL RECEIVED ON OCT.
9. 2020 DOCUMENTS FROM L.T. CT. WITHDRAW 1995-2844H’ AND ‘MOTION FOR
SIXTH AMENDMENT RIGHT TO COUNSEL AND APPELLATE COUNSEL,’” AND
“EXPEDITED MOTION TO SUBMIT NEWLY DISCOVERED INFORMATION FOR -*■

FURTHER CHRONIC INEFFECTIVE COUNSEL CASE NO. 1995-2844," ANDT3RDCT.j
•BARRING DEFENDAN T FROM FURTHER PRO SE FILINGS IN CRIMINAL CA^jE-
NUMBER 95-2844-CFMA AND DIRECTING THE CLERK TO RETURN ALL FUTURE

PRO SE FILINGS FROM THIS DEFENDANT

THIS MATTER is before the Court on Defendant’s pro se “Objection to Illegal Order 
Denying Motions for Rehearing and Will Answer Ulegal Show Cause, filed October 27, 2020, 
his “Expedited Objection to Order Dismissing ‘Expedited Motion to Cite Lackawanna v. Coss, 
Gideon v. Wainwright, Custis Claims L.T. Court Refuse to File as Part of Appeal Received on 
Oct. 9, 2020 Documents from L.T. Ct. Withdraw 1995-2844H’ and ‘Motion for Sixth Amendment 
Right to Counsel and Appellate Counsel,”’ filed November 17, 2020; and his ‘Expedited Motion 
to Submit Newly Discovered Information for Further Chronic Ineffective Counsel Case No. 1995- 
2844,” filed November 18, 2020. Having considered said motions, the court file and records, and 
being otherwise fully advised, this Court finds as follows:

Procedural History

The Amended Information charged Defendant with Sexual Battery in violation of section 
794.011(5), Florida Statutes, as follows:
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Edward T Ridley, on or about the 4th day of December, 1995, in the County 
and State aforesaid, did unlawfully commit a sexual battery upon a person over the 
age of twelve (12) years, to-wit; [Victim], 20 years of age, by penetrating her vagina 
with his finger(s) and/or his penis, without the consent of said victim, and in the 
process thereof used physical force and violence not likely to cause serious personal 

violation of Section 794.011(5), Florida Statutes.injury, in

(Ex A ) On July 29 1996 Defendant entered a plea of nolo contendere to the charge of Attempted
Sexual Battery, a ’third-degree felony. (Ex. B.) In accordance with the agreed disposition, 
Defendant was adjudicated guilty of Attempted Sexual Battery in violation of section 794.011 
Florida Statutes, a third-degree felony, sentenced to three years m prison with 230 days ot jai 
credit and ordered to submit blood specimens to the Florida Department of Law Enforcement 
pursuant to section 943.325, Florida Statutes. (Ex. C.) On direct appeal, the First District Court 
of Appeal per curiam affirmed the judgment and sentence. (Ex. D.)

From the date of his conviction and sentence through January of 1998, Defendant filed 
numerous pro se motions, affidavits, and letters. On January 30, 1998, the Court took “judicial 
notice that the defendant has filed 37 frivolous and meritless petitions, pro se orders and other 
unauthorized pro se documents since the date of his conviction on July 29, 1996. Further he has 
mailed a myriad of correspondence directly to the Court. In response to the multitude of letters, 
the Court has properly advised the defendant, on numerous occasions, that it could not grant the 
defendant’s requests ex parte.” The Court noted that he would “be allowed to file a pro se appeal 
of judgment of his conviction or an order denying his prospective postconviction relief motion 
but ordered the Clerk “to reject for filing any civil petitions and appeals, pro se orders and letters 
addressed to the Court therefrom unless accompanied by the proper filing fee or submitted and 
signed by a member of the Florida Bar. (Ex. E.)

On June 1, 1998, Defendant filed a pro se Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence pursuant 
to rule 3 800(a) alleging that his sentence was illegal because attempted sexual battery was not an 
offense under section 794.011. (Ex. F.) In denying relief, the Court noted that the third-degree 
felony offense of Attempted. Sexual Battery is a lesser offense of the second-degree felony ot 
Sexual Battery pursuant to section 794.011(5), Florida Statutes. The Court also determined the 
record clearly showed that Defendant “was informed that he had violated Fla. Stat. 794.011(5), 
which is a 2d-degree felony that is punishable up to 15 years imprisonment” but the state ottered 
defendant a plea for the lesser offense of attempted sexual battery (3d-degree felony), which is 
punishable up to five years DOC. As a result, defendant accepted the plea and was sentenced to 
three years DOC.” The Court ruled the three-year sentence did not exceed the five-year statutory 
maximum sentence for a third-degree felony and was not an illegal sentence. (Ex. G.)
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On June 9 1998, Defendant filed a Motion to Dismiss Information in which he argued the 

facts did“lish ; prima face case of guilt to support a conviction of Anemp.d Sexua 

Battery under section 794.011 because the alleged victmr was over the age of 18, citing section
............ denied. (Ex. I.)

On June 16 1998, Defendant filed a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus arguing again that 
his review of section 794.011, Florida Statutes, indicated there was no third-degree felony of 
Attempted Sexual Battery when the alleged victim is over the age of eighteen. He contended th 
™ry APSeddSexual Battery was set forth in section ™4-011(2), which was rn her^capUal 
felony or life felony when the victim is under the age of twelve. (Ex . I) Th 
(Ex. K.) Defendant’s July 7, 1998 Immediate Emergency Amended Motion to Correct g
Sentence, in which he again raised this argument, was denied. (Exs. L & M.)

794.0l(2)(a>. (Ex. H.) This Motion was

On June 11 2020, Defendant filed a pro se “Emergency Fla. Stat. 3.800(A) to Withdraw 
Case N0^1995-2844 CFA; 794.01 1(5) Five, Do[es] No, Exist as a Degree Felony Remov 
Off F S 943 0435 Pursuant to 943.04354 and Ineffective Assistance of Counsel. (Ex. N.) On 
Julv 30' 2020 Defendant filed a pro se motion styled “Expedited Argument ,n Support that Fla.

" 943 0435 Did Not Exist When Alleged Offense Occurred or Contemplated on December 6 
1995 Violated Due Process and Substantive Due Process Caused Violation fthe ^ [act0 
Clause Art 1 US Const.” (Ex. O.) Defendant raised numerous arguments in these mono , 
including that’he was charged with a non-existent offense, that he did not meet the criteria for 
being required to register as a sexual offender, and that his plea was involuntary due to the failure 
to inform him of the sex offender registration requirement. Defendant also requested that t is ou 

alleged inaccurate information introduced against him in a Georgia court, and demanded 
irnmedime felease from Georgia custody. However, on August 17, 2020, thisi Court dismissedu 
part and denied in part these motions, finding that Defendant s allegations had no merit. (Ex. P.)

Stat.

correct

Motion to Withdraw Plea, and Denying Motion to Remove
Offender and denied these motions. (Ex. S.) This Court also ordered Defendant to sho« ca“e 

thirty (30) days from the date of that order why sanctions should not be imposed upon him,
within

' Defendant also filed a Mo,ion ,0 Compel on June 11, 2020, requesting the “
immediately, answer Ihc “Emergency Fla. Stat. 3.800(a) tc.Withdraw Case JfLivc

As!isln^rofcounscrIl’solifi°di!June H°2020. Because the claims raised in that motion did not entitle Defendant 

to relief, the Motion to Compel was also denied.
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including a prohibition on further pro se filings in this Court related to his criminal case number 

95-2844-CFMA.

Rather than responding to this Court’s order to show cause, Defenda"‘ sub™.,t^ntWv° 
additional motions entitled “Expedited Motion to Cite Lackawanna v. Coss Gideon* 
Wainwright Custis Claims L.T. Court Refuse to File as Part of Appeal Received on Oct 9 2020 
Documents from L.T. Ct. Withdraw 1995-2844H” and “Motion for Sixth Amendmen^ R.gh to 
Counsel and Appellate Counsel,” filed October 19, 2020. (Exs. T & U.) On October 22, 2020, this 
Court entered an order dismissing these motions and noting that it had entered a show cause order

September 30, 2020. (Ex. V.)on

Current Motions

On October 27 2020, Defendant filed his pro se “Objection to Illegal Order Denying 
Motions for Rehearing and Will Answer Illegal Show Cause.” In this filing Defendant contends 
rtLt “show cause is not needed in this case,” as he believes this Court has violated b'S 
riehts in answering the petitions filed with the Court. Defendant complains that this Court wants 
m further deny his access to the court, and references the January 30,1998 order barring him from 
certain pro se civil filings without paying a filing fee. Defendant alleges numerous claims of 
ineffective assistance of trial counsel and complains that this Court refused to appointt him counsel 
to investigate his case fully.2 Defendant again takes issue with the| sexualoffender re: V 
reuuirement which he claims is an illegal sentence and was used to enhance his Georg 
convictions ’ To the extent that Defendant is attempting to raise ineffective assistance of counsel 
claims more than twenty years after his conviction and sentence became: final, Mb » 
untimely. See Fla. R. Crim. P. 3.850(b); Ward v. Dufigar, 508 So. 2d 778 9 7
With respect to Defendant’s claims that his plea was involuntary, his agreement with the Sta 
^ acS and the sexual offender statute was illegally applied to him, these issues were addressed 
ornetheInttin this Court’s order rendered on August 17, 2020. (Ex. P.)Therefore, this mo o„ 1S 
due to be dismissed as untimely, successive, and frivolous. See Fla. R. Crim. P. 3.850(b), (h), 

State, 278 So. 3d 899, 902 (Fla. 1st DCA 2019).

was

Flowers v.
On November 17, 2020, Defendant filed his pro se “Expedited Objection to Order

Coss, Gideon v. Wainwright, Custis ClaimsDismissing ‘Expedited Motion to Cite Lackawanna v

n . ct 179 cn -m H63 1365 (Fla 1979) In his response to this Court s order to show cause, Dcfendan

fully and file proper in courts." However, Defendant has not demonstrated a legal entitlement to counsel
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L T Court Refuse to File as Part of Appeal Received on Oct. 9, 2020 Documents (Tom L.T. Cl. 
Withdraw 1995-2844H’ and ‘Motion for Sixth Amendment Right to Counse!I ^ A^0 ta 
Counsel apparently taking issue with this Court’s prior order entered on October 22, 2020. 
this motion Defendant again complains that he does not have access to counsel, that he was forced 

aCcep,an ^‘outrageous contract plea that has been breached,” and contmues to reference h,

Georg,a cases, over which this Court has no is
addressed in this Court s order rendered on August 1 /, 2V/V. {lx. .) 
also due to be dismissed successive and frivolous.

On November 18, 2020, Defendant filed a pro se 
Discovered Information for Further Chronic Ineffective Counsel Case No. 1995-2844, where he 
pumortsTo attack his arrest and the charging document in his case based upon newy doomed 
information.” Defendant states that he is challenging his arrest affidavit and illegal ,"dl=tm“t- 
because he was charged with sexual battery with the victim betng twelve years old and not a 
twentv-year-old adult. Defendant asserts that he recalls the trial judge commenting upon 
victirn’s age and indicating that she looked like she was twelve. He claims that the affidavit an 
indictment” were void because counsel allowed him to enter a plea instead of objecting and moving 
to dismiss the charges. The instant claim is frivolous, as Defendant has been provided pjf 
the charging document, which alleges that the victim was “over the age of twelve years to-wm 
[Victim] 20 years of age.” (Ex. A.) Defendant has been informed several times of the ertme with
which he was charged, and a copy of this Amended Information dismissed as frivolous
rendered on August 17, 2020. (Ex. P.) Accordingly, this mot,on ,s due to be dismissed as tr.volous,

-fipntfR RARWING DEFENDANT FRQIVIttFtlRTiHERgRRO.SEEl'LlNftS i

attached to this Court’s orderwas

Defendant continues to file meritless motions in this Court concem.ng the instant case 
including the validity of the charged offense, the enforcement of his plea agreement, and t 
recuirement to register as a sexual offender. These issues were clearly addressed by this Court in 
the prior orders attached to the current order. Defendant was already barred from submitting certain 
proPse motions in an order rendered on January 30, 1998, after this Court noted over 37 various 
filings Since that order, Defendant has continued to inundate this Court with more pro se filing^ 
In this Court’s August 17, 2020 order, it was explained to Defendant that his complaints regardt g 
the application of section 943.0435, Florida Statutes, and his demands to withdraw his plea based 
upo/a “breach of contract” were meritless. Further, with respect to Defendant s Georgia cases 
this Court has already explained to Defendant that he “should seek correction of any mcoirect 
information transmitted by FDLE through that agency,” and that this, Courtl does not 
“jurisdiction to order the Defendant’s release from custody m another junsdictton. (Ex. .)

Defendant has previously been warned that any citizen, mcludtng a citizen attacking his 
her conviction abuses the right to pro se access by filing repetitious and frivolous pleadings 
thereby diminishing the ability of the courts to devote their fintte resources to the cons,derat,on
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_ c ,or 7c. en^ 47 (Fla 1999). In the current order, this Court

legitimate claims. See State v. Spencer 7i1pH in this case challenging his convictions and

sentences. Those 
has ignored this Court s wamin

Having been provided not,ce and

been decided or are completely frivolous and refuted by the record. 

Therefore, it is

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that.

on

2) Defendant^thereby BARRED from filing further pro se filings in case number 95-

3) Th4e4cSkMsAOffiee shall REFUSE to

Bar. Any papers received by the clerk from

4)
y, Florida, this 25th day of January,DONE AND ORDERED in chambers, Ba;

2021.

CHRISTOPHER N. PATTERSON 
CIRCUIT JUDGE
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STATE OF GEORGIA SUPERIOR COURT COUNTY OF WILCOX

EDWARD T RIDLEY VS ARTIS SINGLETON, WARDEN

[] Person [ X,] Documents

CASE NUMBER 2020-CV-077

TO:

GREETING:
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear at the stated court on the date, time and place specified below to testify 
in the above styled case.

LOCATION
WILCOX STATE PRISON 

PO Box 397- *' 
ABBEVILLE, GA 31001

DATE AND TIME
Report at 10:00AM 
Thursday, February 11/2021

This subpoena shall remain in effect until you are granted leave by the court, or by an officer 
acting on behalf of the court.

This 27 day of January. 2021.

V
Janet A. Mauldin
CLERK OF THE SUPERIOR COURT\

\
: \

Method of Service:
[ J Subpoena Mailed

A copy of this subpoena has been mailed to the above stated witness.
TO WITNESS ('Please sign and return by mail):Acknowledgment of Service

I have this day received this witness subpoena, and waive further service and notice, this the
Day of

Signature of witness* -

Certificate of Service •
I have personally served the above stated witness with a copy of the above and foregoing notice,

This’the day of

Signature and Title of Officer
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STATE OF GEORGIA SUPERIOR COURT COUNTY OF WILCOX

EDWARD T RIDLEY VS ARTIS SINGLETON, WARDEN

[ ] Person |[ X,] Documents
..>

CASE NUMBER 2020-CV-077
■■

TO: + • i

\ * ,

1

. »
GREETING:
YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED to appear at the stated court on the date, time and place specified below to testify 
in the above styled case.

LOCATION
WILCOX STATE PRISON \ 

PO Box 397 
ABBEVILLE, GA 31001

DATE AND TIME
Report at 10:00AM 
Thursday, February 11, 2021

•»
\ ‘

i

This subpoena shall remain in effect until you are granted leave by the court, or by an officer 
acting on behalf of the court.

This 27 day of January. 2021.

Janet A. Mauldin
CLERK OF THE SUPERIOR COURT

Method of Service:
[ 1 Subpoena Mailed

A copy of this subpoena has been mailed to the above stated witness.
[ ] Acknowledgment of Service

I have this day received this witness subpoena, and waive further service and notice, this the__
Day of_________,________.

TO WITNESS (Please sign and return by mail}:

Signature of witness
l ] Certificate of Service

I have personally served the above stated witness with a copy of the above and foregoing notice.
day ofThis the

Signature and Title of Officer

d
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EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY vs. STATE OF FLORIDA 
LT. CASE NO: 95H02844CFMA 

HT. CASE NOT ! D20-2730

VoV QyY\ c
i
i

i

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT. FOURTEENTH 
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF THE STATE OF 
FLORIDA. IN AND FOR BAY COUNTY i

STATE OF FLORIDA,

Plaintiff,

CASE NO.: 95-2844vs.

RECEIVEDEDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY,
SEP11 7996Defendant.

~£t

The following pages constitute the PLEA AND SENTENCING

on the 29th day of July. 1996. in the above-styled cause, heard before

the Honorable Allen L. Register. Acting Circuit Judge, at the Bay
i County Courthouse. Panama City. Florida. Taken before Rebecca Ann5
l

Judicial Court Reporter in and for the State of Florida atAkins, a5I
Large.©

filed in ofjtce* *s
JAN t h 2021x

REBECCA ANN AKINS 
JUDICIAL COURT REPORTER

0UU112

289



^DWARD TYRONE RIDLEY vs, STATE OF FLORIDA 
LT. CASE NO: 95002844CFMA 

HT. CASE NO: | D20-2730

■ ^

V

!

rights tnai Mr. Dingus has gone over with you?

No. sir.THE DEFENDANT:

THE COURT: 

your attorney about this plea?

THE DEFENDANT:

Have you had enough time to talk with

4

Yes. sir.5

THE COURT: Are you satisfied with the advice and6

services that he’s given to you?7

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

Okay. I will—

Would you like a factual basis, Judge? 

Yes. please. We need a factual basis. 

On or about the 4th day of December. 

1995. in Bay County, Florida. Edward T. Ridley did unlawfully attempt 

to commit a sexual batten.' upon a person over the age of twelve years.

|. who’s twenty years of age. by attempting to pentrate her 

vagina with his fingers and/or penis, wuhour'tbe consent “of

|. in violation of Florida Statute 794.011. sub (5). Florida Statutes.

All right. Mr. Griffith, those are the

8

THE COURT9

MR. DINGUS10

THE COURT11

MR. DINGUS12

m 13

14

is

15

17I
a THE COURT:18f

facts upon which this plea of no contest is based?19
!

MR. GRIFFITH: We will stipulate to those facts for the20e
I purpose of this plea only.21

THE COURT: 1 will accept Mr. Ridley’s plea of no 

contest, find that he's alert and intelligent, and he understands the

22
s

23

nature and the consequences of his plea, and that he understands the 

rights he'll be giving up by entering this plea. 1 also find that the facts

24

25

12

f r%•FILED IN OFF!

JAN 1 <i 2371
X nwkL™

CLERK OF SUPERIOR COURT 
WILCOX COUNTY. OFORGIA

290



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA 
IN AND FOR BAY COUNTY

FIRST DCA CASE NO.: 1D20-1916 
L.T. CASE NO.: 95-2844-H

STATE OF FLORIDA,

Plaintiff,

v.

EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY,

Defendant.

ORDER DISMISSING “DEMAND FOR RESPONSE/LEGAL QUESTION” AND
“EXPEDITED MOTION IN SUPPORT ERRONEOUSLY ON 943.0435”

THIS MATTER is before the Court on the Defendant’s pro se “Demand for 
Response/Legal Question,” filed August 26, 2020, and pro se “Expedited Motion in Support 
Erroneously on 943.0435,” filed August 27, 2020. These documents, signed and placed with 
corrections officials for mailing on August 11, 2020 and August 18, 2020 respectively, seek a 
ruling on motions filed by the Defendant in this Court on June 11 and July 30, 2020, and reiterate 
arguments made in those motions. Because the Court entered its Order ruling on the Defendant’s 
motions on August 17, 2020, the Demand for Response/Legal Question and the Expedited Moton 
are due to be dismissed as moot.

Therefore, it is

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the “Demand for Response/Legal Question,” filed 
August 26, 2020, and the “Expedited Motion in Support Erroneously on 943.0435,” filed August 
27, 2020, are DISMISSED.

County, Florida, this/^J&2E AND ORDERED in chambers,
2020. ✓O.

day of

CHRISTOPHER N. PATTERSON 
CIRCUIT JUDGE
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and exact copy of the foregoing has been provided by e- 
portal, email, U.S. Mail, and/or hand delivery to Edward T. Ridley, 570139, Wilcox State Prison, 
P.O. Box 397, Abbeville, GA 31001; the State Attorney’s Office, P.O. Box 1040, Panama City, FL 
32402; and Hon. Kristina Samuels, Clerk, First District Court of Appeal, 2000 Drayton Drive, 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0950, this 10th day of September, 2020.

Amanda Williams, Judicial Assistant

(
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DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL, FIRST DISTRICT 
2000 Drayton Drive 

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0950 
Telephone No. (850)488-6151

September 16, 2020

CASE NO.: 1D20-1998
L.T. No.: 2019 CA2196;

Florida Department of Law 
Enforcement

Edward Tyrone Ridley v.

Appellee / Respondent(s)Appellant / Petitioner(s)

BY ORDER OF THE COURT:

The Court's order dated September 16, 2020, is withdrawn as issued in error.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is (a true copy of) the original court order.

Served:

James Martin, GCElizabeth Yerkes, AGC 
Edward Tyrone Ridley

ms

KRISTINA SAMUELS. CLERK

*

\
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DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL, FIRST DISTRICT 
2000 Drayton Drive 

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0950 
Telephone No. (850)488-6151

September 16, 2020

CASE NO.: 1D20-1998
L.T. No.: 2019 CA 2196

Florida Department of Law 
Enforcement

Edward Tyrone Ridley v.

Appellee / Respondent(s)Appellant / Petitioner(s)

BY ORDER OF THE COURT:

Appellant has failed to timely file the initial brief and the record on appeal has not been 
transmitted to this Court by the lower tribunal clerk. Within 20 days from the date of this order, 
appellant shall file the initial brief, and ensure that the lower tribunal clerk transmits the record 
on appeal. Alternatively, appellant may show cause why this appeal should not be dismissed 
for failure to comply with the rules and orders of this Court. The failure to timely comply with 
this order will result in dismissal of this case without further opportunity to be heard. Fla. R. 
App. P. 9.410.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is (a true copy of) the original court order.

Served:

James Martin, GCElizabeth Yerkes, AGC 
Edward Tyrone Ridley

ms

L

.stiKRISTINA SAMUELS, CLERK Si

&
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DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL, FIRST DISTRICT 
2000 Drayton Drive 

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0950 
Telephone No. (850)488-6151

August 26, 2020

CASE NO.: 1D20-1916
L.T. No.: 1995-2844

Edward T. Ridley State of Floridav.

Appellant / Petitioner(s) Appellee / Respondent(s)

BY ORDER OF THE COURT:

Because the trial court has ruled on the pleading pending below, the petition for writ of 
mandamus is dismissed as moot. See Ward v. State, 770 So. 2d 206 (Fla. 1st DCA 2000) 
(dismissing a petition for writ of mandamus as moot where the trial court had ruled on the 
pleading pending below). A copy of the trial court’s order is attached to Petitioner’s copy of 
this order.

All pending motions are denied as moot.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is (a true copy of) the original court order.

Served:

Hon. Ashley Moody, AG 
Edward Tyrone Ridley

Hon. Bill Kinsaul, Clerk

co

KRISTINA SAMUELS, CLERK



DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL, FIRST DISTRICT 
2000 Drayton Drive 

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0950 
Telephone No. (850)488-6151

August 25, 2020

CASE NO.: 1D20-2016
L.T. No.: 95-2844-H

State of FloridaEdward Tyrone Ridley v.

Appellee / Respondent(s)Appellant / Petitioner(s)

BY ORDER OF THE COURT:

Article I, section 16(b)(10)b of the Florida Constitution provides that all state-level 
appeals and collateral attacks on any judgment must be complete within two years from the 
date of appeal in non-capital cases or within five years from the date of appeal in capital cases 
unless a court enters an order with specific findings as to why the court was unable to comply 
and the circumstances causing the delay. This case could not be decided within two years 
from the date of the first notice of appeal because the postconviction appeal was filed after the 
two-year time period had already passed. The instant notice of appeal was filed-on July 6, 
2020, and this Court administratively dismissed the case on August 13, 2020.

This order is for reporting purposes only. It does not affect the decision in this case or 
the date of the mandate if one has issued, and it has no effect on related proceedings in the 
lower tribunal or in federal court.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is (a true copy of) the original court order.

Served:

Hon. Ashley Moody! AG 
Hon. Bill Kinsaul, Clerk

Edward Tyrone Ridley

ms
3.
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Edward T. Ridley 
Wilcox State Prison 
P. 0. Box 397 
Abbeville GA 31001 
Date: August 26, 2020 
Case No.: 1D20-1916 District Court of Appeal 

First District 
State of Florida 

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0950 
(850) 488-6151

DANA SHARMAN 
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK

KRISTINA SAMUELS
CLERK OF THE COURT

In response to the documents you sent this Office, which were received on August 24, 2020, please see paragraph(s) marked below.

__ There appears to be no appeal pending in this Court similar to the style you reference.

__ The matter you have submitted does not invoke this Court's jurisdiction.

X The documents received are not in the proper format for the Court to consider. We do not know what your intended
purpose was in sending 2 copies of an order issued by this Court on August 4, 2020. As a result, no action will be
taken in response to receipt of those copies. If you wish to ask this Court for action or relief, the request needs to be 
in the form of a motion styled with "First District Court of Appeal" at the top and include a certificate of service 
showing a copy has been served on opposing counsel.

_______________________ in that it does not contain a
proper certificate of service showing a copy has been served on opposing counsel. Only documents properly styled in 
this Court and served on opposing counsel will be considered by the Court. This Court does not provide service of 
documents for litigants. You must serve a copy of your documents on opposing counsel yourself.

There will be no action on the document dated/entitled

Examples of a certificate of service:
Bv Pro Se Inmate:
I certify that I placed this document in the hands of 
(insert name of institutional official) for mailing to 
(opposing counsel names) on (date). 
___________________ (signature)

Bv Attorney or Pro Se (Non-Inmate Litigant)
I certify that a copy hereof has been furnished to 
(opposing counsel names) by (delivery/mail) on (date). 
____________________ (signature)
(name) 
(address) 
(phone number) 
Florida Bar No.

(name)
(address)
(prison identification number)(Omit if Pro Se)

You should review the administrative rules of the institution where you are housed. If you find the administrative rules 
have not been complied with or if you believe you are not receiving the proper assistance in complying with this 
Court's orders, you would need to follow the grievance procedure of your confinement facility.

All parties, whether represented by counsel or not, are required to comply with the Florida Rules of Appeilate 
Procedure. The rules can be found in law libraries and are accessed online at: https://www- 
media.floridabar.org/uploads/2019/11/AppeHate-Court-Rules-01-01-19-Updated-11-26-19.pdf This Court cannot
provide copies of the rules or forms.

__ I am not authorized to give legal advice. It is suggested that you contact your attorney, counsel of your choosing, the
attorney who represented you below, a law clerk at the institution where you are housed, or a legal aid organization. 
If you have access to the internet, you may also want to refer to the Appellate Practice Section of The Florida Bar’s 
Pro Se Handbook available online at http://prose.flabarappellate.org.

■ : Sincerely,

Kristina Samuels 
Clerk of the Court

X cc: Hon. Ashley Moody, A.G.

https://www-
http://prose.flabarappellate.org
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Mr. Edward Tyrone Ridley 
570139
Wilcox State Prison 
P. O. Box 397 
Abbeville, Georgia 31001 
Date: August 27. 2020 
Case No.: 1D20-2016

District Court of Appeal 
First District 

State of Florida
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0950 

(850) 488-6151

V DANA SHARMAN 
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK

KRISTINA SAMUELS 
CLERK OF THE COURT

In response to your recent filing entitled '‘Objection to Court Order" and received August 21.2020. please see paragraph(s) marked 
below.

in that it does not contain aThere will be no action on the document dated/entitled_______________________
proper certificate of service showing a copy has been served on opposing counsel. Only documents properly styled in 
this Court and served on opposing counsel will be considered by the Court. This Court does not provide service of 
documents for litigants. You must serve a copy of your documents on opposing counsel yourself.

Examples of a certificate of service:
Bv Pro Se Inmate:
I certify that I placed this document in the hands of 
(insert name of institutional official) for mailing to 
(opposing counsel names) on (date). 
___________________ (signature)

Bv Attorney or Pro Se (Non-Inmate Litigant)
I certify that a copy hereof has been furnished to 
(opposing counsel names) by (delivery/mail) on (date). 
____________________(signature)
(name) 
(address) 
(phone number) 
Florida Bar No.

(name)
(address)
(prison identification number)(Omit if Pro Se)

X_ Your case was dismissed bv the Court's order of August 13. 2020, for vour failure to respond to the Court’s order_of 
July 7. 2020. reguirino vou to file a conformed copy of the order being appealed. If it is your intention to request the 
Court to reinstate your case, you must file a properly styled motion containing a certificate of service and attach to your 
motion a conformed copy of the order being appealed.

Sincerely

Kristina Samuels 
Clerk of the Court

mm



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
IN AND FOR BAY COUNTY, FLORIDA

STATE OF FLORIDA, 
Plaintiff,

Case No. 95-2844
vs.

cj •'

EDWARD T. RIDLEY, 
Defendant,

ORDER DENYING MOTION TO DISMISS INFORMATION

d the Defendant’s Motion To Dismiss Information filed on June 9, 1998,
HAVING considere 

court file/records and being fully advised it is,
Defendant's motion is hereby DENIED.ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the 

DONE AND ORDERED in Chambers at Panama City, Bay County, Florida this. day

of June, 1998.

DEDEE S. COSTELLO 
CIRCUIT JUDGE

. Mail

FL 32348 this /7 day of June, 1998.\

Debbie Gehris, Judicial Assist.

POSTED



EDWARD T RIDLEY vs. FLORIDA DEPT OF LAW ENFORCEMENT 
LT. CASE NO: 2019 CA 002196 

HT. CASE NO: 1D20-1998

EMERGENCY PETITION FOR PERMANENT RELEASE 
FROM THE REGISTRATION REQUIREMENTS OF 
FLORIDA STATUTUE (SIC) 800.01(5)

011 -025SEPTEMBER 09, 2019

026 - 027ORDER DEEMING PETITION ONE FOR NON-HABEAS 
CORPUS EXTRAORDINARY RELIEF

SEPTEMBER 19, 2019

028 - 030OBJECTION IN THE ORDEROCTOBER 07, 2019

031 -038NOTICE OF FILING ERRORSOCTOBER 07, 2019

039 - 045AFFIDAVIT FOR CIVIL INDIGENT STATUS - 
INDIGENT-PRISONER

OCTOBER 15,2019

046 - 047FACTS OF CASEOCTOBER 15,2019

048 - 052ERRORS NEWLY DISCOVEREDOCTOBER 15,2019

053 -055PETITION TO CHALLENGE RETROACTIVE 
RESTRATION BY FLORIDA LEGISLATURE

OCTOBER 15, 2019

056MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF COUNSELOCTOBER 15,2019

057 - 062ERRORS/ARGUMENTOCTOBER 23, 2019

063 - 065ERRORSOCTOBER 23, 2019

066 - 070APPLICATION FOR DETERMINATION OF CIVIL 
INDIGENT STATUS ( WITH 3 MONTHS TRUST 
ACCOUNT PREVIOUSLY DETERMIEN.D INDIGENCY 
ON 10/15/19)

NOVEMBER 04, 2019

071 -076EXPLOITED EMERGENCY PETITION TO ENFORCE 
CONTRACT NO. 95-2844, BAY COUNTY OR 
WITHDRAW CONTRACT

NOVEMBER 04, 2019

077ORDER DENYINGNOVEMBER 15,2019

078 - 079EMERGENCY MOTION TO ENFORCE HIS JULY 29, 
1996 PLEA CONTRACT BAY COUNTY FLORIDA CASE 
NO 95-2844

NOVEMBER 15,2019

080 - 083EMERGENCY EXPEDITED PETITION AMENDED 
PETITION TO BE RELEASED FROM FLORIDA 
STATUTES 943.0435 (H)(1)

NOVEMBER 19, 2019

084-085EMERGENCY EXPEDITED MOTION TO AMENDNOVEMBER 19,2019



EDWARD T RIDLEY, vs. FLORIDA.DERT OF LAW ENFORCEMENT 
LT. CASE NO: 2019 CA 002196 

HT. CASE NO: 1D20-1998

RESPONDENTS

086-087EMERGENCY OBJECTION TO ORDER DENYING 
MOTION

NOVEMBER 27, 2019

088-089NOTICE OF DISCRETIONARY APPEAL TO DISTRICT 
COURT - RECORDED (OR 5387.767 / 20190073647)

NOVEMBER 27, 2019

090ORDER DENYING REHEARINGDECEMBER 09, 2019

091 -094DECEMBER 09, 2019 OBJECTION

095 - 096DISMISS SOME ERRORSDECEMBER 09,2019

ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR APPOINTMENT OF 
COUNSEL

097 - 098JANUARY 02, 2020

099- 100ORDER DISMISSING SHERIFF NEEL AND ORDERING 
FDLE TO SHOW CAUSE

JANUARY 02, 2020

101 -107EMERGENCY EXPEDITED MOTION TO ENFORCE 
CONTRACT ILLEGAL, AND DENTAL OF ACCESS TO 
THE COURT AND OUR CONSTITUTION

JANUARY 06, 2020

108-112AFFIDAVIT FOR CIVIL INDIGENT STATUS - 
INDIGENT-PRISONER

JANUARY 21,2020

ORDER ON PRISONERS APPEAL SERVICE CHARGES 113JANUARY 29, 2020

114-116MOTION TO FUTHER SHOW F.S. 943. 0435 (1) HI, 
794.011. 800.04 FOR CRIMES AGAINST MINORS

FEBRUARY 04, 2020

FDLE'S RESPONSE TO ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 117-124FEBRUARY 06, 2020

125-128EXPEDITED MOTION TO FUTHER SHOW SORNA AND 
FLORIDA SEX OFFENDER REGISTERY IS LIMITED TO 
MINORS WITH ADULT EXCEPTIONS

FEBRUARY 07, 2020

EXPEDITED MOTION TO SUBMIT NEWLY 
DISCOVERED FLORIDA STATUTES DEFINITION

129-131FEBRUARY 07, 2020

FEBRUARY 13, 2020 132-135RELIEF

OBJECTION IN FULL TO FDLES RESPONSE TO ORDER 
TO SHOW CUASE RECEIVED 2/12/20

136-148FEBRUARY 13,2020

MARCH 02, 2020 ORDER ADMINISTRATIVELY CLOSING FILE 149-150

MARCH 20, 2020 EXPEDITED MOTION TO STRIKE ANY PROCEEDING 151 - 154

jr*'/ •”



EDWARD T RIDLEY vs. FLORIDA DEFT OF LAW ENFORCEMENT 
LT. CASE NO: 2019 CA 002196 

ITT. CASE NO: 1D20-1998

1.97-198ORDER DENYING PLAINTIFFS MOTION AND 
DIRECTING CLERK TO CLOSE CASE

JUNE 16, 2020

199-204OBJECTION TO ORDER DISMISSING IN PART AND 
DENYING IN PART THE PETITIN FOR WRIT OF 
MANDAMUS AND TO GRAINT THE REMOVAL OF F.S. 
943.0435 PURSUANT TO 943.04354

JUNE 23, 2020

205 - 206ORDER DENYING REHEARINGJUNE 24, 2020

207-214NOTICE OF INTERLOCUTORY APPEAL - Recorded (OR 
5463.1903 /20200038480)

JULY 06, 2020

215-218EXPEDITED ARGUMENT IN SUPPORT THAT FLA. 
STAT 943.04355 IDI NOT EXIST, CONTEMPLATED, IN 
EFFECT WHEN THE ALLEGED OFFENSE OCCURRED 
ON DECEMBER 6, 1995

AUGUST 03, 2020

219-221PAUPPERS AFFIDAVITAUGUST 03,2020

222 - 225AFFIDAVIT OF INDIGENCY (WITH INCOMPLETE 
INMATE TRUST ACCOUNT)

AUGUST 03, 2020

226 - 232AFFIDAVIT FOR CIVIL INDIGENT STATUS - 
INDIGENT-PRISONER

AUGUST 19, 2020

233CERTIFICATE OF CLERKAUGUST 24, 2020
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Filing # 114191553 E-Filed 09/30/2020 12:52:40 PM

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA 
IN AND FOR BAY COUNTY

1ST DCA CASE NOS.: 1D20-1916; ID20-2730 
L.T. CASE NO.: 95-2844-H

STATE OF FLORIDA,

Plaintiff,

v.

EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY,

Defendant.

ORDER DENYING MOTIONS FOR REHEARING AND
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE

THIS MATTER is before the Court on the Defendant’s pro se “Expedited Reply and 
Objection to Judge Not the State Order Dismissing in Part and Denying in Part Motion to Correct 
Illegal Sentence” and pro se “Expedited Objection to Case History and Construe to Withdraw 
Properly Under 3.850 or 3.800,” filed September 14, 2020, which the Court construes to be 
Motions for Rehearing of the August 17, 2020 Order Dismissing in Part and Denying in Part 
Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence, Denying Emergency Moton to Compel, Denying Motion to 
Withdraw Plea, and Denying Motion to Remove Requirement to Register as a sexual Offender. 
Having considered said Motions, court file and records, and being otherwise fully advised, this 
Court finds that the Defendant’s Motions are due to be denied.

ORDER DIRECTING DEFENDANT TO SHOW CAUSE

Sanctions are authorized when a petitioner’s repetitious or frivolous pleadings require the 
use of limited judicial resources which are properly used for the consideration of legitimate claims 
filed by others. See Pettway v. McNeil, 987 So. 2d 20 (Fla. 2008); Sweitzer r State, 46 So. 3d 
1132 (Fla. 1st DCA 2010); Schmidt v. State, 41 So. 3d 427 (Fla. 1st DCA 2010); Tate v. State, 32 
So. 3d 657, 658 (Fla. 1st DCA 2010). Any citizen, including a citizen attacking his or her 
conviction, abuses the right to pro se access by filing repetitious and frivolous pleadings, thereby 
diminishing the ability of the courts to devote their finite resources to the consideration of 
legitimate claims. See State v. spencer, 751 So. 2d 47, 48 (Fla. 1999).

On January 30, 1998, this Court entered an order taking judicial notice that the Defendant 
had filed 37 frivolous and meritless petitions, pro se orders and other unauthorized pro se



State v. Ridley; lsl DCA Case Nos.: 1D20-1916 and 1D20-2730:
L.T. Case No. 95-2844-H
Order Denying Motions for Rehearing and
Order to Show Cause
Page 2 of3

documents since the date of his conviction on July 29, 1996 (in addition to mailing a “myriad of 
correspondence directly to the Court”). The Court noted the Defendant was “pro se and will be 
allowed to file a pro se appeal of judgment of his conviction or an order denying his prospective 
postconviction relief motion” but ordered the Clerk of this Court “to reject for filing any civil 
petitions and appeals, pro se orders and letters addressed to the Court therefrom unless 
accompanied by the proper filing fee or submitted and signed by a member of the Florida Bar.”

Since January 30, 199S, the Defendant has filed numerous additional pro sc motions 
(including multiple motions to correct an illegal sentence, to dismiss the Information, to withdraw 
his plea, and to be removed from sexual offender registry), a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus, 
a Motion for Post Conviction Relief, and a Petition for Temporary Restraining Order. The Court 
records reflect that Defendant has also filed five appeals or petitions in the First District Court of 
Appeal related to Bay County Case No. 95-2844-CF (1D96-3228; 1D15-280; 1D20-2016; D20- 
1916; 1D20-2730). These cases and the court file reveal a history of filing meritless and successive 
motions.

Accordingly, pursuant to Spencer, 751 So. 2d at 48, Defendant shall show cause within 
thirty (30) days of the date of this Order why sanctions should not be imposed on him, including 
a prohibition on further pro se filings in this Court related to Bay County Case Number 95-2844- 
CF. This Court retains jurisdiction to address the imposition of sanctions.

Therefore, it is

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED as follows:

1. The Motions for Rehearing filed September 14, 2020, are DENIED; and
2. The Defendant shall SHOW CAUSE within thirty (30) days from the date of this Order 

why sanctions should not be imposed on him. This Court retains jurisdiction to address 
the imposition of sanctions.

County, Florida, this day of.ND ORDERED in chambers, B; 
„ 2020. ^

DON,

CHRISTOPHER N. PATTERSON 
CIRCUIT JUDGE
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State v. Ridley; 1st DCA Case Nos.: 1D20-1916 and 1D20-2730;
L.T. Case No. 95-2844-H
Order Denying Motions for Rehearing and
Order to Show Cause
Page 3 of3

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and exact copy of the foregoing has been provided by e- 
portal, email, U.S. Mail, and/or hand delivery to Edward T. Ridley, 570139, Wilcox State Prison, 
P.O. Box 397, Abbeville, GA 31001; the State Attorney’s Office, P.O. Box 1040, Panama City, FL 
32402; and Hon. Kristina Samuels, Clerk, First District Court of Appeal, 2000 Drayton Drive, 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0950, this 30th day of September, 2G20. . ^

Amanda Williams, Judicial Assistant
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
IN AND FOR BAY COUNTY, FLORIDA

STATE OF FLORIDA, 
Plaintiff,

vs. Case No. 95-2844 ;

EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY, 
Defendant,

ORDER DENYING MOTION TO CORRECT AN ILLEGAL SENTENCE 

HAVING considered the Defendant' pro se Motion To Correct An Illegal Sentence, pursuant

to Rule 3.800(a), Fla.R.Crim.P., filed on June 1, 1998, court file/record and being fully advised, the 

Court hereby finds:

. *

1. Defendant alleges that his is sentence is illegal based on the following, 1) attempted 

sexual battery is not an offense under section 794.011, Fla.Stat; 2) Judge Allen Register was not 

familiar with his, "which [Judge] Dedee Costello... was the presiding judge but was absent on jury 

selection day for unknown reasons which caused prejudice in [his] case which if [Judge Costello] 

was present the outcome probably would have been different...and 3) ASA Barbara Finch was 

"not the assigned state attorney (sic) to [his] case and she was not familiar with [his] case... [ASA] 

Johnathan Dingus (sic) was the presiding state attorney (sic) which he knew there is no such statute 

as 794.011 attempted sexual battery ...."

First, issues #2 and #3 are not proper for a rule 3.800(a) motion therefore, they2. are

dismissed.

3. Next, the Court takes judicial notice that the offense of attempted sexual battery (3d- 

degree felony) is a lesser offense of sexual battery (2d-degree felony), pursuant to Fla.Stat. 

794.011(5). The record clearly shows that the defendant was informed that he had violated Fla.Stat.



794.011(5), which is a 2d-degree felony that is punishable up to 15 years imprisonment. (See 

attached Plea and Sentencing Hearing Transcript, pg. 12, filed 8/26/96). However, the state offered 

defendant a plea for the lesser offense of attempted sexual battery (3d-degree felony), which is 

punishable up to five years DOC. As a result, defendant accepted the plea and was sentenced to

three years DOC. In Davis v. State. 661 So.2d 1193 (Fla. 1995), our supreme court held that an

illegal sentence is one that exceeds the maximum period set forth by law for a particular offense 

without regards to the guidelines. Defendant's three-year sentence does not exceed the five-year 

period set forth by law for a 3d-degree felony. It is therefore,

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Defendant's motion is summarily DENIED. 

DONE AND ORDERED in Chambers at Panama City, Bay County, Florida this $

day of June, 1998.

DEDEE S. COSTELLO 
CIRCUIT JUDGE

Attachment:
Plea and Sentencing Hearing Transcript, pg. 12, filed on 8/26/96

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and exact copy of the foregoing has been provided by U.S. Mail 
to Edward Tyrone Ridley, DC #958659, Taylor Correctional Institution, P.O. Box 1728, Perry, FL 
32348 and Jonathan Dingus, ASA, P.O. Box 1040, Panama City, FL 32402 this ^ dav of June, 
1998.

ebbie Gehris, Judicial Assist.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT. FOURTEENTH 
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF THE STATE OF 
FLORIDA. IN AND FOR BAY COUNTY

STATE OF FLORIDA,

Plaintiff,

CASE NO.: 95-2844vs.

EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY,
SEPl i 199$Defendant.

> PVBliCUto
*ndJUBfc?A.L Gfxcvrr

* * *

The following pages constitute the PLEA AND SENTENCING

on the 29th day of July. 1996. in the above-stvled cause, heard before

the Honorable Allen L. Register. Acting Circuit Judge, at the Bay

County Courthouse. Panama City. Florida. Taken before Rebecca Ann5
I

Akins, a Judicial Court Reporter in and for the State of Florida at<
i

Large.
2
c

* W *

;

2

REBECCA ANN AKINS 
JUDICIAL COURT REPORTER

000112
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rights tnat Mr. Dingus has gone over with you?

No. sir.
;

THE DEFENDANT:

Have you had enough time to talk withTHE COURT:

your attorney about this plea?4

THE DEFENDANT: Yes. sir.5

Are vou satisfied with the advice andTHE COURT:6

services that he’s given to you?7

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.8

THE COURT: Okav. I will—Q

Would you like a factual basis, Judge? 

Yes. please. We need a factual basis. 

On or about the 4th day of December. 

1995. in Bay County, Florida. Edward T. Ridley did unlawfully attempt 

to commit a sexual battery upon a person over the age of twelve years, 

Shannon Pope, who’s twenty years of age, by attempting to pentrate her 

vagina with his fingers and/or penis, without the consent of Shannon 

Pope, in violation of Florida Statute 794.011. sub (5). Florida Statutes.

All right. Mr. Griffith, those are the

MR. DINGUS:10

THE COURT:11

MR. DINGUS:12

13

14

15

16

17|
s THE COURT:18I

facts upon which this plea of no contest is based?

MR. GRIFFITH: We will stipulate to those facts for the

5 ISs
20

purpose of this plea only.

THE COURT:

21

!
S

I will accept Mr. Ridley’s plea of no 

contest, find that he’s alert and intelligent, and he understands the 

nature and the consequences of his plea, and that he understands the 

rights he’ll be giving up by entering this plea. I also find that the facts

22

23

24

25

12
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DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL, FIRST DISTRICT 
2000 Drayton Drive 

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0950 
Telephone No. (850)488-6151

February 16, 2021

CASE NO.: 1D21-0475
L.T. No.: 1995-2844

State of FloridaEdward T. Ridley v.

Appellee / Respondent(s)Appellant / Petitioner(s)

BY ORDER OF THE COURT:

Upon the Court's own motion, the appellant is directed to file within 10 days from the 
date of this order conformed copies of the order(s) of the lower tribunal from which the appeal 
is being taken, together with any order entered on a timely motion postponing rendition of the 
order(s) appealed. The appellant shall also file a copy of the motion that postpones rendition. 
The copy of the motion shall include the original dated certificate of service. The conformed 
copies shall be filed by the appellant with a notice of filing which contains a certificate of 
service reflecting service on all counsel or parties in the case. Florida Rule of Appellate 
Procedure 9.420(c). The failure of appellant to timely comply with this order could result in the 
imposition of sanctions, including dismissal of the appeal/petition without further opportunity to 

be heard. Florida Rule of Appellate Procedure 9.410.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is (a true copy of) the original court order.

Served:

Edward Tyrone RidleyHon. Ashley Moody, AG 
Hon. Bill Kinsaul, Clerk

mh

& a$5mi
I

FIRST DISTRICT'

KRISTINA SAMUELS, CLERK US3a
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STATE OF FLORIDA 
2000 DRAYTON DRIVE 

TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32399-0950 
(850)488-6151 

WWW.1DCA.ORG

DANA SHARMAN 
CHIEF DEPUTY CLERK

KRISTINA SAMUELS 
CLERK OF COURT

February 16, 2021

Acknowledgment of New Case

RE: Edward T. Ridley v. 
State of Florida RECEIVED

MAR -f 2021CASE NUMBER: 1D21-0475
Lower Tribunal Case Number: 1995-2844 OFFICE OF THE CLERK 

SUPREME COURT. U.S.

The First District Court of Appeal has received the Notice of Appeal from the lower 
tribunal reflecting a filing date of February 15, 2021.

In the future, all documents filed in this case must contain this Court’s case number..

Per Administrative Orders 10-1 and 19-1, Appellant must file a Docketing 
Statement/Notice of Appearance of Counsel (“Docketing Statement”) within 20 days 
of the date of this acknowledgment notice. If pro se, Appellant may file a paper 
Docketing Statement by mail or an electronic Docketing Statement via the Florida 
Court’s E-Filing Portal. If represented, Appellant’s attorney must file the Docketing 
Statement via the Portal. A tillable form version of the Docketing Statement is . 
available via a link on the “Documents” tab of the Portal or on this Court’s website at 
https://www.1dca.org/Resources/General-lnformation. Opposing parties must file a 
Docketing Statement only if they seek to make amendments, corrections, or 
additions to Appellant’s Docketing Statement.
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Edward Tyrone RidleyServed: Hon. Ashley Moody, AG 
Hon. Bill Kinsaul, Clerk
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t DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL, FIRST DISTRICT 
STATE OF FLORIDA

NOTICE TO ATTORNEYS AND PARTIES 

(Revised October 22, 2020)

Counsel and Parties are expected to be familiar with and comply with the Florida Rules of Appellate 
Procedure and these guidelines. This notice is not intended to and does not provide parties with 
separately enforceable rights.

The court’s docket is available on-line at the court’s website (www.1dca.org) which is updated at the 
close of each business day. The website also includes an archive of court opinions and oral argument 
videos, a live oral argument video feed, the court’s oral argument calendar, administrative orders, the 
court’s Internal Operating Procedures, and other useful information. Ex parte communication with 
judges or their staffs is prohibited. Any questions about the status of a case should be directed to the 
Clerk’s office, and clients should direct such inquiries to their attorneys.

Electronic filings and payments should be made through the Florida Courts E-Filing Portal at 
https://myflcourtaccess.com. Go to the Florida Courts E-Filing Portal’s website to register. All attorneys 
are required to register with and file their documents electronically through the Florida Courts E-Filing 
Portal at https://mvficourtaccess.com. Pro se litigants may, but are not required to, register with the E- 
Filing Portal. Upon registering, all attorneys and registered users must file all documents through the 
E-Filing Portal; paper filings by attorneys and registered users are not authorized. The court does not 
accept filings by fax.

This court’s electronic system, eDCA, will remain as the court’s method for electronic service of 
outgoing filings and provide electronic case access. See the court’s website at www.1dca.org to register 
with eDCA and for more information on the court's electronic system. Registration through eDCA is 
required to receive service of the court’s outgoing electronic notifications via email (known as 
“Casemail”) which informs eDCA users when electronic documents are uploaded in any case to which 
the user is a party, attorney of record, or additional party. The email will contain a link to the electronic 
document. Registered eDCA users will not be mailed paper copies of documents from the court. 
Electronic copies of briefs are available to attorneys registered in eDCA even though the attorney is 
not listed with the court as attorney of record on that case. However, briefs in confidential cases are 
not available except to the attorneys and parties of record for that case. Not all briefs are available 
electronically, especially briefs in older cases.

Other than with payment of filing fees, the court directs that attorneys, parties, and lower tribunals 
should not include with filings a “transmittal letter” which serves no other purpose but to inform the court 
of what document(s) is being filed. The filing itself should be clearly marked identifying what the 
document is (brief, record, motion, etc.) and the case in which it is to be filed.

1. NOTICE OF APPEAL
The notice of appeal should include the full name of the lower tribunal judge or hearing officer who 
entered the order(s) and the date of rendition of the order(s) sought to be reviewed. See Fla. R. App. 
P. 9.020(e) or 9.180(b)(4). The notice should also contain the names of all parties to the appeal, 
whether the appeal is from a final or non-final order, and the exact nature of the order being appealed. 
For each attorney listed, the certificate of service for the notice of appeal should include the attorney's
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Iaddress (mailing and email), the name of the party the attorney represents, and whether the party 
represented is an appellant, appellee, etc. See Fla. R. App. P. 9.110(d), 9.130(c), 9.180(b)(4), and 
9.420(d). See #8 below. Notices of appeal are to be filed with the lower tribunal.

2. COPY OF ORDER BEING APPEALED
The party filing the notice of appeal shall attach to the notice a copy of the order(s) that the party wants 
reviewed. The party filing the appeal shall also attach a copy of any motion that affects the date of 
rendition of the order appealed and any order entered on any motion that affects the date of rendition. 
See Fla. R. App. P. 9.020(i), 9.110(d) and 9.130(c).

3. DOCKETING STATEMENTS
All parties are requested to complete a Docketing Statement to the best of their ability, serve a copy on 
the opposing party/attorneys, and return a copy to the court. Pro se filers may complete the pink paper 
Docketing Statement provided by the court. Attorneys and registered users are required to file the 
docketing statement through the E-Filing Portal. A tillable Docketing Statement will be available on the 
E-Filing Portal and on this court’s website.

4. NUMBER OF COPIES
If a document is filed in paper, only the original is required to be filed with the court. If a document is 
filed electronically through the E-Filing Portal by a registered user, no paper copies are permitted.

5. COPIES OF RECORDS
The Clerk’s office is required by statute to charge $1.00 per page to make copies of case records. 
Additional fees may apply for other services, such as certification. Registered attorneys and parties 
may be able to find copies of records in their cases on eDCA. Copies of records available on eDCA 
may be downloaded by a registered user without charge. Confidential records may not be available.

6. SUPPLEMENTATION OF RECORDS
Supplemental records in appeals must be provided by the clerks of the lower tribunal after approval of 
a motion filed in this court. Absent special circumstances, records in these appeals may not be 
supplemented by attachments to motions or briefs.

7. MOTIONS
Any request for action or relief from this court should be set forth in the form of a motion styled with 
“First District Court of Appeal,” the case name, this court’s case number, and the lower tribunal number. 
See Fia. R. App. P. 9.300. As well, all motions must contain a proper certificate of service showing that 
copies of the motion have been served on the opposing counsel/parties. See #8 below. If the record 
has not yet been filed with this court, record material supporting a motion should be included in an 
appendix to the motion. See #12 below. Motions for extension of time must include the number of days 
requested and a date certain when the brief will be filed. Motions for extension of time, motions relating 
to preparation of the record or briefs, and motions to reschedule oral argument must contain a certificate 
that opposing counsel has been consulted and state whether there is an objection to the motion.

a. Extensions of Time for Filing Briefs
Effective February 21,2019, pursuant to Administrative Order 19-2, an agreed notice of extension of 
time will be accepted in civil appeals for up to a total of 90 days for initial and answer briefs and up to 
a total of 15 days for reply briefs and in criminal appeals for up to a total of 60 days for initial and 
answer briefs. The agreed notice must state the number of days agreed upon for the extension, not 
just the date the brief would be due. Extensions granted prior to the submission of the agreed notice 
shall count as part of the aggregate time periods. This procedure shall apply to final and non-final 
criminal and civil appeals, including administrative appeals. It shall not apply to proceedings involving
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\ adoptions, dependency, termination of parental rights, delinquency, emergency appeals, or any other 

appeal which has been expedited by the court. It also shall not apply to original proceedings governed 
by Rule 9.100, Workers' Compensation proceedings, or appeals governed by Rule 9.141(b)(2). 
Extensions beyond the time must be presented to the court by motion.

A motion for extension of time served after time has expired for serving the brief will generally not be 
granted unless good cause is shown. Failure to comply with these standards may result in dismissal of 
the case, striking of the untimely brief, and/or other sanctions.

In Workers’ Compensation cases, a motion for extension of time must specifically state the 
circumstances justifying an extension, and motions requesting an extension on the sole basis of a busy 
schedule will not be favorably received. Extensions for reply briefs in Workers’ Compensation cases 
will not be granted except upon showing of extreme emergency.

b. Expedited Child Cases
The court has accelerated procedures for certain child cases. These cases are designated as “child 
cases” by order. Extensions of time in such cases are not granted except in emergency circumstances.

c. Responses to Motions
Any response to a motion shall be promptly served, i.e., within 15 days of the service of the motion or 
such other time as may be specifically set by the court. No reply to a response will be considered unless 
specifically authorized by the court. See Fla. R. App. P. 9.300(a).

8. CERTIFICATES OF SERVICE
This court does not provide service of documents for litigants. Litigants must serve opposing 
counsel/parties with a copy of all documents filed with the court. All filings shall contain a certificate of 
service stating that copies have been provided to the opposing counsel/parties. There are different 
forms for proof of service based on whether you are filing as an attorney, a pro se inmate, or other pro 
se litigant. See Fla. R. Jud. Admin 2.516 and Fla. R. App. P. 9.420. Documents that are served on the 
opposing side electronically must state the electronic means used as well as the date of service. If a 
certificate of service indicates someone is served by email, it must list the name of the person served 
as well as the person’s email address. Examples of Certificates of Service:

By attorney or Pro Se (Non-Inmate) Litigant:

I certify that a copy of this filing has been provided to (insert name or names) by (circle 
delivery/mail/email/E-Filing Portal) on (insert date). (Sign), attorney for (insert name of party) or 
(insert name if pro se), (insert address), (insert phone number), (insert email address), (insert 
Bar number if an attorney).

By Pro Se Inmate:

I certify that a copy of this filing has been placed in the hands of (insert name of 
institutional official) for mailing to (insert name or names) on (insert date). (Sign), (insert 
address), (insert phone number), (insert prison identification numbers).

9. AFTER HOURS FILINGS
Paper filings may be received by the guard after regular business hours and will be stamped as filed 
on the day received. There is no guarantee the guard will be available on any given day to accept filings 
so litigants should ensure that time sensitive matters are filed during regular business hours (8 a.m. to
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5 p.m.) on-days the court is open. The date an electronic filing is received by the court through the E- 
Filing Portal will constitute the date of filing, up to 11:59 p.m., Eastern Standard Time.

i

10. SERVICE OF EMERGENCY PAPERS
Any filing designated as an "Emergency" should be served on the parties in the same manner, when 
practical, as used for the filing itself; e.g., if the paper was filed by special delivery, then the paper 
should be served on the parties via special delivery. Electronically filed documents though the E-Filing 
Portal may be marked as “Emergency” when filed by checking the emergency filing box as well as in 
the title of the document. Filings should only be marked as “Emergency” if a true emergency exists.

11. BRIEFS
Only one copy of a brief is permitted to be filed and the brief must be signed. Paper briefs shall NOT 
be stapled or bound. See Fla. R. App. P. 9.210(a)(3). The answer brief shall contain all the same 
elements as contained in the initial brief except that the statement of the case and facts may be omitted. 
The initial and answer briefs shall include a list of citations and a table of contents with each issue listed 
and reference made to the page(s) where each issue is discussed in the brief. The court prefers that 
the reply brief be submitted in this same format. Briefs are screened by the court when filed to determine 
compliance with Florida Rule of Appellate Procedure 9.210.

a. Font Size on Briefs:
Briefs filed in paper format are required to be on 8 1/2-by-11-inch white paper. All briefs are to be double 
spaced. Fleadings and subheadings shall be in print at least as large as the rest of the brief and may 
be single spaced. Rule 9.210(a)(2) requires that all computer-generated briefs be submitted in either 
Times New Roman 14-point font or Courier New 12-point font and include a certification signed by the 
individual filing the brief that the brief complies with the font requirements. Briefs filed electronically 
through the E-Filing Portal are not required to have an original signature.

b. Standard of Review in Briefs:
The argument section of briefs must contain the standard of review to be applied by the court as to 
each issue presented. See Fla. R. App. P. 9.210(b)(5).

c. Expanded Briefs:
The court does not generally approve briefs which exceed the page limits contained in Florida Rule of 
Appellate Procedure 9.210(a)(5). That rule provides that initial and answer briefs should not exceed 50 
pages and the reply brief is limited to 15 pages. If a cross-appeal has been filed, the answer brief/initial 
brief on cross-appeal shall not exceed 85 pages. A reply brief that includes the appellant's answer brief 
on a cross-appeal may not exceed 50 pages in length. See Fla. R. App. P. 9.210(a)(5). Any motion 
requesting to exceed the page limit must include with the motion the proposed expanded brief. See 
Bennett v. Florida National Bank, 517 So. 2d 97 (Fla. 1st DCA 1987).

d. Amendments or Corrections:
Any request to amend or correct a brief must be made by motion, accompanied by a copy of the entire 
brief that includes the correction(s) and is entitled an “Amended Brief." See Fla. R. App. P. 9.210, North 
Florida Regional Medical Center v. Witt, 616 So. 2d 614 (Fla. 1st DCA 1993). It is also desirable that 
the motion contain the position of the opposing counsel regarding the filing of the amended brief.

e. Amicus Curiae Briefs
Any party wishing to file an amicus brief shall file a motion requesting leave of court to file the brief 
complying with the requirements of Florida Rule of Appellate Procedure 9.370. If filed by an attorney or 
registered user, amicus curiae briefs must be electronically filed via the E-Filing Portal.
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V 12. APPENDIX
If an appendix is submitted in paper, it shall be filed separately from the document it accompanies and 
be bound by a paper clip or staple in the upper left corner, not bound in book form. The appendix shall 
include at the front an index (table of contents). Electronically filed appendices must be filed as a single 
PDF document which is properly indexed and consecutively paginated, beginning with the cover sheet 
as page 1. The PDF must be text searchable, paginated so that the page numbers displayed by the 
PDF reader exactly match the pagination of the index, bookmarked consistently with the index, and 
shall not contain condensed transcripts unless authorized by the court. See Fla. R. App. P. 9.220.

13. FONT SIZE AND PAGE LIMITS ON PETITIONS, RESPONSES AND REPLIES
Rules 9.210(a) and 9.100(1) set forth the requirements for margins, font size, and spacing for briefs, 
petitions, replies and responses. The print must be black, double spaced, and contain no less than 1- 
inch margins. Footnotes and quotations may be single spaced and shall be of the same type size and 
spacing as the text. Computer-generated petitions, responses, and replies shall be submitted in either 
Times New Roman 14-point font or Courier New 12-point font. All computer-generated petitions, 
responses, or replies must contain a certification as to compliance with the Rule's font requirements. 
See Fla. R. App. P. 9.100(/). A petition or response to a petition should not exceed 50 pages in length, 
and the petitioner's reply should not exceed 15 pages. See Fla. R. App. P. 9.100(g)-(k).

14. PHYSICAL EVIDENCE
Physical evidence is usually not submitted to the appellate court. If a party desires to include physical 
evidence with the record forwarded to this court on appeal, excluding documents, the party shall first 
seek permission from this court by filing a motion. See Fla. R. App. P. 9.200(a)(1).

15. CORPORATE SELF-REPRESENTATION
While an individual may represent his or her interest in court without an attorney, a corporation is not 
permitted to do so through non-lawyer employees, officers, or shareholders. See Richter v. Higdon 
Homes, Inc., 544 So. 2d 300 (Fla. 1st DCA 1989); Nicholson Supply Co. v. First Federal Savings & 
Loan Assoc, of Hardee County, 184 So. 2d 438 (Fla. 2d DCA 1966).

16. FOREIGN ATTORNEYS
Attorneys who are members in good standing in other jurisdictions may be granted permission by court 
order to appear in proceedings in this court. See Fla. R. App. P. 9.440(a); Fla. R. Jud. Admin. 2.510. 
Attorneys who have been permitted to appear pro hac vice in the lower court must still file a motion for 
leave to appear before this court. Pursuant to Section 35.22(2)(a), Florida Statutes, the clerk is required 
to collect a $100 filing fee from each attorney appearing pro hac vice. An additional filing fee of $250 is 
required by the Florida Bar.

17. ORAL ARGUMENT
Requests for oral argument shall be made by filing a separate filing labeled as a request for oral 
argument and shall contain no other subject matter. Oral argument requests should be limited to those 
cases where counsel believes it will serve a definite and useful purpose in aiding the court in deciding 
the issue(s) on appeal. See Fla. R. App. P. 9.320. Cases receive the same consideration regardless 
of whether an oral argument request has been made. Requests for oral argument shall be made not 
later than 15 days after the last brief is due, or in petitions, not later than 15 days after the reply is due, 
unless otherwise ordered by the court. Any request for oral argument by video teleconferencing should 
be contained in the request for oral argument and should contain the consent of the opposing 
counsel/party. Once the court has scheduled oral argument, motions for continuances are not favored 
except in emergency circumstances. The court should be notified first by phone, followed by motion, if 
within ten days prior to the oral argument date settlement agreements appear successful or a motion 
for voluntary dismissal is expected prior to oral argument.
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18. NOTICE OF SUPPLEMENTAL AUTHORITY
A copy of a newly discovered authority should be attached to the notice. While the notice should 
designate the issue to which the supplemental authority relates, no argument or comment on the 
authority may be included in the notice. See Fla. R. App. P. 9.225. Counsel should be familiar with 
Ogden Allied Services v. Panesso, 619 So. 2d 1023 (Fla. 1st DCA 1993), and Brown and Williamson 
Tobacco Corporation, etc. v. David Young, 690 So. 2d 1377 (Fla. 1st DCA 1997).

19. APPELLATE MEDIATION PROGRAM
This court no longer has a mediation program. Requests for mediation are governed by Florida Rule of 
Appellate Procedure 9.700.

20. REHEARING
Although motions for rehearing are permitted by Florida Rule of Appellate Procedure 9.330, the court 
strongly discourages the practice of routinely filing such motions. See Whipple v. State, 431 So. 2d 
1011 (Fla. 2d DCA 1983). Rule 9.330(a) requires that a motion for rehearing set forth the law or fact 
that the court has overlooked or misapprehended in its decision and shall not present issues not 
previously raised in the proceedings. Where there has been an award of attorney's fees on appeal, 
additional fees may be awarded upon a denial of a motion for rehearing. Counsel should be familiar 
with Gainesville Coca-Cola v. Young, 632 So. 2d 83 (Fla. 1st DCA 1993), and Lawyers Title Insurance 
Corp. v. Reitzes, 631 So. 2d 1101 (Fla. 4th DCA 1994). Any response to a motion for rehearing must 
be served within 15 days of service of the motion.

21. LEGAL ADVICE
Judges of this court are not permitted to provide legal advice, provide separate advisory opinions, or 
respond to general questions of the law except in cases properly brought before the court. Employees 
of the clerk’s office and the court are likewise not permitted to provide legal advice. Litigants should 
review the Florida Rules of Appellate Procedure and may want to consult the Pro Se (Unrepresented) 
Appellate Handbook from the Appellate Practice Section of The Florida Bar at 
http://www.flabaraDDellate.org.

22. AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT 
In accordance with the Americans with Disabilities Act, if you are a person with a disability 
who needs any accommodation in order to participate in proceedings or activities before 
this court, you are entitled, at no cost to you, to the provision of certain assistance. Please 
contact the First District Court of Appeal Marshal’s Office at 2000 Drayton Drive, 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0950; or at telephone number (850) 717-8132, at least seven (7) 
days before the proceeding, or immediately upon receiving this notification if the time 
before the scheduled proceeding is less than seven (7) days. If you are hearing or voice 
impaired, call 711.

23. PAYMENT OF FILING FEES
Filings fees may be paid in person, by mail, or through the Florida Courts E-Filing Portal by going to 
the “Documents” page, click the “Add” button, and search for the “Pay Fee” category. A cover letter or 
copy of this court’s fee order must be filed with payment. Do not attach a fee payment to a motion, 
brief, or other filing. Payments will not be charged until acceptance of the filing. A convenience fee will 
be applied to all electronic payments.
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DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL, FIRST DISTRICT 
2000 Drayton Drive 

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0950 
Telephone No. (850)488-6151

September 16, 2020

CASE NO.: 1D20-1998
L.T, No.: 2019 CA 2196

Florida Department of Law 
Enforcement

Edward Tyrone Ridley v.

Appellee / Respondent(s)Appellant / Petitioner(s)

BY ORDER OF THE COURT:

Appellant has failed to timely file the initial brief. Within 20 days from the date of this 
order, appellant shall file the initial brief or, alternatively, show cause why this appeal should 
not be dismissed for failure to comply with the rules and orders of this Court. The failure to 
timely comply with this order will result in dismissal of this case without further opportunity to 
be heard. Fla. R. App. P. 9.410.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is (a true copy of) the original court order.

Served: /

James Martin, GCElizabeth Yerkes, AGC 
Edward Tyrone Ridley

ms

KRISTINA SAMUELS, CLERK

\

i

j



3;

FILED
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT ftUG I 9 ftM W* ^
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT CaM||F1 S
OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA “APPEAL
IN AND FOR BAY COUNTY At' FIRST 01STRT.'

FIRST DCA CASE NO.: 1D20-1916 
L.T. CASE NO.: 95-2844-H

STATE OF FLORIDA,

Plaintiff,
RECEIVED 

MAR -f 2021
V.

EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY,
gajgJSEaap

Defendant.

ORDER DISMISING IN PART AND DENYING IN PART MOTION TO CORRECT
ILLEGAL SENTENCE. DENYING EMERGENCY MOTION TO COMPEL. DENYING

MOTION TO WITHDRAW PLEA. AND DENYING MOTION TO REMOVE
REQUIREMENT TO REGISTER AS A SEXUAL OFFENDER

THIS MATTER is before the Court on the Defendant’s pro se “Emergency Fla. Stat. 
3.800(a) to Withdraw Case No. 1995-2844-CFA; 794.011(5) Five, Do[es] Not Exist as a Third 
Degree Felony, Remove OffF.S 943.0435 Pursuant to 943.04354 and Ineffective Assistance of 
Counsel,” filed June 11, 2020, which the Court construes as a Motion to Correct Illegal Sentence 
pursuant to Florida Rule of Criminal Procedure 3.800(a), pro se Motion to Compel, filed June 11, 
2020, and pro se “Expedited Argument in Support that Fla. Stat. 943.0435 Did Not Exist When 
Alleged Offense Occurred,” filed July 30, 2020. Having considered said Motions, the court file 
and records, and being otherwise fully advised, this Court finds as follows:

HISTORY

The Amended Information charged the Defendant with Sexual Battery in violation of 
section 794.011(5), Florida Statutes, as follows:

Edward T. Ridley, on or about the 4th day of December, 1995, in the County 
and State aforesaid, did unlawfully commit a sexual battery upon a person over the 
age of twelve (12) years, to-wit: [Victim], 20 years of age, by penetrating her vagina 
with his finger(s) and/or his penis, without the consent of said victim, and in the 
process thereof used physical force and violence not likely to cause serious personal 
injury, in violation of Section 794.011(5), Florida Statutes.
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(Am. Information.) On July 29, 1996, the Defendant entered a plea of nolo contendere to the 
charge of Attempted Sexual Battery, a third-degree felony. (Plea, Waiver and Consent.) In 
accordance with the agreed disposition, the Defendant was adjudicated guilty of Attempted Sexual 
Battery in violation of section 794.011, Florida Statutes, a third-degree felony, sentenced to three 
years in prison with 230 days of jail credit, and ordered to submit blood specimens to the Florida 
Department of Law Enforcement pursuant to section 943.325, Florida Statutes. (Judgment and 
Sentence.) On direct appeal, the First District Court of Appeal per curiam affirmed the judgment 
and sentence. (Mandate and Opinion, 1D96-3228.)

From the date of his conviction and sentence through January of 1998, the Defendant filed 
numerous pro se motions, affidavits, and letters. On January 30, 1998, the Court took “judicial 
notice that the defendant has filed 37 frivolous and meritless petitions, pro se orders and other 
unauthorized pro se documents since the date of his conviction on July 29, 1996. Further, he has 
mailed a myriad of correspondence directly to the Court. In response to the multitude of letters, 
the Court has properly advised the defendant, on numerous occasions, that it could not grant the 
defendant’s requests ex parte.” The Court noted that he would "be allowed to file a pro se appeal 
of judgment of his conviction or an order denying his prospective postconviction relief motion” 
but ordered the Clerk “to reject for filing any civil petitions and appeals, pro se orders and letters 
addressed to the Court therefrom unless accompanied by the proper filing fee or submitted and 
signed by a member of the Florida Bar.” (Order Denying Motion for Gag Order and Order 
Denying Further Pro Se Civil Filings.)

On June 1, 1998, the Defendant filed a pro se Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence 
pursuant to rule 3.800(a). The Defendant alleged his sentence was illegal because attempted sexual 
battery was not an offense under section 794.011, (Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence.) In 
denying relief, the Court noted that the third-degree felony offense of Attempted Sexual Battery is 
a lesser offense of the second-degree felony of Sexual Battery pursuant to section 794.011(5), 
Florida Statutes. The Court also determined the record clearly showed that the Defendant “was 
informed that he had violated Fla. Stat. 794.011(5), which is a 2d-degree felony that is punishable 
up to 15 years imprisonment” but the “state offered defendant a plea for the lesser offense of 
attempted sexual battery (3d-degree felony), which is punishable up to five years DOC. As a 
result, defendant accepted the plea and was sentenced to three years DOC.” The Court ruled the 
three-year sentence did not exceed the five-year statutory maximum sentence for a third-degree 
felony and was not an illegal sentence. (Order Denying Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence.)

On June 9, 1998, the Defendant filed a Motion to Dismiss Information in which he argued 
the facts did not establish a prima facie case of guilt to support a conviction of Attempted Sexual 
Battery under section 794.011 because the alleged victim was over the age of 18, citing section
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794.01(2)(a). (Motion to Dismiss Information.) This Motion was denied. (Order Denying Motion 
to Dismiss Information.)

OnJune 16, 1998, the Defendant filed a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus. The Defendant 
again argued that his review of section 794.011 Florida Statutes, indicated there was no third- 
degree felony of Attempted Sexual Battery when the alleged victim is over the age of eighteen. 
He contended the only Attempted Sexual Battery was set forth in section 794.011(2), which was 
either a capital felony or life felony when the victim is under the age of twelve. (Petition for Writ 
of Habeas Corpus.) The Petition was denied. (Order Denying Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus.) 
The Defendant’s July 7, 1998 Immediate Emergency Amended Motion to Correct an Illegal 
Sentence, in which he again raised this argument, was denied. (Immediate Emergency Amended 
Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence; Order Denying Immediate Emergency Amended Motion to 
Correct an Illegal Sentence.)

PRESENT MOTIONS

On June 11, 2020, the Defendant filed his pro se “Emergency Fla. Stat. 3.800(A) to 
Withdraw Case No. 1995-2844 CFA; 794.011(5) Five, Do[es] Not Exist as a Third Degree Felony, 
Remove Off F.S. 943.0435 Pursuant to 943.04354 and Ineffective Assistance of Counsel.” On 
July 30, 2020, the Defendant filed a pro se motion styled “Expedited Argument in Support that 
Fla. Stat. 943.0435 Did Not Exist When Alleged Offense Occurred or Contemplated on December 
6, 1995 Violated Due Process and Substantive Due Process Caused Violation of the Ex Post Facto 
Clause Art. 1, U.S. Const.” The arguments raised in these motions, as addressed below, are due 
to be dismissed in part and denied in part.

“[T]o be subject to correction under rule 3.800(a) a sentence must be ‘one that no judge 
under the entire body of sentencing laws could possibly impose. ’ Wright v. State. 911 So. 2d 81, 
83 (rla. 2005). Put another way, ‘[a] sentence that patently fails to comport with statutory or 
constitutional limitations is by definition ‘“illegal.”’ Martinez v. State. 211 So. 3d 989, 991 (Fla. 
2017) (citations omitted). Under rule 3.800(a), “the burden [is on] the petitioner to demonstrate 
an entitlement to relief on the face of the record.” Williams v. State. 957 So. 2d 600, 604 (Fla 
2007).

The Defendant asserts that a violation of section 794.011(5) is not a third-degree felony, 
but he has “newly discovered” that attempted sexual battery is a second-degree felony committed 
against a minor under the age of sixteen. He notes that the victim was twenty years old on the date 
of the charged offense. He contends the present case should be dismissed “with prejudice.”
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The Defendant’s claim that he is convicted of a non-existent offense because section 
794.011, Florida Statutes, does not establish a third-degree felony of Attempted Sexual Battery is 
due to be dismissed as successive. See Fla. R. Crim. P. 3.800(a)(2) (“A court may dismiss a second 
or successive motion if the court finds that the motion fails to allege new or different grounds for 
relief and the prior determination was on the merits.”).

If not successive, this claim would be due to be denied as meritless. The Defendant was 
charged with Sexual Battery in violation of section 794.011(5), Florida Statutes, against a twenty- 
year-old victim. (Am. Information.) Section 794.011(5) provides that a person who commits 
sexual battery on a person 12 years of age or older without that person’s consent, and in the process 
thereof does not use physical force and violence likely to cause serious personal injury commits a 
felony of the second degree. Section 777.04(l)(a), Florida Statutes, provides that a person who 
attempts to commit an offense prohibited by law and does any act toward the commission of such 
offense, but fails in the perpetration, commits the offense of criminal attempt. 
777.04(4)(d), Florida Statutes, provides: “ Except as otherwise provided in s. 828.125(2) or s. 
849.25(4), if the offense attempted ... is a felony of the second degree ... the offense of criminal 
attempt... is a felony of the third degree.” The Defendant did not enter a plea to a non-existent 
offense.

Section

The Defendant next raises claims regarding application of section 943.0435, Florida 
Statutes. He contends that his case did not meet the requirements of section 943.0435, Florida 
Statutes. The Defendant states “there had to be a sexual component before labeling” him pursuant 
to section 943.0435. He also argues that section 943.0435 had not been enacted on the date of the 
charged offense or the date he was sentenced, application of the statute violated his rights to 
procedural and substantive due process, and retroactive application of the statute violates the ex 
post facto clause. He requests withdrawal of his 1996 plea based on breach of contract. These 
claims are due to be denied.

The Defendant met the requirements of section 943.0435, Florida Statutes, requiring 
registration of sexual offenders. The definition of “Sexual Offender” in section 943.0435(l)(a) 
includes a person who has been convicted of attempting an offense proscribed in 794.011 and who 
“has been released on or after October 1, 1997,” from the sanction imposed for such conviction. 
The Defendant was convicted of Attempted Sexual Battery in violation of section 794.011. He 
was sentenced on July 29,1996, to three years in prison with credit for jail time prior to sentencing. 
See § 946.0435(l)(b), Fla. Stat. (“Convicted” means “the person has been determined guilty 
result of a plea ora trial, regardless of whether adjudication is withheld.”). The Florida Department 
of Corrections Offender Network indicates he was released from incarceration on December 11, 
1998. (See also Order Denying Motion for Post Conviction Relief.) Having been convicted of an

as a
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enumerated offense, “sex offender” status automatically attached. See Brinson v. State. 291 So. 
3d 620, 624 (Fla. 1st DCA 2020).

It has been determined that the registration requirements of section 943.0435 do not deny 
a defendant procedural due process. See Milks v. State. 894 So. 2d 924,927-28 (Fla. 2005); Smith 
v. State, 871 So. 2d 296 (Fla. 1st DCA 2004); Garcia v. State. 909 So. 2d 971, 972 (Fla. 3d DCA 
2005). The argument that the provision violates substantive due process has previously been 
rejected. See Doe v. Moore. 410 F.3d 1337 (11th Cir. 2005); Garcia. 909 So. 2d at 972. The 
argument that application of section 943.0435 to a person whose qualifying offense was committed 
prior to enactment of the statute violates ex post facto principles has also been rejected. See Smith 
v- Dog. 538 U.S. 84 (2003) (holding the Alaska Sex Offender Registration Act is nonpunitive and 
its retroactive application therefore did not violate the Ex Post Facto Clause); Givens v. State. 851 
So. 2d 813, 814-15 (Fla. 2d DCA 2003), review denied. 917 So. 2d 193 (Fla. 2005) (same); 
Freeland v. State. 832 So. 2d 923 (Fla. 1st DCA 2002) (holding section 943.0435, Florida Statutes, 
does not violate the ex post facto clause because it neither alters the definition of criminal conduct 
not constitutes punishment); Simmons v. State. 753 So. 2d 762, 763 (Fla. 4th DCA 2000) (holding 
application of section 943.0435, Florida Statutes, did not violate the ex post facto clause because 
it is a regulatory statute that does not constitute punishment and is procedural in nature); cf. 
Rickman v. State. 714 So. 2d 538 (Fla. 5th DCA 1998) (determining the registration requirement 
of Florida’s Sexual Predator Act is procedural and regulatory in nature and does not constitute 
punishment in violation of the ex post facto clause).

The motion to withdraw his 1996 plea is due to be denied. See State v. Partlow. 840 So. 
2d 1040, 1041 (Fla. 2003) (holding the sexual offender registration requirement is a collateral 
consequence of a pica and the failure to inform the defendant of that requirement before he entered 
the plea does not render a plea involuntary); Vega v. State. 208 So. 3d 215 (Fla. 3d DCA 2016) 
(affirming denial of motion to withdraw plea based on application of section 943.0435 filed almost 
eighteen years after the effective date of the statute and fourteen years after the defendant became 
subject to the statutory registration and reporting requirements); Nelson v. State. 780 So. 2d 294 
(Fla. 1st DCA 2001) (affirming denial of motion to withdraw plea because neither the trial court 
nor defense counsel informed him he would be designated a sexual offender under section 
943.0435 because the reporting requirements is a collateral consequence that is not compelled to 
be disclosed before acceptance of a plea); Simmons.753 So. 2d at 763 (affirming trial court’s denial 
of relief when defendant filed a motion for declaratory and injunctive relief seeking to have section 
943.0435 declared inapplicable to him and asserting he would not have entered a plea if he had 
known that his picture would be posted on the Internet): cf. Collie v. State. 710 So. 2d 1000, 1008- 
12 (Fla. 2d DCA 1998) (determining that a sexual predator designation after violation of 
community control did not constitute a breach of contract because the sexual predator designation 
was a collateral consequence of the guilty plea and not a form of punishment and therefore did not



State v. Ridley; lB DCA Case No.: ID20-I916; L.T. Case No. 95-2844-H 
Order Dismissing in Part and Denying in Part Motion to Correct Illegal 
Sentence, Denying Motion to Compel, Denying Motion to Withdraw 
Plea, and Denying Motion to Remove Registration Requirement 
Page 6 of 8

impose a punishment beyond that to which he contractually agreed, and concluding there was not 
a procedural due process violation because the designation was not a deprivation of life, liberty or 
property); Pearman v. State, 764 So. 2d 739 (Fla. 4th DCA 2000) (same); contrast State v. Wiita. 
744 So. 2d 1232 (Fla. 4th DCA 1999) (determining the trial court did not abuse its discretion in 
granting motion to vacate sentence (filed eight months after section 943.0435 became effective) 
and providing the defendant was no longer subject to the provisions of section 943.0435 based on 
a determination that he did not enter his plea with an understanding of the full consequences of the 
plea because the defendant bargained for anonymity and was promised that his adjudication would 
be withheld and his file would be sealed if he successfully completed his probation).

Finally, the Defendant argues the sexual offender designation “must be immediately 
removed pursuant to F.S. 943.04354.” The Defendant’s request for removal of the registration 
requirement pursuant to section 943.04354, Florida Statutes, is not cognizable in a motion filed 
pursuant to rule 3.800(a) or rule 3.850. See State v. Hernandez. 278 So. 3d 845, 849 (Fla. 3d DCA 
2019). Moreover, the Defendant has not established, or even alleged, that he meets the 
requirements for removal of the requirement pursuant to section 943.04354. Sre State v. Brena. 
278 So. 3d 850 (Fla. 3d DCA 2019) (holding the trial court did not have the authority to disregard 
the statutory mandate and grant a petition to remove the requirement to register as a sex offender 
absent a finding the person met the statutorily mandated eligibility requirements for removal). 
Accordingly, the motion for removal of the registration requirement pursuant to section 943.04354 
is due to be denied.

Finally, the Defendant asserts that he has been labeled a child sexual predator and child sex 
offender by the Florida Department of Law Enforcement (FDLE) “who lied and stated by 
falsifying evidence” that the victim in this case was a twelve-year-old child. He states “FDLE 
conspired with Crisp Co., Ga. Sheriff detective Tamara Sears by falsifying evidence that 
[Defendant] had a prior felony sexual assault conviction against a minor.” He alleges his “civil 
rights have been violated by this Court, agents, FDLE, Public Defender’s Offices with Floyd 
Griffith; former State Attorney John Dingus, individuals, states, counites, local, city and federal 
individuals acting vindictively, corruptly under color of Federal and State law without due 
process.” The Defendant requests this Court contact “Georgia courts immediately and declare” 
that the present case “is withdrawn,” notify the Georgia courts that he was not subject to section 
943.0435 because it had not been enacted on the date of the charged offense, and demand his 
expedited immediate emergency release from state custody in several Georgia cases.

Regarding the Defendant’s claim that someone at the FDLE incorrectly reported to Georgia 
officials that the victim in the present case was a twelve-year-old child, this Court does not have 
jurisdiction over the FDLE in the present case. The Defendant should seek correction of any 
incorrect information transmitted by the FDLE through that agency. As addressed above, the
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Defendant’s motion for the above-styled case to be “withdrawn” is without merit. This Court has 
no jurisdiction to order the Defendant’s release from custody in another jurisdiction.

In the Motion to Compel, filed June 11, 2020, the Defendant requested the Court compel 
the State Attorney to immediately answer the “Emergency Fla. Stat. 3.800(a) to Withdraw Case 
No. 1995-2844-CFA; 794.011(5) Five, Do[es] Not Exist as a Third Degree Felony, Remove Off 
F.S 943.0435 Pursuant to 943.04354 and Ineffective Assistance of Counsel," filed June 11, 2020. 
Because the claims raised in that motion do not entitle the Defendant to relief, the Motion to 
Compel is also due to be denied.

Therefore, it is

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that:

The “Emergency Fla. Stat. 3.800(a) to Withdraw Case No. 1995-2844-CFA; 
794.011(5) Five, Do[es] Not Exist as a Third Degree Felony, Remove Off F.S 943.0435 Pursuant 
to 943.04354 and Ineffective Assistance of Counsel,” filed June 11,2020, is DISMISSED in part 
and DENIED in part;

A.

B. The Motion to Compel filed June 11,2020, is DENIED; and

The “Expedited Argument in Support that Fla. Stat. 943.0435 Did Not Exist When 
Alleged Offense Occurred” filed July 30, 2020, is DENIED.

C.

The Defendant has thirty (30) days from the rendition of this Order to appeal this decision.

/■pONE AND ORDERED in chambers,
2020.

County, Florida, this

CHRISTOPHER N. PATTERSON 
CIRCUIT JUDGE

Attachments:
Amended Information, filed June 11, 1996 
Plea, Waiver and Consent, filed July 29, 1996 
Judgment and Sentence, filed July 29, 1996 
Mandate and Opinion ID96-3228, filed March 24, 1997
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Attachments, continued:
Order Denying Motion for Gag Order and Order Denying Further Pro Se Civil Filings, filed 

January 30, 1998
Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence, filed June 1, 1998 (without attachments)
Order Denying Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence, filed June 16, 1998 
Motion to Dismiss Information, filed June 9, 1998 
Order Denying Motion to Dismiss Information, filed June 17, 1998 
Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus, filed June 16, 1998 
Order Denying Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus, filed June 22, 1998 
Immediate Emergency Amended Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence, filed July 7, 1998 
Order Denying Immediate Emergency Amended Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence, filed 

July 9, 1998

Edward T. Ridley, 570139 
Wilcox State Prison 
P.O. Box 397 
Abbeville, GA 31001

cc:

The State Attorney’s Office 
P.O. Box 1040 
Panama City, FL 32402

Hon. Kristina Samuels, Clerk 
First District Court of Appeal 
2000 Drayton Drive 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0950
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DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL, FIRST DISTRICT 
2000 Drayton Drive 

Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0950 
Telephone No. (850)488-6151

February 16, 2021

CASE NO.: 1D21-0475
L.T. No.: 1995-2844

State of FloridaEdward T. Ridley v.

Appellee / Respondent(s)Appellant / Petitioner(s)

BY ORDER OF THE COURT:

Appellant has filed a notice of appeal in the lower tribunal without the entry of an order 
of insolvency or deposit of the statutory filing fee. Accordingly, Appellant shall, within 30 days 
from the date of this order, either file a certified copy of the lower tribunal’s order of insolvency 
for appellate purposes as required by Florida Rule of Appellate Procedure 9.430 or pay to the 
clerk of this Court the sum of $300.00 as the appellate filing fee required by the applicable rule 
of procedure and Section 35.22(2)(a), Florida Statutes (2018). If Appellant seeks a waiver of 
the filing fee on the grounds of indigency, Appellant shall file a motion and affidavit of indigency 
with the clerk of the lower tribunal (the court, agency, officer, board, commission, or body 
whose order is to be reviewed) for a determination by the lower tribunal of whether an order of 
insolvency should be issued pursuant to Rule 9.430 and Section 57.081(1) or 57.085(2), 
Florida Statutes (2018), as applicable.

This appeal shall not proceed until the order of insolvency is filed or the fee is paid. 
Failure to comply with this order will result in the dismissal of this case without further 
opportunity to be heard. Florida Rule of Appellate Procedure 9.410.

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing is (a true copy of) the original court order.
Served:

Edward Tyrone RidleyHon. Ashley Moody, AG 
Hon. Bill Kinsaul, Clerk
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I

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT 
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA 
IN AND FOR BAY COUNTY

FIRST DCA CASE NO.: 1D20-19I6 
L.T. CASE NO.: 95-2844-H

STATE OF FLORIDA,

Plaintiff,

v.

EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY,

Defendant.

ORDER DISMISING IN PART AND DENYING IN PART MOTION TO CORRECT
ILLEGAL SENTENCE. DENYING EMERGENCY MOTION TO COMPEL. DENYING

MOTION TO WITHDRAW PLEA, AND DENYING MOTION TO REMOVE
REQUIREMENT TO REGISTER AS A SEXUAL OFFENDER

THIS MATTER is before the Court on the Defendant’s pro se “Emergency Fla. Slat. 
3.800(a) to Withdraw Case No. 1995-2844-CFA; 794.011(5) Five, Do[es] Not Exist as a Third 
Degree Felony, Remove Off F.S 943.0435 Pursuant to 943.04354 and Ineffective Assistance of 
Counsel,” filed June 11, 2020, which the Court construes as a Motion to Correct Hlegal Sentence 
pursuant to Florida Rule of Criminal Procedure 3.800(a), pro se Motion to Compel, filed June 11, 
2020, and pro se “Expedited Argument in Support that Fla. Stat. 943.0435 Did Not Exist When 
Alleged Offense Occurred,” filed July 30, 2020. Having considered said Motions, the court file 
and records, and being otherwise fully advised, this Court finds as follows:

HISTORY

The Amended Information charged the Defendant with Sexual Battery in violation of 
section 794.011(5), Florida Statutes, as follows:

Edward T. Ridley, on or about the 4th day of December, 1995, in the County' 
and State aforesaid, did unlawfully commit a sexual battery upon a person over the 
age of twelve (12) years, to-wit: [Victim], 20 years ofage* by penetrating her vagina 
with his finger(s) and/or his penis, without the consent of said victim, and in the 
process thereof used physical force and violence not likely to cause serious personal 
injury, in violation of Section 794.011(5), Florida Statutes.
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(Am. Information.) On July 29, 1996, the Defendant entered a plea of nolo contendere to the 
charge of Attempted Sexual Battery, a third-degree felony. (Plea, Waiver and Consent.) In 
accordance with the agreed disposition, the Defendant was adjudicated guilty of Attempted Sexual 
Battery in violation of section 794.011, Florida Statutes, a third-degree felony, sentenced to three 
years in prison with 230 days ofjail credit, and ordered to submit blood specimens to the Florida 
Department of Law Enforcement pursuant to section 943.325, Florida Statutes. (Judgment and 
Sentence.) On direct appeal, the First District Court of Appeal per curiam affirmed the judgment 
and sentence. (Mandate and Opinion, ID96-3228.)

From the date of his conviction and sentence through January of 1998, the Defendant filed 
numerous pro se motions, affidavits, and letters. On January 30, 1998, the Court took “judicial 
notice that the defendant has filed 37 frivolous and meritless petitions, pro se orders and other 
unauthorized pro se documents since the date of his conviction on July 29, 1996. Further, he has 
mailed a myriad of correspondence directly to the Court. In response to the multitude of letters, 
the Court has properly advised the defendant, on numerous occasions, that it could not grant the 
defendant’s requests ex parte.” The Court noted that he would “be allowed to file a pro se appeal 
of judgment of his conviction or an order denying his prospective postconviction relief motion" 
but ordered the Clerk “to reject for filing any civil petitions and appeals, pro se orders and letters 
addressed to the Court therefrom unless accompanied by the proper filing fee or submitted and 
signed by a member of the Florida Bar.” (Order Denying Motion for Gag Order and Order 
Denying Further Pro Se Civil Filings.)

On June l, 1998, the Defendant filed a pro se Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence 
pursuant to rule 3.800(a). The Defendant alleged his sentence was illegal because attempted sexual 
battery was not an offense under section 794.011. (Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence.) In 
denying relief, the Court noted that the third-degree felony offense of Attempted Sexual Battery is 
a lesser offense of the second-degree felony of Sexual Battery pursuant to section 794.011(5), 
Florida Statutes. The Court also determined the record clearly showed that the Defendant “was 
informed that he had violated Fla. Stat. 794.011(5), which is a 2d-degree felony that is punishable 
up to 15 years imprisonment” but the “state offered defendant a plea for the lesser offense of 
attempted sexual battery (3d-degree felony), which is punishable up to five years DOC. As a 
result, defendant accepted the plea and was sentenced to three years DOC.” The Court ruled the 
three-year sentence did not exceed the five-year statutory maximum sentence for a third-degree 
felony and was not an illegal sentence. (Order Denying Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence.)

On June 9, 1998, the Defendant filed a Motion to Dismiss Information in which he argued 
the facts did not establish a prima facie case of guilt to support a conviction of Attempted Sexual 
Battery under section 794.011 because the alleged victim was over the age of 18, citing section
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794.0 l(2)(a). (Motion to Dismiss Information.) This Motion was denied. (Order Denying Motion 
to Dismiss Information.)

On June 16, 1998, the Defendant filed a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus. The Defendant 
again argued that his review of section 794.011 Florida Statutes, indicated there was no third- 
degree felony of Attempted Sexual Battery when the alleged victim is over the age of eighteen. 
He contended the only Attempted Sexual Battery was set forth in section 794.011(2), which was 
either a capital felony or life felony when the victim is under the age of twelve. (Petition for Writ 
of Habeas Corpus.) The Petition was denied. (Order Denying Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus.) 
The Defendant’s July 7, 1998 Immediate Emergency Amended Motion to Correct an Illegal 
Sentence, in which he again raised this argument, was denied. (Immediate Emergency Amended 
Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence; Order Denying Immediate Emergency Amended Motion to 
Correct an Illegal Sentence.)

PRESENT MOTIONS

On June II, 2020, the Defendant filed his pro se “Emergency Fla. Stat. 3.800(A) to 
Withdraw Case No. 1995-2844 CFA; 794.011(5) Five, Do[es] Not Exist as a Third Degree Felony, 
Remove Off F.S. 943.0435 Pursuant to 943.04354 and Ineffective Assistance of Counsel.” On 
July 30, 2020, the Defendant filed a pro se motion styled “Expedited Argument in Support that 
Fla. Stat. 943.0435 Did Not Exist When Alleged Offense Occurred or Contemplated on December 
6, 1995 Violated Due Process and Substantive Due Process Caused Violation of the Ex Post Facto 
Clause Art. I, U.S. Const.” The arguments raised in these motions, as addressed below, are due 
to be dismissed in part and denied in part.

“[T]o be subject to correction under rule 3.800(a) a sentence must be ‘one that no judge 
under the entire body of sentencing laws could possibly impose.’ Wright v. State. 911 So. 2d 81, 
83 (Fla. 2005). Put another way, ‘[a] sentence that patently fails to comport with statutory or 
constitutional limitations is by definition “‘illegal.’” Martinez v. State. 211 So. 3d 989, 991 (Fla. 
2017) (citations omitted). Under rule 3.800(a), “the burden [is on] the petitioner to demonstrate 
an entitlement to relief on the face of the record.” Williams v. State. 957 So. 2d 600, 604 (Fla. 
2007).

The Defendant asserts that a violation of section 794.011(5) is not a third-degree felony, 
but he has “newly discovered” that attempted sexual battery is a second-degree felony committed 
against a minor under the age of sixteen. He notes that the victim was twenty years old on the date 
of the charged offense. He contends the present case should be dismissed “with prejudice.”
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The Defendant’s claim that he is convicted of a non-existent offense because section 
794.011, Florida Statutes, does not establish a third-degree felony of Attempted Sexual Battery is 
due to be dismissed as successive. See Fla. R. Critn. P. 3.800(a)(2) (“A court may dismiss a second 
or successive motion if the court finds that the motion fails to allege new or different grounds for 
relief and the.prior determination was on the merits.”). i >

i' >

' i If not successive, thisxlaim would be due to be denied as meriticss. The Defendant was 
charged with Sexual Battery in violation of section 794.011(5), Florida Statutes, against a twenty- 
year-old victim. (Am. Information.) Section 794.01 l(5)^provideS that a person who commits 
sexual battery on a person 12 years of age or older without that person’s consent, and in the process 
thereof does not use .physical force and violence likely to cause serious personal injury commits a 
felony of the second degree.*-Section 777.04(l)(a), Florida Statutes, provides that a person who 

^attempts to commit ah offense prohibited by law and does any act toward the commission of such 
offense,;but fails .in .the .perpetration, Icommits the offense of criminal' attempt. -Section 
777.04(4)(d), Florida (Statutes, provides: “ Except as otherwise provided-in s. 828.125(2) or s.

■ 849.25(4), if the offense attempted ... is a felony of the second degree... the offense of criminal 
attempt.. /is-a felony of the third degree." The Defendant did hot enter, a plea to a non-existent 

.offense. r

The'Defendantrnext raises claims*regarding application of-seclion 943;0435, Florida 
Statutes. He contends that his case did not meet the requirements of section 943.0435, Florida 
Statutes. The Defendant states “there had to be a sexual component before labeling” him pursuant 
to section 943.0435. He also argues that section 943.0435 had not been enacted on'the date of the 
charged offense'or the dale he was sentenced, application of the statute" violated his rights to 
procedural and substantive due process, and retroactive application of the statute violates the ex 
post facto clause^ He requests withdrawal ,of his 1996 plea based on breach of contract. These 
claims are due to be denied.» o • t « , ;

n
* * The:Defendant met the" requirements of section 943.0435, Florida Statutes* requiring

registration of sexual offenders. ' The definition of “Sexiial Offender” in section 943.0435(l)(a) 
.includes a person who has been convicted of attempting an Offense proscribed in 794.011 and who 
“has been released on'of after October 1, 1997,” from the sanction imposed for such conviction. 
The Defendant was convicted of Attempted Sexual Battery in violation of section 794.01 IV He 
.was sentenced on July 29, 1996, to three years in prison with credit for jail time prior to sentencing. 
Sec § 946.0435(l)(b), Fla. Stat. (“Convicted” means “the person has been determined guilty as a 
result of a plea or a trial, regardless of whether adjudication is Withheld.”). The Florida Department 
of Corrections Offender Network indicates he was released from incarceration on December 11, 
1998. (See alsoOrdef Denying Motion for Post Conviction Relief.) Having been convicted of an
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impose a punishment beyond that to which he contractually agreed, and concluding there was not 
a procedural due process violation because the designation was not a deprivation of life, liberty or 
property); Pearman v. State, 764 So. 2d 739 (Fla. 4th DCA 2000) (same); contrast State v. Wiita, 
744 So. 2d 1232 (Fla. 4th DCA 1999) (determining the trial court did not abuse its discretion in 
granting motion to vacate sentence (filed eight months after section 943.0435 became effective) 
and providing the defendant was no longer subject to the provisions of section 943.0435 based on 
a determination that he did not enter his plea with an understanding of the full consequences of the 
plea because the defendant bargained for anonymity and was promised that his adjudication would 
be withheld and his file would be sealed if he successfully completed his probation).

Finally, the Defendant argues the sexual offender designation “must be immediately 
removed pursuant to F.S. 943.04354.” The Defendant’s request for removal of the registration 
requirement pursuant to section 943.04354, Florida Statutes, is not cognizable in a motion filed 
pursuant to rule 3.800(a) or rule 3.850. See State v. Hernandez, 278 So. 3d 845, 849 (Fla. 3d DCA 
2019). Moreover, the Defendant has not established, or even alleged, that he meets the 
requirements for removal of the requirement pursuant to section 943.04354. See State v. Brena, 
278 So. 3d 850 (Fla. 3d DCA 2019) (holding the trial court did not have the authority to disregard 
the statutory mandate and grant a petition to remove the requirement to register as a sex offender 
absent a finding the person met the statutorily mandated eligibility requirements for removal). 
Accordingly, the motion for removal of the registration requirement pursuant to section 943.04354 
is due to be denied.

Finally, the Defendant asserts that he has been labeled a child sexual predator and child sex 
offender by the Florida Department of Law Enforcement (FDLE) “who lied and stated by 
falsifying evidence” that the victim in this case was a twelve-year-old child. He states “FDLE 
conspired with Crisp Co., Ga. Sheriff detective Tamara Sears by falsifying evidence that 
[Defendant] had a prior felony sexual assault conviction against a minor.” He alleges his “civil 
rights have been violated by this Court, agents, FDLE, Public Defender’s Offices with Floyd 
Griffith; former State Attorney John Dingus, individuals, states, counites, local, city and federal 
individuals acting vindictively, corruptly under color of Federal and State law without due 
process.” The Defendant requests this Court contact “Georgia courts immediately and declare” 
that the present case “is withdrawn,” notify the Georgia courts that he was not subject to section 
943.0435 because it had not been enacted on the date of the charged offense, and demand his 
expedited immediate emergency release from state custody in several Georgia cases.

Regarding the Defendant’s claim that someone at the FDLE incorrectly reported to Georgia 
officials that the victim in the present case was a twelve-year-old child, this Court does not have 
jurisdiction over the FDLE in the present case. The Defendant should seek correction of any 
incorrect information transmitted by the FDLE through that agency. As addressed above, the

K'-
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Defendant’s motion for the above-styled case to be “withdrawn” is without merit. This Court has 
no jurisdiction to order the Defendant’s release from custody in another jurisdiction.

In the Motion to Compel, filed June 11, 2020, the Defendant requested the Court compel 
the State Attorney to immediately answer the “Emergency Fla. Stat. 3.800(a) to Withdraw Case 
No. 1995-2844-CFA; 794.011(5) Five, Do[es] Not Exist as a Third Degree Felony, Remove Off 
F.S 943.0435 Pursuant to 943.04354 and ineffective Assistance of Counsel,” filed June 11, 2020. 
Because the claims raised in that motion do not entitle the Defendant to relief, the Motion to 
Compel is also due to be denied.

Therefore, it is

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that:

The “Emergency Fla. Stat. 3.800(a) to Withdraw Case No. 1995-2844-CFA; 
794.011 (5) Five, Do[es] Not Exist as a Third Degree Felony, Remove Off F.S 943.0435 Pursuant 
to 943.04354 and Ineffective Assistance of Counsel," filed June 11, 2020, is DISMISSED in part 
and DENIED in part;

A.

The Motion to Compel filed June 11, 2020, is DENIED; andB.

The “Expedited Argument in Support that Fla. Stat. 943.0435 Did Not Exist When 
Alleged Offense Occurred” filed July 30, 2020, is DENIED.

C.

The Defendant has thirty (30) days from the rendition of this Order to appeal this decision.

County, Florida, this/3DONE AND ORDERED in chambers,
2020. /n/7

CHRISTOPHER N. PATTERSON 
CIRCUIT JUDGE

Attachments:
Amended Information, filed June II, 1996 
Plea, Waiver and Consent, filed July 29, 1996 
Judgment and Sentence, filed July 29, 1996 
Mandate and Opinion ID96-3228, filed March 24, 1997

v-
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Attachments, continued:
Order Denying Motion for Gag Order and Order Denying Further Pro Se Civil Filings, filed 

January 30, 1998
Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence, filed June l, 1998 (without attachments)
Order Denying Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence, filed June 16, 1998 
Motion to Dismiss Information, tiled June 9, 1998 
Order Denying Motion to Dismiss Information, filed June 17, 1998 
Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus, filed June 16, 1998 
Order Denying Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus, filed June 22, 1998 
Immediate Emergency Amended Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence, filed July 7, 1998 
Order Denying Immediate Emergency Amended Motion to Correct an Illegal Sentence, filed 

July 9, 1998

Edward T. Ridley, 570139 
Wilcox State Prison 
P.O. Box 397 
Abbeville, GA 31001

cc:

The State Attorney’s Office 
P.O. Box 1040 
Panama City, FL 32402

Hon. Kristina Samuels, Clerk 
First District Court of Appeal 
2000 Drayton Drive 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-0950
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT, ~

OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA,
FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL

IN AND FOR SAT COUNTY
CIRCUIT

State of Florida, 
Plain tirf,

•i

V.
Case Number

(La(!
i \\ Defendant.

Amended Case Management Order

Pursuant to Rule 2.085, Florida Rules of Judicial Administration. 
management order

fW*,- 1 ‘ Dcfendaot'1 Presence - The Defendant wil] be present at ail pretriai conferences 
Presence, pursuant to Rule 3220(p), Florida Rules of Criminal procedure. will Q°nKn:nC:S-

?
the Court enters the foliowing pretrial case

!
f
\

A Written Waiver of 
not be acceptable absent a court order. !

2. Continuances - The Court will conrinue this
190(g). Florida Rules of Criminal Precede and Rate 2.085(c), F^^Z^ofMicRd M^is^Zcaseunder Rule 3 i

!; din) FailL^'Z! 7' °iSC0V"y-if ",y should b' Promptly and completed prior to scheduling the case for 
grounds fora continuance only

1 t
\>

4< W,tne» - Stria compliance with Rule 3220 is expected. I

to trial "0d“ 0fa'ibi- if“* Shail * w'd “P°" S“c within dtitty (20) days nrior
^ UP°" «««■* ^DcfcaZS

i:
r

• sr “™ *• c—1 “ j
1the next available day on the Court's,calendar.

i. Tnais - Trials for persons in custody (except capital cases) will be given priority.

Done and ordered in Panama Ciry, Say County. Honda, on the date filed.

on ;!
1

f

L
7

cc; to all counsel of record Dedee S. Costello
Administrative Circuit Court Criminal fudge

f ■
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14THIn the Circuit Court, Judicial Circuit,Probation Violator

BAY County, Floridain and forCommunity Control Violator

HDivisionRetrial

95-2844CFACase NumberResentencc

book™^ REC0RDS
• *

State of Florida FILE# 96-035680 
BAY COUNTY, FLORIDA

• •
PAGE: 1093v.

EDAWARD TYRONE RIDLEY
Defendant

JUDGMENT
_, being personally before this court

the attorney of record, and the stale 
_____ , and having

The defendant,
represented by THE HONORABLE FLOYD GRIFFITH_______________________
represented by THE HONORABLE BARBARA FINCH________________________

___  been tried and found guilty by jury/by court of the following crime(s)

___  entered a plea of guilty to the following crimc(s)

XX entered a plea of nolo contendere to the following crime(s)

EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY

Offense
Statute

Number(s)
Degree 

of Crime
OBTS

NumberCase NumberCrimeCount

3"FI ATTEMPTED SEXUAL BATTERY 794.011 95-2844 0008258951

XX and no cause being shown why the defendant should not be adjudicated guilty, IT IS ORDERED THAT the 
defendant is hereby ADJUDICATED GUILTY of the above crime(s)/

XX pursuant to section 943.325, Florida Statutes, having been convicted of attempts or offenses relating to 
sexual battery (ch. 794) or lewd and lascivious conduct (ch. 800) the defendant shall be required to submit 
blood specimens.

___  and good cause being shown; IT IS ORDERED THAT ADJUDICATION OF GUILT BE WITHHELD.

Page 1 of 2
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OFFICIAL RECORDS 

BOOK: 1651
» *Slate of Florida • •

PAGE: 1094v.

EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY
Defendant 95-2844CFACase Number

i iN(.rRPKivrs()i.’i)En muni

1. Right Thumb 2. Right Index 3. Right Middle 4. Right Ring 5. Right Little

m n
tmm

■ -t -*■ I-;*

ST;.-

6. Left Thumb 7. Left Index 8. Left Middle 9. Left Ring 10. Left Little

) LbThjTSTU * £}c Po /y/ pFingerprints taken by:
Name

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the above and foregoing are the fingerprints of the 
defendant, EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY 
in my presence in open court this date.

Tide
; ,

:i2>and that they were placed thereon by the defendant*

:-n
County, Florida,DONE^AND ORDERED inn 

^_____day of /&■'
pen court in

. . •: &this

7r ----.RegisterALLEN L

l \t>

000084

’age 2 of 2/
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OofS Number 0008258951Defendant EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY Case Number 95-2A44CFA

OFFICIAL RECORDS 
BOOK: 1651
»i * •

MMKVr
(As to Count

PAGE: 1095
I

The defendant* being personally before this court, accompanied by the defendant’s attorney of record, THE
and having been adjudicated guilty herein, and the court having given the defendant 

an opportunity to be heard and to offer matters in mitigation of sentence, and to show cause why the defendant should not 
be sentenced as provided by law, and no cause being shown

(Check one if applicable.)

.___ and the Court having on

HONORABLE FLOYD GRIFFITH

deferred imposition of sentence until this date
(date)

___  and the Court having previously entered a judgment in this case on
the defendant

___  and the Court having placed the defendant on probation/comraunity control and having subsequently revoked
the defendant's probation/coramunity control.

now resentences
(date)

It Is The Sentence Of The Court that:

___  The defendant pay a fine of $_______
as the 5% surcharge required by section 960.25, Florida Statutes.

XX The defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the Department of Corrections.

___  The defendant is hereby committed to the custody of the Sheriff of______________

___  The defendant is sentenced as a-youthful offender in accordance with section 958.04, Florida Statutes.

j pursuant to section 775.083, Florida Statutes, plus $ _

County, Florida.

To Be Imprisoned (Check one; unmarked sections are inapplicable.):

___  For a terra of natural life.

XX For a term of 3 YEARS

subject to conditions set forth in___ _ Said SENTENCE SUSPENDED for a period of
this order.

If “split" sentence, complete the appropriate paragraph.

on probation/community control under the supervision of the 
Department of Corrections according to the terms and conditions of supervision set forth in a separate order entered 
herein.

Followed by a period of

imprisonment in
of the sentence shall be suspended and the defendant shall be placed on probation/community control for a period of
_________________________________________ under supervision of the Department of Corrections according to the
terms and conditions of probation/community control set forth in a separate order entered herein.

In the event the defendant is ordered to serve additional split sentences, all incarceration portions shall be satisfied before 
the defendant begins service of the supervision terms.

the balanceHowever, after serving a period of

ll
OOOObO

Page__of
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EDV/ARD TYRONE RIDLbi.Defendant 95-28h4CFACase Number

OFFICIAL RECORDS 
' BOOK: 1651

» *SJ'K( IU 1>R0\ISJ()NS • *
PAGE: 1096

(As to Count I )

By appropriate notation, the following provisions apply to the sentence imposed: 

Mandatory/Minimum Provisions:

Firearm ___  It is further ordered that the 3-year minimum imprisonment provisions of section
775.087(2), Florida Statutes, is hereby imposed for the sentence specified in this 
count

Drug Trafficking It is further ordered that the mandatory minimum imprisonment 
provisions of section 893.135(1), Florida Starutes, is hereby imposed for the 
sentence specified in this count.

Controlled Substance 
Within 1,000 Feet of School

•___  It is further ordered that the 3-year minimum imprisonment provisions of section
893.13(I)(e)l, Florida Statutes, is hereby imposed for the sentence specified in this 
count

___ The defendant is adjudicated a habitual felony offender and has been sentenced to an
extended term in accordance with the provisions of section 775.084(4)(a), Florida 
Statutes. The requisite findings by the court are set forth in a separate order or staled 
on the record in open court

Habitual Felony Offender

Habitual Violent 
Felony Offender

___  The defendant is adjudicated a habitual violent felony offender and has been sentenced
to an extended term in accordance with the provisions of section 775.084(4)(b),
Florida Statutes. A minimum term of year(s) must be served prior 
to release. The requisite findings of the court arc set forth in a separate order or 
stated on the record in open court.

Law Enforcement 
Protection Act

___  It is further ordered that the defendant shall serve a minimum of
release in accordance with section 775.0823, Florida Statutes.

___  It is further ordered that the defendant shall serve no less than 25 years in accordance
with the provisions of section 775.082(1), Florida Statutes.

___  It is further ordered that the 5-year minimum provisions of section 790.221(2), Florida
Statutes, arc hereby imposed for the sentence specified in this counL

___  It is further ordered that the 25-ycar minimum sentence provisions of section 893.20,
Florida Statutes, are hereby imposed for the sentence specified in this count

years before

Capital Offense

Short-Barreled Rifle, 
Shotgun, Machine Gun

Continuing 
Criminal Enterprise

Other Provisions:

Retention of Jurisdiction ___  The court retains jurisdiction over the defendant pursuant to section 947.16(3),
Florida Statutes (1983).

XX It is further ordered that the defendant shall be allowed a total of 
as credit for time incarcerated before imposition of this sentence.

___  It is further ordered that the defendant be allowed credit for all time previously
served on this count in the Department of Corrections prior to resentencing.

Jail Credit days230

Prison Credit 
Other Provisions, continued:

Consecutive/Concurrent 
As To Other Counts

___  It is further ordered that the sentence imposed for this count shall run
(check one)____consecutive to__
with the sentence set forth in count

concurrent
of this case. oooos<>

Page__ of
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Defendant EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY Case Number 95-2^ .-mCFA

•* OFFICIAL RECORDS 
BOOK: 1651

• •
Other Provisions, continued: PAGE: 1097

Consecutive/Concurrent 
As To Other Counts

___  It is further ordered that the sentence imposed for this count shall run
(check one)____consecutive to 
with the sentence set forth in count

___  It is further ordered that the composite term of all sentences imposed for the counts
specified in this order shall run
(check one)____consecutive to
with the following:
(check one)

___  any active sentence being served

___  specific sentences:____________

concurrent
of this case.

Consecutive/Concurrent 
As To Other Convictions

concurrent

In the event the above sentence is to the Department of Corrections, the Sheriff of 
County, Florida, is hereby ordered and directed to deliver the defendant to the Department of Corrections at the facility 
designated by the department together with a copy of this judgment and sentence and any other documents specified by 
Florida Statute.

BAY

The defendant in open court was advised of the right to appeal from this sentence by filing notice of appeal within 
30 days from this date with the clerk of this court and the defendant's right to the assistance of counsel in taking the appeal 
at the expense of the State on showing of indigency.

In imposing the above sentence, the court furtherXKOOtttlfflndy orders offpndant to GIVE BLOOD SAMPT.F 
FOR THE FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF LAW ENFORCEMENT DATA BANK.

DONE AND ORDERED in open court at 
this 29TH

County, Florida,RAY

, 19 96day of JULY

/
Judge

Dedee S. Costello

ooooy7
08:10amRCD Aug 08 1996 

HAROLD BAZZEL, CLERK

Page__of
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POSTED

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL 
FIRST DISTRICT, STATE OF FLORIDA

NOT FINAL UNTIL TIME EXPIRES 
TO FILE REHEARING MOTION AND 
DISPOSITION THEREOF IF FILED.

EDWARD T. RIDLEY,

Appellant,

CASE NO. 96-3228V.

STATE OF FLORIDA,
CORRECTED COPYAppellee.

7 v

Opinion filed /March 21, 1997^^

An appeal from the Circuit Court for Bay County.
Dedee S. Costello, Judge.

Nancy A. Daniels, Public Defender, and David P. Gauldin, Assistant 
Public Defender, Tallahassee, for appellant.

Robert A. Butterworth, Attorney General,
Assistant Attorney General, Tallahassee, for appellee.

and Daniel A. David,

< --tv r •..
1 PER CURIAM

AFFIRMED.

CONCUR.ALLEN, WEBSTER and MICKLE,

\

J
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Oistrict Court of Appeal
First Qstrict 

state of Florida 
Tallahassee. Florioa 32399-1850

JON S. WHEELER 
CLERK OF THE COURT (904) 486-6151April 8, 1997

ClerkHonorable Harold Bazzel, 
Bay County Circuit Court 
P.O. Box 2269 
Panama City, FL 32402

EDWARD T. RIDLEY V. STATE OF FLORIDA 
Docket No.
Case No.

RE:
96-3228

95-2844CFA

Dear Mr. Bazzel:

I have been directed by the Court to issue the attached
It is enclosed with amandate in the above-styled cause, 

certified copy of this Court's opinion.

Yours truly,

JSW:mp 
enclosure 
xc: (letter and mandate only) 

David P. Gauldin, APD 
Daniel A. David, AAG

j
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From

DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL OF FLORIDA
FIRST DISTRICT

Circuit Court for Bay CountyTo the Honorable, the Judges of the

WHEREAS, in that certain cause filed in this Court styled:

STATE OF FLORIDA

v.
96-3228Case No.EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY

95-2844CFAYour Case No.

March 21. 1997The attached opinion was rendered on 

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED that further proceedings be had in accordance with said opinion.

the rules of this Court and the laws of the State of Florida.

Edward T. BarfieldWITNESS the Honorable

Chief Judge of the District Court of Appeal of Florida, First District and the Seal of said

court at Tallahassee, the Capitol, on this

8th day of April. 1997

a -/FIRST

Ojef k. District Court of Appeal of Florida, 
First District* <8>



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT, FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA, IN AND FOR BAY COUNTY

STATE OF FLORIDA, 
Plaintiff,

vs.
Case No. 95-2844

v>

EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY, 
Defendant.

t>>

r"
C.' - • )

ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR GAG ORDER AND ORDER DENYING P^kTHER
PRO SE CIVIL FILINGS

THIS MATTER is before the Court the Defendant's Motion For Gag Order, filed 

Having considered the Motion, court file/records, and being fully advised, this

on on
January 15, 1998.

Court hereby finds that:

1. On July 29, 1996, the defendant was convicted of sexual battery and was sentenced 

to three years DOC with 230 days credit. He has now filed this motion, requesting that the Court 

enjoin the DOC from "placeing [sic] the defendants [sic] criminal history or release over the internet, 

new, [sic] or news papers [sic] etc. concerning the release of the Defendant either formal or 

informal." According to the court file, the defendant pied guilty to a prior sexual battery offense in 

the State of Georgia. (See attached Plea and Sentence). Therefore, it is presumptive that he does 

not want his release date publicized because of his sexual criminal history.

2. Pursuant to section 775.225, Fla.Stat. (1995), upon considering evidgudjflfFtlfifctofcirt 
finds that the sexual predator poses a threat to the public and that notl^J^he^c

ommanity where the

sexual predator temporarily or permanently resides is necessary to protect public safety, the court 

shall submit its finding to the sheriff or the police chief. Thereafter, the sheriff or the police chief



where the seioial predator temporarily or permanently resides shall notify the public of the prese 

of the sexual predator. Here, the defendant is still incarcerated therefore, his motion 

lacks standing to raise this issue. Moreover, section 775.225, Fla.Stat. (1995) gives the Court the 

discretion to determine whether the defendant's release date and location should be 

to the public.

nee

is unripe and

made available

3. Finally, ihe Court takes judicial notice that the defendant has filed 37 frivolous 

meritiess petitions, pro se orders and other unauthorized pro se documents 

conviction on July 29, 1996. Further, he has mailed a myriad of correspondence directly to the Court 

In response to the multitude of letters, the Court has properly advised the defendant,

and

since the date of his

on numerous

occasions, that it could not grant the defendant's requests ex pane. Moreover, in defendant's present 

motion, he informs the Court that he "has until May of 1999 to do his post-conviction releif [sic] 

which will be done before that date. . . ." The Supreme Court in Florida in Attwood v Singletary 

661 So. 2d 1216 (Fla. 1995), found that appellant's pro se activities before that Court had substantially 

interfered with the orderly process of judicial administration, and therefore it exercised its inherent 

authority to prevent abuse of the judicial system. See also Birge v State 620 So.2d 234 (Fla. 1st 

DCA 1993); Martin v.Marko 651 So.2d 819 (Fla 4th DCA1994) In Lowery v Kanlan 650 So.2d 

114 (Fla. 4th DCA 1995), the 4th DCA held that appellant's filing of 28 pro se petitions for 

extraordinary relief in the last three years, which frivolous, allowed the withdrawal of right towere

litigate pro se.

The United States Supreme Court has recently adopted a procedure 
pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 39.8 to prevent abusive filers 
from proceeding in in forma pauperis in non-criminal proceedings by 
directing the clerk to not accept for filing any petitions from these indivi­
duals unless they are accompanied by the correct filing fee. Id.

However, the 4th DCA offered the appellant three options: (1) pay the filing fees to Clerk of the



Court; (2) show cause why appellant's in forma pauperis status should not be denied in light of the 

his past pattern and practice of filing frivolous extraordinary 

appellant's counsel to file any future petitions. Moreover, the court
writs and appeals; or (3) allow

recognized that the prospective 

denial of indigent status for fhture pro se petitions will not affect the appellant's ability to seek the

issuance of an extraordinary writ in connection with his current criminal prosecutions. Nor will 

appellant be precluded from filing a pro se appeal of a judgment of conviction or an order denying
him postconviction relirf. Here, defendant is pro se and will be allowed to file a pro se appeal of 

judgment of his conviction or an order denying his prospective postconviction relief motion. 

However, the Court orders the Clerk of this Court to reject for filing any civil petitions and appeals, 

pro se orders and letters to addressed to the Court therefrom unless accompanied by the proper filing 

fee or submitted and signed by a member of the Florida Bar.

Therefore, it is

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Defendant’s motion be and the same is hereby
DENIED.

3dDONE AND ORDERED in Chambers, Panama City, Bay County, Florida this 

1998
day of

DEDEE S. COSTELLO 
CIRCUIT JUDGE

Attachment:
State of Georgia Plea and Sentence
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Debbie Gehris 
Judicial Assistant



T. AUUUNTK, GEORGIA v-M.i 1(UTHE STATE OF GEORGIA

f£Aiv.ti4 ~~r.
CRIMINAL ACTION NO - DOCKET NO^C/

3 ion
PLEA TO LESSER INC OFFENSEOFFENSE fS)

COUNT
OTHER DISPOSITION 

dead docket"NEG £ NOLOCONT
iX^YUnl v/

NOLE PROS.7

COUNT 2

COUNT 3 EH FD IM OFFICE ~- 
-inn n- urn 7"COUNT 4

r UQCOUNT 5 inn fiOmL> Clerk 
CRISP RIIPFmlnn mi .RTMISDEMEANOR SENTENCE NO JURY V.

Rh .. SENTENCE
«**E .4 LlJSeTS SfSSt u"tb°°n fOU,,d 9UiltY °f the ■*««-ft-d Off*...,.), it is
” ^ ta s jt-ss-..

H SETS" ' robatlon to bo suspended upon payment of the fine in full.
on probation.

COUNT 1 COUNT 2 COUNT 3 COUNT 4 COUNT 5FINE ---------------
"POPTIF SbO/l&l 
CICSF 10^
CUATEF 5PT
\lfe FEE--------

SUB-TOTALm
Z ■ I u>DUI

TOTAL i

TOTAL $ TQ3 od
CONDITIONS OF PROBATION

vay a fine end court costs in the amount cf-$ Qa^.cA 
------

4' “ZT t0 %a°bL«y/riC,t "°°kly ln POrSO" 8"d
program, and restitution fees vithin the

{*) 1. 
:*) 2. 
:*) s.

Court without

pay $30.00 per month supervision 

time specified by the Probation 

at the direction of the Probation

;*) 5. Pay ail fines. 
Officer.

) 6. Perform houre/days of Community Service Work
Officer.

’ s ! —
HO. Pny roetitution ^ --------------------  /oreonol Koeponeibility

prescribed

to
•>11. OUter (7l1 St h D------------ —-------- —. rrYA Vn ( rT-s-i rrs

-Lt?M<vr*virv.P . rVpAtX J-,^ 
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rotation ie revoked, the Court .--y 
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e exo</ut/on^y fhe sentence originally imposed or 
ULiy. VWtL^ustendant hae Served on probation.

If such
there" -fe+

- W-QM
\TE

PP^SIDING/JUDGE
*ie is toie DefonH c®*"tify that a true and correct co >e Defendant who has been 
editions must be

delivered in person to 
Probation

VaTE
DEFENDANT J PROBATION'* OFFICER

>r?rPoL/77 s'
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ACCUSATION

GEORGIA, CRISP COUNTY COUNT 1

I, John c. Pridgen, District Attorney 

Circuit, in the name and
for the Cordele

Judicial behalf of the

charge and accuse EDWARD TYRONE 

committed the offense of SEXUAL BATTERY (O.C.G.A.

citizens of
Georgia, RiDlEY with having

516-6-22.1) for
that the said accused on the 15TH day of MAY, 1594 in the State
and County, aforesaid, did then 

intentionally make physical...contact 

body of

and there. unlawfully

with intimate parts of the

without the consent of said
by pressing against her and grabbing her buttocks.

contrary to the laws of Georgia, the good order, peace and
dignity thereof.

J. PARHAM, Prosecutor 

John C. Pridgen, District Attorney
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
IN AND FOR BAY COUNTY, FLORIDA

STATE OF FLORIDA, 
Plaintiff,

vs. «! . -
Case No. 95-2844 -

EDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY, 
Defendant,

V
ORDER DENYING MOTION TO CORRECT AN ILLEGAL SENTENCE 

HAVING considered the Defendant' pro se Motion To Correct An Illegal Sentence, pursuant

to Rule 3.800(a), Fla.R.Crim.P., filed on June 1, 1998, court file/record and being fully advised, the 

Court hereby finds:

1. Defendant alleges that his is sentence is illegal based on the following, 1) attempted 

sexual battery is not an offense under section 794.011, Fla.Stat.; 2) Judge Allen Register was not 

familiar with his, "which [Judge] Dedee Costello ... was the presiding judge but was absent on jury 

selection day for unknown reasons which caused prejudice in [his] case which if [Judge Costello] 

present the outcome probably would have been different...and 3) ASA Barbara Finch was 

not the assigned state attorney (sic) to [his] case and she was not familiar with [his] case... [ASA] 

Johnathan Dingus (sic) was the presiding state attorney (sic) which he knew there is no such statute 

as 794.011 attempted sexual battery ...

First, issues U2 and #3 are not proper for a rule 3.800(a) motion therefore, they

was

2. are

dismissed.

3. Next, the Court takes judicial notice that the offense of attempted sexual battery (3d- 

degree felony) is a lesser offense of sexual battery (2d-degree felony), pursuant to Fla.Stat. 

794.011(5). The record clearly shows that the defendant was informed that he had violated Fla.Stat.

J



794.011(5), which is a 2d-degree felony that is punishable up to 15 years imprisonment. (See 

attached Plea and Sentencing Hearing Transcript, pg. 12, filed 8/26/96). However, the state offered 

defendant a plea for the lesser offense of attempted sexual battery (3d-degree felony), which is 

punishable up to five years DOC. As a result, defendant accepted the plea and was sentenced to 

three years DOC. In Davis v. State. 661 So.2d 1193 (Fla. 1995), our supreme court held that an 

illegal sentence is one that exceeds the maximum period set forth by law for a particular offense 

without regards to the guidelines. Defendant's three-year sentence does not exceed the five-year 

period set forth by law for a 3d-degree felony. It is therefore,

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Defendant's motion is summarily DENIED. 

DONE AND ORDERED in Chambers at Panama City, Bay County, Florida this S' 

day of June, 1998. •n/ f j /!ft

(
DEDEE S. COSTELLO 
CIRCUIT JUDGE

Attachment:
Plea and Sentencing Hearing Transcript, pg. 12, filed on 8/26/96

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and exact copy of the foregoing has been provided by U.S. Mail 
to Edward Tyrone Ridley, DC #958659, Taylor Correctional Institution, P.O. Box 1728, Perry, FL 
32348 and Jonathan Dingus, ASA, P.O. Box 1040, Panama City, FL 32402 this ^
1998.

day of June,

ebbie Gehris, Judicial Assist.
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!IN THE CIRCUIT COURT. FOURTEENTH 
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT OF THE STATE OF 
FLORIDA. IN AND FOR BAY COUNTY

i!

STATE OF FLORIDA,

Plaintiff,

CASE NO.: 95-2844VS.

RECEIVEREDWARD TYRONE RIDLEY,

SEPi i 1996Defendant.

* * *

The following pages constitute the PLEA AND SENTENCING

on the 29th day of July. 1996. in the above-stvled cause, heard before

the Honorable Allen L. Register. Acting Circuit Judge, at the Bav 

County Courthouse. Panama City. Florida. Taken before Rebecca Anns

Akins, a Judicial Court Reporter in and for the State of Florida at<
i

Large.<8
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REBECCA ANN AKINS 
JUDICIAL COURT REPORTER
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risnis tna: Mr. Dinsus has sone over with vou?

No. sir.THE DEFENDANT:

Have you had enough time to talk withTHE COURT:

your attorney about this plea?£

THE DEFENDANT: Yes. sir.

Are vou satisfied with the advice and

5

THE COURT:6

services that he’s given to you?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

7

8

THE COURT: Okav. I will—Q

Would you like a factual basis. Judge? 

Yes, please. We need a factual basis. 

On or about the 4th day of December. 

1995. in Bay County, Florida. Edward T. Ridley did unlawfully attempt 

to commit a sexual battery upon a person over the age of twelve years,

. who’s twenty years of age. by attempting to pentrate her 

vagina with his fingers and/or penis, without the consent of

|. in violation of Florida Statute 794.011. sub (5). Florida Statutes.

All right. Mr. Griffith, those are the

MR. DINGUS:10

THE COURT:11

MR. DINGUS:12

13

14

15

16

17
!
s THE COURT:19|

facts upon which this plea of no contest is based?3 15
S
v We will stipulate to those facts for theMR. GRIFFITH:209

purpose of this plea only.

THE COURT:

2 21=
I will accept Mr. Ridley’s plea of no 

contest, find that he’s alert and intelligent, and he understands the 

nature and the consequences of his plea, and that he understands the 

rights he'll be giving up by entering this plea. I also find that the facts

22
s

23

24

25

12
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
IN THE CIRCU 1N AND FQR RAY COUNTY, FLORIDA

STATE OF FLORIDA, 
Plaintiff,

Case No. 95-2844
vs.

EDWARD T. RIDLEY, 
Defendant,

ORDER DENYING MOTION TO DISMISS INFORMATION

HAVING considered the Defendant's Motion To Dismiss Information filed on June 9, 1998, 

court file/records and being fully advised it is,
Defendant's motion is hereby DENIED.ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the

dayin Chambers at Panama City, Bay County, Florida thisDONE AND ORDERED i
of June, 1998.

DEDEE S. COSTELLO 
CIRCUIT JUDGE

. Mail

FL 32348 this } l day of June, 1998.

Qjfo. tHlLh
Debbie Gchris, Judicial Assist.
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.✓ . • » ri Ch. 921 SENTENCE

Lavv enforcement protection: If the primary offense is a scoresheets. which must t 
LaW °:cfmenl Protection Ac! under counsel lor review (or aca 

S, 7I5^08^2» u6 subt0 a sen{ence points are multi- judge directs otherwise. Th
? fn«™m m Kwt? 0"*ns? is a viola,i°o of *• scoresheets must be appre 775.0823(31.(4). (5). (6). (7), or (8), the subtotal sentence lencing judge 
points are multiplied by 2.0. If the primary offense is a (4, The Department ol C 
violation ol s. 784.07(3) or s. 775.0875(1). or of the Law submit the revised sentenc 
Enforcement Protection Act under s. 775.0823(9) or (10). the Sentencing Commissio.
then the subtotal sentence points are multiplied by 1.5.

■i
i

necessary. Following the S 
the revised procedures, the 
shall produce and provid 
revised scoresheets to the c 
no later than September 30

(5) The clerks of the cir> 
counties shall distribute suff 
ing guidelines scoresheets 
with Ihe responsibility for p 
lines scoresheets, either ihc 
or the Department of Correc 
priate.

(6) The clerk of the circui 
plete. accurate, and legib 
scoresheel utilized in each

If the total sentence points are greater than 40 and less ceeding to the Department < 
than or equal to 52. the decision to incarcerate in a state must ^ •'admitted no less 
prison is left to the discretion of the court. the first ol each month, and

(7) A copy of the indrvi- 
guidelines scoresheel and at

Grand theft of a motor vehicle: II the primary offense is 
grand theft of the third degree involving a motor vehicle 
and in the offender's prior record, there are three or 
more grand thefts ol the third degree involving a motor 
vehicle, the subtotal sentence points are multiplied by

(2) Recommended sentences:'
If fhe lolal sentence points are less than or equal to 40. 
the recommended sentence shall not be a state prison 
sentence; however, the court, in its discretion, may 
increase the total sentence points by up to, and includ­
ing, 15 percent.

}

-

If the total sentence points are greater than 52, the 
tence must be a state prison sentence calculated by pared pursuant to Rule 3.70 
total sentence points. A state prison sentence is ealeu- Procedure, must be altachei

judgment and sentence fori 
ment of Corrections.

Kilor,.-; 12. ct. S3-«06: s «. ch. » 
‘No*#.—Sc^inan 6. 95-1&4. fc

COrtWfcd o* <v «htf October 1. >995

sen

laled as follows:

State prison months = lotal sentence points minus 28.

The recommended sentence lenglh in state prison 
months may be increased by up to, and including, 25 
percent or decreased by up lo. and including. 25 per­
cent, at the discretion of the court. The recommended 
sentence length may not be increased if Ihe total sen­
tence points have been increased for that ollense by up 
to. and including, 15 percent. It a recommended 
tence under the guidelines exceeds the maximum sen­
tence otherwise authorized by s. 775.082. the sentence 
recommended under the guidelines must be imposed 
absent a departure.

\
921.0015 Adoption and i 

sentencing guidelines.—
(1) Rules 3.701 and 3.981 

Procedure, as revised by the 
April 21. 1988. are hereby ad 
accordance with s. 921.001.

(2) Rules 3.701 and 3.98f 
Procedure, as revised by Ihe I 
hereby adopted and implemc 
921.001.

'i

l

sen-

?. cn 86-Zn. i I.OI M-iII the total sentence points are equal lo or greater than 
363, the court may sentence the offender lo life impris­
onment, An offender sentenced lo life imprisonment sentences; aggravating and 
under this section is not eligible for any form ol discrc- (l)(a) The recommended 
nonary early release, except pardon, executive clem- vided by the lotal sentence 
ency, or conditional medical release under s. 947,149,

(3) A single guidelines scoresheel shall be prepared 
lor each defendant, except that if the defendant is

921.0016 Recommends

\i

appropriate for the offender.
(b) A trial court judge may 

tence which varies upward 0« 
belore Ihe court for sentencing for more than one felony including 25 percent from the 
and the lelonics were committed under more than one 
version or revision ol the guidelines, separate 
scoresheets must be prepared pursuant to s.
92t.001(4)(b). The scoresheel or scoresheets must 
cover all the defendant's offenses pending before fhe 
court lor sentencing. Either Ihe office of the state attor­
ney or the Department ol Corrections, or both where

;
!

State prison sentence withot 
men! delineating Ihe reasons 

(c) A stale prison sentenc 
downward Irom the recomrr
sentencc by more than 25 pc 
tence and must be accompam 

^ delineating the reasons for It*
appropriate, shall prepare the scoresheel or days alter the date of sentencii.

1880



JV

Jl I. R.‘ A\ev) uOder perjua/ Aecb
IE mf)-)t<L A hPtOduir.'frcfl Car/ - ■ ,
peb '-Art hr Ufi} r)-f P/)b@As Cat flu s V- /Wd-h'ad ro 

Proceed /3 s r) hat fkrSoA -h'A requhr (J.S- MA'} 

pdSbAqc prep a, d Ao hd'ty) hflflkt^np Slo fr 

ptthccaj, p/O /pArc;sad floe/due Panama h/Ar

art.
/ aJ

P/si/ce/cpy
■^^yyy

hdi/ofrl /, Adfeif Qszrs^
frost pff'Cjfr

9h?C£?



J

Jw
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FOURTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

IN AND FOR BAY COUNTY, FLORIDA

STATE OF FLORIDA, 
Plaintiff, A Vr-

Case No. 95-2844vs.

EDWARD T. RIDLEY, 
Defendant,

ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS

HAVING considered the Defendant's Petition For Habeas Corpus filed on June 16, 1998, 
court file/records and being fully advised it is,

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Defendant's petition is hereby DENIED.

'ZZ-.DONE AND ORDERED in Chambers at Panama City, Bay County, Florida this. day
of June, 1998.

DEDEE S. COSTELLO 
CIRCUIT JUDGE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true and exact copy of the foregoing has been provided by U.S. Mail 
to Edward T. Ridley, DC #958659, Taylor Correctional Institution, G3-2020, P.O. Box 1728, Perry, 
FL 32348 this day of June, 1998.

Debbie Gehris, Judicial Assist.
ha
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DECLARATION UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY

K DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY under the laws of the United States of 

America specifically Tide 28, Section 1746 U.S.C.A., and Fla. Statute 92.525(2 
true and correct \
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