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X or in ions below
I* The Flae Svftefne Court's order denying rte di/^ttoixofy jvctfdicfon 

appears1 and k not published* The Fla-1 t)CA's Spencer order f/n-

a. pro se"fi lin^ bcu^* on Sussman^ c\nJ if shoo caMsa order which preceded 

ifj out /ecoded at Appendi^ respecth/e/y* /\Jcre n"Ff/tese f/tree- orders

p^il Its led<utere.

IT. rURlSMCTlort

oL, T'fae Fla.. $v^o Ceos't issued its order deny no its disaetf&naru to­
on Qjcj^-L Aff* C. The Juasdic-tVon (5? tflis (J.£ Soy* Court m-

<kc £&as.c#
- JET, CONSTITUTIONAL AHb STATUTORY PROV/SYOMS XMVbLVED

3» "The- ' ' and lt~ An^endmerifr to jj\e U.S* Constj out jTj Sec-tj 

ci <5* of tfe U-S*. Co nfffj and artl Ij (3 and 3-I of^e-Fl^ Cei\st-j* and oxtSij
§ 3(^(3) &(t)j Fla* Coast all appear rn Afj^vT.

J2T STATEMENT OF CASE AMD FACTS .
t* Since 2.00£y Petitionee, David Chicles $ 

pe'fi'l'ioni tn the I~~J)CA* Other than cc'WjjpJ6'j ohs 

Said DCA ^tf\ot aiosive repetitive, malicious

cisdietwn

bolted UA

ij T*/ed /1 appeals ory«uvM

core uiaxAr/v^ is-roed hy 

or fnvdjfiuf t»/in^s* cujculJI result
tn£sj " Summary >/. 3^7 S°.2J £0^ 60S’(/ihbQ\

2-OI^)(j\ere.]r\rf'fer SogJman -S«.d bcA /i«-r never staled ome^e/ivocojly f/ial

So^mo^ or ajvy elier i-peclfic Action or pkoJl/^ /ie AaS filed, hod b

\bu.fiVeJ repetitive., mJicioos or fnVo/,?o«s," Thus, yven the. AmbgvoaSj seeming­

ly pro forma. rudbre. of t\& w<trn.'nj ^iwan fo fktitlon&r in Summon ^ wcu- 
ouiie. shocked when, on Bjssjso^ with SaiJ b CA ffttll f\«u/in^ yet" "h 

nlef any of filings aiere. oturlvg. or frivo/ovs, fht Clerk of Seut/ bcA 

liim toj pursuant to State v Speaker, 7S"( &>.3j V-7, ^-^(FIa. 5/

tar should net he imposed on fain?1 See. Afp*. B «-+ I (cifr

Sfetev.V-n^’ir, and ^ting Jo..p& hfk.bomJ<l{ HSt U.S. 180, /fi/^w)).

f;/»*«. i*-r pa pro se/A »• * *

een

■hotj/y ru/eo a_c

orclereJy
oto CAjure

/^frp se

- - Y7, ^-WFiuJWXr^eino
and ^ f0 igfere fc

See N ft. trift( Ce Ort"* « * "/pp^iv_
$e f i /Th Ai bt itf^ tvrtfvfec pr»3a



5, .In response to Said $A*to cause. ordetj? Sussmart d ifterenf It&eJ his /avia
£

cases 01/er a. layette period From the petitions Me banal J loJ filed

a^rt: ^xiMcbonJdj yg? a s.
filed n
within a. 3" year period w'jfis- It, St ifrp 

at" l$*h Additionally he argued thatvirtually cjl of Ais^An^s in Said £>CA in­

volved family jlwo^ «ja/n Fi/ne^ close man^emenf*habeas claims^ aidJ ox-

other l&jifccnsf'l IssuesJ that no Fla* caurt led ever ru/ed detVniF/ve/^ MaF cwvy

oct/on Ae /ad *f*W thereto hod ieen ^ frivolous J ~h(aF jbur cF A*s appeals Ae filed

in, said bcA were necessary to challenge fAe impermissibly overbroad application of a. 

pro xe ftFn^ Aac tlotthe l^bCA ifsefF And deemed ~fe AaVc, A 

Wf»ad o/vd Dnxo^porte^l Ay Me lower’ o>urF record^ iSi-~- 
(l^bCA 3^^)^*Aerei/>Affer and which

lexo&r c£>urfj th*t~ at\ ail~ 

or CM habeas petitions would Surely

U. $. £t>nsF'c * and FAaF plowing a p

injutficienF record "five bCA had te&re it

reme

eea imper/nissiA/y ever- 

JmCj 276 Sa2d 66j 61oss-man u

Subsequently Vacated by theOJOS 1
passing Filing Aar that included collcteraj crimen a/encom

violate, the. Suspension Clausesof the- Fla* And 

filing bar on .Jurr/nan based on the limited^ro se
id engender an inFad»sFr*eF co/tfYictUJCU l9

App. Response To J^DC^'-s Orderl^Sh

par* V* ^gjoFing fli ■iL ) So,2d at'
£. Oa “?/30j20j the. Is* bCA Clerk (os opposed -fc *. Justice oi the bcAj 

fnpfr^ issued a jpg-near- Order thatj unlike her Spencer Show Cause Dn&eq

declared for "the firstFine that /~DCA appea/ Ibli1~2l63 cuas meritless 

(as opposed t* beit^abusive^ repetitivej fnaJicbus arfrivetoos^ ) seeAfpK, A,

and imposed an alb encamp os s fog ^ total pro se filing Aar onhhn, App&>. Ai&-9b* 

Xncrtdihljj SoJd Sp

UifA «Su-crff>AA -jLL - Cause atOUi

Order addiFionaij/y N'Svs$n&J\'$vm'fikt\
directed *fc fA^t very SwneJ Order, ° Apf* A * 

Sussnnaa Scwykt dtscxetionarj review rrv Ftri'd^^ C&ortj Apf^ ^

tut ara^ denied*. Affi C » TAi^ tnsfait cecticraci jtffifien fo||oiu-Sp-

encer ^ V o

WmI n^ot/onAnij response or

' s.. Xi xAovid he noted tUt Ist DQA^case no. Ibl%~2*163 ojos per
curiam offirmed^iOtthoot ^n opinio^ and without any indication fj\cCt it 
may have ^/Kecifle+ss" gr ''"frivolous. '

-Or



3L Motion to pending d^coveay op vv^ee^om
OF INFO ACT REQUESTS"* 4iJ MoTON ft>R ExTENSioM OF 

TIME TO FILE AN AMENDED PETITION To XaJCLU&E DfSCflVFftV3
T SWsaw postulate tio^ ckhJ Initial (*esutfr indicate fha,ty w/itri 

O&ced % the CAse.sp&ei'fic and <\ll-inclusive filing Iajts which lave teeo imposed

V\j Hi is Sup* C&ifc ij c>)^r F&J* cevcfsj cu\d other state courts since, this S^.Ceovt cpenej 
f/je door "fee SVc,fe/u jf)& ftfin^lax' rf Imposed in Xn ns rvpc»p dis-

j of S/xiJ FoXA will slow conclusively that the State of FK, tar

imposed number df fttmahors Hat is inordinate -f© ■/&*£ imposed by F^&ork; 

and iy c^ver siofe-'s cqxkTt* 

fll'H i)<*r iV net the onl

of the. Sanctioned litigant's previous Tilings

fs resalesd hy $6 Jug. Access stardards' ewficioted in Sfafe. v Speft&eC^ rupoo^ tuf" 

/V jysf cne et hu/dreds of Sv£-/> iox-f rr^poreJ fry v*olechort of “/^e /tftwdd^rffs

hoe ffcceS'r CU-Use^ (kn ive,. \mp>ohlisl&i orders, oj u*tr t/e A&r ^mpcrej oo

SussrrAn* At this jurc'fbce of these proceedsw^^ Su5S7mri vecc^riizer /vis po*1u/<cf£-

M<xy he Sometohaf speculative^ /si&vex,'t^e-/6S^ rf tot 11 only he cdffer he. obtains 

ff& infi)Vmdhn\ he. se&hs fa his FOXA n^ues'/s^ AppeAofed h&re<^ of Apf* Hj

%ct he usill ke able fo ccnchsivefy shew Jf\is IJop, Coorf that FI°JS rel&tJesSj

bcKfS — hundred's of u>hicd.

imposed fa furtive i>npdl\sd erd&rSj cuW/n violation of the 

IAmende ro fkc dfaAtd ffem 'the excepted
c*sto coll fWc o/v exercise of "this j§^ Gbuc.svpeo/iWy paoex^l>

S.Cf. Rule if\ orJecfo fevn If\ Fl&rid^s vnoonstfH‘^l'jof\oJ ^{wsfio^sv 

WHFRFFO^.^ Sussmcun tfiU }b(\u^^p.Cet>rt toshijosd hold !a

oi&yojs^ these ^XbcteAin^s until sock time th*t he receives responses to aj| of his 

F&XA vegoeffe) App* Hj So tsof~ he n\&jj j&resmf lien i

r 3. Sa.u mere sent to several Fk^ Fei App. H»
-Some easl^ response^ tosafkl FOXA re*oest$ ore e^.F I.

H. i’ffist^wiif\ou re5p©i\re^ to SckU rOXA tefc^est-Sj Aff>c X.
svpp^rt Svs$rrw\fs posfvLtef See FbJWj #VTW(foterpref//^ m>fY«J ^pfltA re^poaies).

com-

cpver 1
See, App«. X. Evca Loor$e.j if u>ill rev&d fhat hts

F/o. has limpesed u/ithoot itavir^'ffcsf' cufej that evCh one 

f^'1' hod been frivolous or matrotors as
one1

knee^erk imposition of ti\ovScurds of p 

like- SussrMA'Sj were l
co se

c&ocse, pf \vJicioJ R>rc-9 m e J
seeding * *«•

i\ded pefvfibrv/a &a <vne

-3-



- 5ZE» KEASOHS FOR &RANT1N&7XE WRIT
GROUMC) (i): THE FLA. f* bCA's IMPOSITION of A PW SB FILING

BAR violates the "suspension clause* of rue US. const.
8. Act* I} seca 9; cl.3- of “H^e ILS. Const stnVFJy profits "Re SvSpen- 

corpus. T/ve en/y fu>o exceptions ore in the events of ceW|u>f\ 

mvos/on of; fAe- tA$,A. TAtvef^ce, u;/\en the Flo*. 1^ bCA^ turn­

out tavin^ ever determined fh&t Sussmar, Lad ever flr/ed o/\y ^r\valoos o^>peAjs "/A 

^ tcnpcsed- orv Suss'rnnn on oJl- inclusive-^ sefVlm^ h&xr vobick did Oct e^c

elude foam Hs 4/ni>lf haj&xs corpus oaJ collected! crlmiha.1 actions' j Sovd DCA 

violated ifte- Sos^er\Stn\ &F &>£* Censtl See- loxcksch v Ft**#

7^0 Sa+Qd 3*}%; lfO£-(p&&t^^/\t\she&d dissent(' I ux>otd exclude

corpus fern ji,e reach of ^j>n> se -filir^Lat] Scribes im-
^ J/7){guetrV^ Fkut'Suspension Ckjose-f *rt13 F/n-.£bnsf (scume* ns

Sv^pensteA Clause <a (A6*£y>5t^

&HpuMb fa): the pf* Amend' resu/aes a ljtj£ANt is ^ivew a plenary

APPEAL OF A COURTS IN&QStTlOH OF A PRO SB FIL/N& BAA

Sion ef J*eJ> eaS

$ ece-

t<c-
cess “fe*. B Aaheas

osef

9» TAe Ffa. •W.C'f; rejected ‘Mir cLTno/ne^ton case SCduP- I510u App. E, C. An
&X*ct dup Icadb of if jo It dux?, Only the fiwatirapk flvrrhecs hoxe bon con&r/wd ftr* efanYy*

lO. FI&*. Cc(\£t~*)Oft^.j£i3(£)t~T^ confers Hite Courtwifhife'tkrici/InX' 

t* fully aj\d eAfect>ve/y decide
ou>£xr7-t r • «

«t> |
tied' (sos/C'a^lceoJyj J

d*n+ ^urisd\cftofu\l grounds. * Podautunc's Apf. Prax.fJ 53-/B n, 3 nrd 5 fr wxo^r^yyw^'fect 
TT' /V used to pvd*£t f$£S Courts] ^urisJid’ion conferred jb »fj elsewhere, \n )tit(Fl*^ Ce>n$tj "

IsL at 53*/$ r\*Qcund its

presented Jfe> ifj on Indepen-co-s-es/7 een.-r

t*p*A\y(h^ j&ct) svcknSj e#^«r/0C)53(f>)(3^ Lot if te

/Vferfere^/ turM/iY^ existing.** juriWteYfcnj id* cd~^c.^ 

^n/^rftAo^ Jurisdiction fnedier 15 / PoWb ik6o>uor^¥3Sf3lin2.Ln^=iiLmsldi.

11. Svk^udioe^ Petitioner Lns properly jurisdiction of tAis Court
penixAp lias is sStlseu>f)erc in tie- ccnSfc*/' PtxzLwtc^^^ 5 oprd^pursvo^ % cstCSFj ^3(f»)(3)*, 

Ijisofa-r ns lieSpencer Order in corifovecsy implicates Loti Constitutional^wvrontee of Lift-

i°tie tooefaj Stafev.Spercex^ IS! Sp-zU-crf-^ (ciFh.,Cordh, art!X. h2l\ and *tfe- 

proc.eiuro-1 due. pnotej-ff r^Wr pro se liH^^^jil^kitrniJ^ciemasi^ Relies emitted^ 4 oyW T 

|”~ S TAus^ "rettceAces 1b '*thi?Ccortf/ ose to tbeFla^ Sup* Court J not To \ this Eel, 5^-- Courtlj

(teco

Attton of tie l&oec trihunnlme 1

or\ an inde-

• xtf\ access



fh& Hot ftp other Flo.* court kt*s the pphntio.1 jvrisdiette/l to conduct a. plenary^ direct ns- 

vievo cf sat J Spencer so H°t~ this Svp, Courts " ̂ crisdxt^n ov^r j{Me| matter is e.)ic/u^

cJvp/ Roher'fcj Si/pro.) this Court h*s the p

SfMMtr Gr<kr?0ffucmt 1b FI*. m$S:,$2$)(7) if H finds that S(3)(b)$) prevents It

fronf^fully oJ\i effectively deciding thi^

dfjvndec &3(b)(3^. S3>IB ft»3aMt company Jh^fexfc

13*. As is discussed tn PoirtJLj svfCA,} the pcimeury ^oai tfF'Mfr $up«Ceort's Jeciswn In 

ffporvATj after *t^cec^n»2eJ He wpoctoAce. of the cowttut/otwJ ^uosastet fff citizen access t>

the, courts/ aLfcitftg KuCW^ftjttJ, Sai) 3 ojJ vVffec/$ ac.hnocJeJgpdj ^ preceJumJ J^e p 

rgL+s of CL ptt> JC A. more, complete, record. e „ fctihdfj appellate ccucfc
lujpvld] /,«* afv enhanced oiilifj to determine fin* pkn*rf tu hetierf&e denial *f[ca^t] ac­

cess iSrom Appr^f £d& &nctfpo ufcfer"Me G*rcoms1kn£&& jlSlSo*Slatxt&‘ti*h Although 

this Court pot use. the ey&rf coords *°/V) o_ pltnos^ a.ppeA.1 in this ruling tts textual g»Vt"

rf igfue^ a.v^p£r\cer Order imposing (k ^rt> settling L«^ ol 

directj plenary oppeoJ is He only way fc ^^uccrustbe, <* cit/ieo access-tb tie- tftfuctfj jd.attB^

fbeCt^ p&c&Joml due-process' right* of oc pvos&litigeut j&t£ pcotecfejj, Id, 

TLis i$ pcec»Ve/y Ijotu fvt ^ f>£A ccnskoed Si&t&ib-Sp&M&f

State,} | tfo/Sd at I - * the lostfe Cij/t* to chodkng,£^\ a^trtcjj' plennsy

o^pea]] uj/ietW Coaler was to^rrft/yfeJj aj\d ujje'jlier the proper procedure. uJos followeX^

(corvstcul Spencer). TLus^ in view of 'ffiere common sense. decisions in spencer a.nd Thomas^

ft rff cIcat f/iG avenue. of Appeal corfccei jh> tfv.6 Sup.Cou-c^eJseio/ie^ latte, const* / 

53Ufi ft.9- and itstfe/fj by ortl} $3^^1o chdlenge. 

to(yfc*e Scud S 2 (h)(3) isth&only o^enue. a. pro STS /i‘t^ant host JcSt^ is woefully moJeguofe 

t* chadlenqe toheUw 1&& order wos wojrroLA'feij cjvl wAe&r the. proper procedure. tuajj'jolUfoeJ/ 

thomciS} asd tz profe^t'''Vfe- pteoedonj due, process nWvfcr ofa. prtsse /jfeant^ Spe*c&r} o.s Is 

pe^uirW byFV**5vp'CourtJh »tj coAstruo.1 of the Flo.* Const in Sfcfe V Ojpstv^^ V5"l So„3j-
3, pot exouApIfij even ieferetfie Ar^endfne^ts to tfie FUk* Const institufeJ tie pnost

CaJicoJ^ nestnctw^ chojn^. In ti^Sup. court's Jlscretionosj Jurisdiction see Committee Notes 

to FU.d^le 1 030^X^(A)(%) (j9Bo At**Ad\ this Courteous ejrtojy '!'rx?tf(tcmi1ted ti\t juJ/cial 

luxury of ups'eftpA^ a* decision of a, /pcAj fnecely because'[ifj JtSA^cee. niththe justice of tie

% exercise its oJl lortfs \urisdid'ien over s*oJJowee

presented jh> i® on indepedenttf\it h»$ beenCase K*

iurisdictVoncJ rpunJ 9
Sfacfe. s/.

re>cess

ItMes ivc Jcuhf iUt offer OL. COU

ClaJ ensure.

m its Luelhre&Soptd decision

Srvlll omft^ v

b CA‘s pro sefiliftA LacPA

2

-5-



cost? announced ky tl false

tl&Oj ''whether 1/ijis Sop/Wf| las Jiscretu>nnr

ercistjjj?t'fafitfiforely differsnt issue/' fodlApp. § 3d0A+pac.a. # Xn ottfec wards^ 

regarding iie Spencer Order sub Judice^ even if Petitioner kos sutfiweriffy sUfi above, tkattbfr 

C^uft /lensjuris'dictifent® Cevieio ffuncfcr Fla. £o/dt.ftrf.'X.J 53(b)(3) ftohicL hcldsjj this (jQvrtj 'tr 

no good reos&n oMer than $£ Tfe^jositee of ^

please (is finicky pakfe^pioy Jpgrf>i"hroori^ chpse ru>tt> exercise Jlscretfanarj j 

Ayy ^ Additionally f/ve ki^k bar Petitionee must hurdle % sfaco cj\ express end direct conflict ' 

under §3^t>)(3^ precludes A*7n from vixtoojiy all oftfie potto/Wly appealed)le

fA*t mefiveCfed lf\t$ Court th ShdtvSp&nc&r fa guarantee the ' generat&nj 

of A. more complete jjctoex^ record9043 appellate Courts’ lOjcoldJ lave on enhanced ah htp t<> de~

y appeal] wheticr $e denial of £©urt^access tS on appropriate Sancth>/\ under 

*Ke circumstances *fdtJ ISIS&^Uid?tB"Htj cr'u>hei$£C prcperprtcedufB toos77*°*^,$,

f^c JlnJeedj dire % tke restrictive. /fl-poge limlttchan ofiflis hsfkAt Juried'/ /cfef fax cpfosed 

-fc pager eJkiveJ'mo^Jirecta^peAlirie£)} fefrfaner mustrek^rftkis fate?ptffefltW/y appeaj-
able const 1 Jut process issues he ist&recAsedtre/n an^in^ kfitem by t& f dwfe-6^ //ffra.

f5. iasfidoo tie*preyed ina a^ument' Sussvyy,*^ ih FlaSupcCourt caSB

SCJhO-ir&i he, asks this ^ ^relief requested..

u^fSModkj in Sc.ad 73/, /av-^fp/e. ro1?), After 

y jurisdiction ^ ooe (Vsue^ «d whelher ite/ect* t> ex-

n u.

case'announced hytfcj^i^. Hell sen, joes net

1 J Aaw«^c&iicTVon.\or

const ^ I

doe process issues

jbrmint [na pienw*

;c FNl6# Act.Xj precludes fetitionar ^l/oioi/m Tfraes /ereih ►
-)Xnt’ocLdistconfIfctt dtecusred ifl pa.r. Jbj WHetC4r^/ie ppenc^order Was WA.^-

leij and whether Draper procedure fe Slewed (as* opposed to expiesa ^
■n*A~fftnv>astf supra» (c) The, ^pervcer Order rui jidiae and ffr antecedent* slioto cause ord­
er s/iould' kaye kfteA issued i>y a, Tudjoe (as opposed^ a. clerk), fd) Fla.»$opiCovftsl»oid reeKamioe
N? re\ectwn of u ^fckkwSI. 1U KOd lOtffl&Ctr Aetyfavvely UttMtkbreeJth ;
ov pro fe t» linqLars) it enunciated Tn ^feas.^ $33 So* 3d at TOT (cef&tww fcfepoft j
ins not kefno v^nle current* state ©f t^e law j as frpguc is stUlhlndinn precedent In ^H&jisds', 
&>*> k>jF\m > OtS*} ^fFkLAfMu 43.7 -XL4?Al^C^r.IS)tfo(U>u>A^p)* (e) There!

Aou/d be avVet s'fendilrdj rerr is ^fede. \Q0 S*.3d ItQ.. I*W( /^&CA5o^3jLv oa /^e fnaXjlt of j 
rbjM* a proSfe II+iAan'tceKndebdfotTteislarreJj ^^asfbrvvcS'h&e.j Iff Sb.3d 637,6sW/^ffiCd ; 
tW* and ife max *t? ftr* al|"encofnpaJ'S‘wia ■filfM, bars' like. Sussman^s should Le. JooOt, or i ; 

triple. thantwCttW case* specific bars. wliEte a/jr*encan^assrAo bars acccu/tt’ i^r <, 10% & \ 
tfe, approx t Q-3S" on? cases d faest&d iA IAbot’S /Q&y ;

l iftoravMicMeily j8*f*to3do?3^Ft&^06B^~~ Sussmws filincj hifftty ys iotabusive. v \ 
(3) /\M“ encompassing ore stTiUna bars suspend bniear corpus. ^yJackson 

Vc3uAnstBay dt&wTfofltV aitd~faj<e, vod^r^l nctiTce ©r Pe+t-horveHs ' 
in feiArJr^f Ais Jnit&J craf ?h ^ufs/nan u- DoCj lDl^l“3-/^'7^/sJl^>£A)*.

ran J

fAeu
frtfc
3^

P/a.

axgi>^ne/rt crpsucb



GrROUND (3): BECAUSE FLA.'s /** DcA never DEEMED ANY OF
sussmaM's pleadings he filed therein to have been

FRIVOLOUS OR MAUCI&USj ITS ALL-XNCLUSlVE TOTAL PRO 

SB FILING BAR IS IMPERMISSIBLY OVERBROAD. AM 
VIOLATES THE l^wvJ 10 AMENDMENTS OF UM CONST.

16. Althcogh' comets heme. considerable. discretion when designing 

th^ufsetioftj 8reu>erv. U.S.j dif ^27^/l'^C/r, 3.0IS*) (cltinq Procup v.
*0^ /07^(/[^V.mf(eni^c)). ^ if aj>usey jfs discretion 

tvktti it applies tun tncorrec

the deteeminosttor\. or

aintrfiiifl9

t k^oj sianJord^ fb/luoj* Improper procedures in /Yuxking 

maj<£s 'fincbn^S' of t&ct tkot oxe clearlj erroneous^ " id*
(^uothj S&creJ Heart HeaJt/\ 5ys, v, Uumwa. HeaJtth SrVcS^ &QI E3j ||£}

^,0))> fe? App/to fie /**> /n aa incorrect or unreasonable mcj)necy " Jjj jetfu^wed 

iMpcSes„d$ ^faction*.* tk*f is unnecessarily £ver}i>ce*oL //y jj. 
($uC^) Heoffy* ThoSj beccLuse."' prtffeAere Aove a. /pTWi'Jf constitutional

rl^t 0?^ccess to tlie court/" mL (feting Bounds v.Smiihj ^3o US fi/7; 83.1 

(/^77^ a. court. «c CA/inof completely foreclose ou litigant from any OLecesy Jtu/ot- 

flvever). F*3d*t IClip^ ffie ir^oncfrtoi wasjimptrmissil~
^ because ^. if a>rty>/e^ foreclosedWf//m^ AnysWfr afajf/)
(ewvp/)lt aJdeij^• Mccfiove^ ief&cd. ^ court* rnojyj commence, down the- rood to iw.r

pn> ye fifoy/' Jordan v, Sfefe^ 766 io-Oi 773, 77t(P‘f^<22^£)£A ^°d)} 

l¥^A/vend. Coe fVsceyr re^otceyv if /m/yfftrif address (with sfeclfid'ijj the merits of 

t/ie. c/aimy odvo.nced by tie aaJ fthenj determine they axe* frivc lcus„ id*
(empksfr frdded) fconstrvInj State. v 75*/ &.3d 4-7-Tfie^fore^ if is on/

tie. coyrt considering tie imposition 0fa^ pro -fe fifing bar hos completed these 

celimmwy tsky that [f n\oy then Issue Vfe order for the litipfntft sh 

wby he should Act be sanctioned* -LdA Of course^ tbcCf shouj c^use erdec^ should 

delineate, in detail Hs hndtigs of frivolity idj °nd If it dees nct^ it is *fvt^//y 

flowed^ &nd violates 1Amend* CoefVoceyr* -l~4c

tl> As (s mentioned *Ue, ;f ^ }a fAe cay£ cf Xn refAcbonJd thdt

fWl»re

7

f i*w cAuse

^ 5ee ttoolTw>fe. ^ ia^Va..
9
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this Covrt ■firstv embeurf&d on tU r. * dcuv^ecciS ccucst jifj cho-ct^J] jb&cjc thfy\j» Jld*j

V81 C/Xaf /S5"(BceoAftA d»Vsent/g)e Fcazknowi^lfi in Ai$ welhceasonedj fct^gAW

Jisreni; m wfcc/i AW*U//, 8/^c/cmun <*nd Sevens joined, &stie Bren

tUt c/uC.

noffedA«J*>

KX individual iz.ed okssess/nenfe] of fovolovsness, uL <*t 186^

he dismissed* Id. AddHioncdlp Ae.'tUesnw th^dx Hie course
our^ourfAcuseJ doef-S to <k liti^cj\t 

od 181*

icedprocess* re^u*
Ufore <x- case coulJ even 

will end hy closin withwe chest %ehj 

torious ckirft/* tyf*) (7>

a. flier/-7 i?/ i«*

ddfiwViVe/y ruled18. Jin fie case atU*) no FU. court’ or DCA Aas ever 

or ou/tf\or»ve/y 0U\y action U U-S* filed fbeos-In to Uv&* been abusive

re >etitiW, moJic-io^s or frivolous, / .Indeed) ft-tiftbrver Arpo^kf "/AiV"fc Ife l~~bCAk 

6-ttenf/on !a bis- response to Its $Aow coluse- order^ see $$sp» at hpf* P; and reminded 

bCA tU+ it even reversed *n ^ssma^IC a. lower court's prt> se f i/in^ Ur 

Used on, infer fonts and agwne#ds ViVfuaJfy identic*] % these overfed herein* 

See- £ussme.p> IT XVo SgvZA *+££-£*} (*7^® (KfronflJe m tU s/itno cause order for 

sidecin^ pro sefidi^Ucj wxs hh*t ^osstndrj Aad 'filed repetitions Osnd frivolous

^leaiin^S®,, 7U£pwe^ceoct®ttaicbed o. prlniavf sAowirv^fU list of |jfj cases' 

filed * C(, Avt did not indicate. the nedvre of the closed

fended bis pleading were nof oJ> uS/Ve-

cannotconcede fAat ffc severe- Sonetton of a total ^pco/uf i - 

pro st f is supported kythe record, According 

Ajss/ftanH DCA even yuoW its ouon ruling in Spender v, -Stvfe^ suprtt^

Q.7£ So.^d at" Couffe tf\ayj upon a d^^dnrtr&tion of e^ce^ipus abuse" of tU judicial 
ffriktparties from f i/in^ prose pleadfo^s-** ///)^ernpliftsis <n S^SIC1**) Jx)

SfA.-fe; 717 So*$d of %)} iUt Fk$S^ Courtsvbse^oen+fy adopted in

7

con-

knd
or Aow Aley Aftd heeo 

Based on this |i
coses

resolved Wmaa »m-ccn 6-6-C (

[FI«J*fcv3ited record^ we 

f*Vn on Th*.u>e reverseO «-*■

see^usmAnS

process,

(<^ofV>^ -Sp
v ^penger, iS'l Sa.^-d flf 17 (U/ne)(^°t»l^hcA m .Spence

fore; lecajjsethe. FU. /^DCA

cvppeojs duA/cA ht'ftleJ fAe

Clocks Ae&re if Co/n/nence^/ down *Me To.

vTocUaj 7^0 ^rAd cd" ?7f * n/id h&ccvjse s^i 
,rr' / ^

res

encAr v.
.^fa.fe)3 77)ere-r u

specificaJ/y ruled fholtoKiwj of SuSsmnn.^ 

nein u>e-ve. adimVe, frivohos or pndi-

(vj to ffatoj/yj hours^fdinjr, 

id DcAs-s'Uw cowse. order /fee./pp* B}

never

-ft-



d id notK del In tajt IndetJl /any 'findings 'fit joct^ Jordan j S© fA«t Its- Sjacm^r Order
impcsirm a. prose filing bar on >fu«7n*n ^p/^-/^N^) did not even come close to sbovJ- 

tkr he l\ft.d e^o^ej k an^e^e^iour oivre rf juJ»c*«J process/7 as is* contem­
plated hy fSt>p* Cpvrf ia State w. Spencer^ J5~l $b*dd at ¥7 ^infeiTw./ ^uofes^^niifeJ^j

ojuJ soffyt hisfilin^lishry in SajJ fiCA cannot even Come c/o^e to yvtJityifl^ him

Wn^ cx. /itkanf tu^p tV ej)jH\iw\ like, ’Me' u>crstof jit* ojorst ^k's Sopt Court}dej\~ 

tffiW »rt -ffW^iA y» State ̂  §33 faQdot 75"^ *Mi-S‘ (AS. Sup. Cts how Id rulethot, oilers 

He FL. £)CA issued its s-/u>uj course orJepj App* a>W then Issued its subsequent 

^Spencer" order imposing <K%1cJj oJI-inclusive pro settling has') 4pf*Aj DCA 

^ i7io©rrecf le^pj standard) folloiced impr&per proc&kce., or /n^|e 

findingof *£vt tkotane deafly erroneous" a$ coos contemplated iy [/. S. II ^ 

Cfr, Cfc efAppc&Js in Sacred Heart bOl F,3dcdt -f° t/i^t&ud -DCAj /pro ikcfcj 
oJ)usejdjIfs discretion, Remec^ £/¥ /C/lpfX.. at t<27(guct'n^ Skated Heart),,

W. Meteovecj ^iven t/Ut fde pro Xe bar imposed on a. hopelessly destitute 

Susspinn *V a*//- inclusive.^ miU absolutely no exceptions Lohotsceve.rj tAk U*S*Sjp> 

Ce^ctshould Pole tj^otj urtier'ffc Amend. > tie /njuAction ujaJ'fjoipermtssiHyJ

broad becouJSe.th& ceyuirem&rif thot^bt /7k/upnt jfnroote^ file suits only 

through j<x\ counsel jf)e cxKnnot attVrJj h^ij ^onykfe-li foreclosed himfrarn ~F* /P 

Oj[\y Su/tr at oil. at- ¥£$(emp/*A£i£ addedj^ citing and exp/amin^ <\S

i>tnd*na //^CiV. p^ec^/enf /he t&jcts aa</ ru/iVm m fVocop^ 7*P- FL3J at /&7/
(en bcKj^cj Je See cj.rc jj. of t^l (d'jp™ se'fmrcanr\pt completely fore­
close a <\ny access fit a.i| fo fie. courts/^) (cifinQ Rtocapot lOlt)j

Smithy* U t S 366 F*Appx. $5# (lldC{\.2£>)&)^Tl\e inunction m this cose is

Smith from f r^ft<va£^ actions except one oJ 
^ /citma Miller v Do/va.y. 5"W

-r

f

over

y
similarly overbroad jds Tff t 

j/n/n/nen’t’physio*.! iasm^ '^(emphctsis morg#
ATT

r 8. Jin tket, Prccop is the seminal case in tie 11^ Ctr.
Wr. /VlHb-v. DorvJJ: V^ E3d MW, Ml (il&Cia Zj06B)(*f{\tb>^__^
Qo ytA.cs cldj c>r ^‘jj still Quidfesl us today* Smith v. (A&^ 3B6 K App^. B£fer57^/I“i

lo)( ce\ectifta Qcvt^cxrA^mec'jt are o^iJeJ «C£ iy frocop*^ see
0 cases cites in fAtf iiwtant footflotes o-ccomp<uiym^, text,t

iilinconcermnq pro
coo is over3

n-



10% Simmons UWien. SlB F-Affx. W) U3 (fl^Clc/Hf)

("The.disfi-ict judges or-Jer Jirecti^+he clerk, not *> ^cept furtherillirps 

■frpiA SfinfleflJj eJjsent tuc authorizAto,^ is foe bread/) (e.r*pkste irt eruj)(ouetiMj

?cccup ot [0 7'•/).■ (J. s„ v, Flint 176 F-App. Wf; H I^Cfr 

ing Pr&cuft»t/g7^)j jd. c±9l(»("Tk strict injunction, is/^permis­

sibly^ oyec^roAci ixm4p,c Proc^p?L Mi Her- v. J^b/i<J^, 5~^/ F.3J «Ct I 

din 1 njuftcViontivci"x/toe nt ieypnJj0^^Iiuwr[ sufftcfWt fa protect the

4. r And i* uphold [fn/nates^ r^fit of assess %

hJirg thcct^HU*^ limited exceptions In the* m\Wf»n 

J&lnrwd^ with fne&niivjfiul

GKouub (t)
3LQ. Gr&ond (/Fj cl/#// ie added by amend me titafter Swsrwi receives 

tie, date, he needs tb ^i/pp&ct Tt responses t<? FOXA re-gues'k' discos#sj 

in his ftAoficfiTo Stay on p« 3^ s&pr^ cjid uitllallege, th*t the inordinately 

nu/nber of ps-efilu^ loss ?mp<Wiy Florida violates l^il^Amsdp^nh 

oT 'H\e Us Sc Cons-td0

SOJU&l3
court, w,tWi»»»

[jnmafefs^ repeftl’Ne.'Flit/W'

fie coortsj and acone
//9\ 

• /#f^kerv to^&theCj Jo notpcovi axcesS

9. Of course^ tn Sussrrvm's casej his pro&e filing t<tc provided for flQ exceptions
of ft.ll. R&ctcKcdless of exceptions) the pro se fiiina hors beina imposed tn Flo<* in unpre­
cedented numbers violate int'l treaties mto tu/ded) the, (J?$.A* (andj ipso fk^T, ! 
Fl<\) has entered — to tutft The. Universal beclaroCtion of fto/nan Ruhtsf^Lpt- 

ed U.hl&en.Ass. The American IWloLTAt/on of the RLnh And
t) of ins of AW\ {adopted ly Oca. of Amen States /9^£Y/ADR-DM)« and T& IWFTCoV-
anojCf Of) Civil and PoliffeiJ R^kfe {ll CC P fO And is abli^pfed % o&ey* See Uf)HR.
Asti* & (' Every has fie rlgAf* to an effective remedy hy jit competent notional tri­
bunals for arts violating the lundofnerital rights- chanted him by the, constitution, \

/duo. ADRftm. Arf.~XV) M { ^f^stpjcy aeCfon may resort to the, courts %
respect f>r his /egA./ riohfs, These, should lihexcise- he, available. to him a 

simple^ brief procedure, ouhereoy the. courts will project him fie'fe of apfhorth 

that... vUlaM Any to*Jamertal'constitutional rights/'); AbkbM) o^rt ^ X i V
fiA# tile f ^/^t to Submit respectful petitions fc Any com patentcuithcritf*

, . ^ art 3-j S& AORbM Arti'c/es- XVlH and X.X/vV
10. As of t^ijen/^i. out of the 13 f OXA requests Sossman mottled out to 13 dif­

ferent F\cc„j N*% and YtJ^ covrfej 5 responses hay/e co/n& back) App«.
feut only 3, are responsive,t Aj>f>t X A~t /~H* Tney cajne. from Flafs l^and 3^

(FN10 continues on next

f

or h 

ensOre1
t

\Ej€3N fee 
□ICCP R

son
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TBfT-. CONCLUSION
QA^ WHEftPfbRE, We on the 'jdfs/ eKC^.o/mnk cud authorities presented tn

Grounds O'fa)) s°f>r°L-j Suss/nan re^p&ctfvi/y oa/cs /7)k (AlSup. C>u<~t to declaxc

order Its Rvk 10$) that fht^jFk^ court of last resort has decided <xn Imperfect 
*JWeraJ question tn ol to*y uulxioh cortf'lists untl) ti\e decistoits of^ejf^ (A S* 

CicJ court* ofappe<Js cited &nd <jjJo\ed In j>^rouj,&pl\S /Bou-J M, ^pr<\; 'fc 

tuff* /roeup j Miller j <wd Sasixed Heoxt» CCfsi A£)0IT(Ol^ he &sts this tti 

Court "fe qnxnf* /(S' Moti'onTo SY<*y So he

Ground fi/)j Siy>r*~j oj\d odd it herein Ij

on*
mosj effectively and pr&^e-r/y developer 

lv ojnendinenH

f( p/vi 10 continued -fpo/rv pteVtWs ^CA'Sj *nc/ reveoj ou\ oJcKcmino, jbta.1 of
7-35 /i/f^A/ifc in i~h> /^DCAj 3?*? In the S^h£/\) ojrt holered *frt>fn Suhtnet- 

•fftua pro se -filinos these. itoo courts* A>p, I at L 3l} tespectl^tu^ Of the
^3H0 lifiaadrs burred m the I^bCAj 3-8^ ose, ca£e speetfiCj

cud (I G°/c) ose to fed j <kI I ~ Inclusive- heurs lift Sussm&n'S. App* I art- I e
'These peccerffrwjes-Are not inconsistent iuith those found »#v I^D Fk. D»^ j
XojoW^As-; tty !42l01) pp. &SL-0L5 (dt^ed. SUs3J P/P). Set Aff* F (ceve&liig the vast [
/TUxtarity of pep se. frftno hours in FI*-* ajr&j unlike Sussm*n(Sj co~se^fpecjffc^, Sdr-* 
pci$*nf\(y^ fht l^t f)C*A oddd ol uuhoppifSQ At I itiaa/ifs ^p.S.-iT %- of tfe. total) % 

its /At m 3.6^0 (tfe-sounc y^ur •S’uss/n^A au^S added)* Wff E7tPpOP£, In ! 
v/ cxu &f these cbsfuch thus C&ost should errant Sussr^ajv^ McAior)
ToStc^j see p. 3j supctK,^ so he /nc\y develcpe. Ground (d)^ Gjd add it herein
iy ome-admen t 
' II, See fe-o'W'fe- B; 5"t*pr^

l

3zm, suigkm ©ath 

!UN^ fE^nun of z
18^e^ixv&'$?c*f\e£i~er\ I /3 /

Oheurfe srna^j pe-Trh'pn^T
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