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The Sixth Circuit arbitrarih/ dismissed the writ of hah corpus ftucyjst 1,

QjOM. Circuit ipdpp GEORGE ID.JlROTHR refused to Order default opp.insl b/1 

colleague (udap. JOSEPH ft. BULONE, the defendant, and arbitrarily dismissed 
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JURISDICTION

This Supreme. Court has jurisdiction over the Crrexd Writ ohLiberty pursuant 

fa Article III ah the United Slates Constitution. This honor-able. Court held,

Consti tut I onaJ system ,th anThere is no higher duty oh cl court, under 

the ccurehal processing and adjudication oh petitions hor writ oh habeas

tocly charges
error,necjtecb,or evil purpose hos resulted in his un/auhul confinement 

and that [Land! is deprived oh his freedom contrary to / 

has insistently said that the power oh the hederal courts to conduct 

inquiry in habeas corpus is equal to the responsibility which the writ 

involves : The lancjuaOje oh Congress ,lhe history oh the 

oh this Court, all make cJear that the pelves' oh inquiry an hederal habeas 

corpus is plenary. Harris v. t/elson^311 Li. 5. 5.Ct.l0ff2,fD86~&7(!1/o1).
See. also, Say v. fl/oia?372 US. 311,835.lit. 821(1163) Ch/ecessity of hearing in 

hederal habeas corpus proceedings challenging validity oh conviction oh 

crimed; Ex Parle terger, 8 UalL 83,15,15 iA.S.85,15Ci?6g)(*The cereal writ oh
■for centuries esteemed the best and only suhhi-

our

r> such proceedings that cx person inhor it is in CJUScorpus,

that
, This CourtaW

’/ the decisionsun

habeas corpus has been 

d ent deheAce oh personal hre&domJ.
The. Habeas Corpus Act oh 18C7, gu/es this Court the power to qrant Lands 

t oh habeas Corpus- Judicial Act oh February 5,\$L7\ £x parte file Cardie,wn
L UoJl. 3I2,315-1L,I8 L.Ed. 8lL> (1868).

THE m&HTTO THE GREAT WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS SUSPENDED IN FEDEM COURT

suhmihted ta the Eleventh Circuit Court 

oh Appeals April 15,1011. The Clerk responded Aprit 1% Misadvising that an 

Application Par a writ oh habeas corpus must he made to the appropriate 

t. Land assumes the Clerk transhherred his writ oh habeas

Lands writ oh habeas corpus wax

district caur

a)



Corpus toll* IDiddle District Lou.t-i in Tampa, Florida . See notl\ 
dots noi be.ltt.vd. Hus ts carefulprocessing

Ha.chd.cl. Landce. a
d adjudication.an

*
The. TThddle District issued an order Hi ay 21202l,slotinq,L(And applies Under 

28 U.S.C.§ 225A Tor the wrii of habeas corpus... Also Lands Application is noi

requested in ihe d/sirid io person applying kWritten on ihe ft

Under section 225¥.
it y

Note.: Land did NOT apply Tor relict under 28 U.S.C. § 225H he exercised his 

rlqhi to ihe &reot Writ of Liberty pursuani io Article 1§°1 io ihe Un lied Litotes

or reliedr aorm

Constitution.
Tryinq io qet ihe wrii oT habeas Corpus Siqned and issued Land suhmiiied 

this Application June 2yL0ll,and paid ihe S.90 fihnq Tee. The TDiddle Disincf 

then dismissed its cose June Iff,1022. See cose no.: $'.22~cvmC\76-TPB-CPT. Land 

does noi believe ihis is careful processing d adjudication.an

ck moiion Lor cxciion hackwiihLand then suhmiiied his writ of habeas 

to ihe Eleventh Circuit July 11,2022. The Clerk responded July 16,2022, wiih th 

Same form letter sent io Land back on April 27,2012. Land musi assume 

the federal courts lb
beard back -from either court This is not careful processing and adjudication.

corpus

that
d bis writ of habeas corpus out because he neverroue

io ibid honorable Court viaLand then suhmiiied his uri i of habeas 

Ol Writ of certiorari November 18,2022. The honorable Clerk,Lisa Nesbitt, on
Corpus

December 1,2021, returned the writs stating, the case musi first he reviewed 

by ex Untied Stales Court of Appeals or by the hiqhest stale court in which
if

(k decision could he. had.
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

The. Bill oh kiaj\ts

flriicle. Ill United States Tor\s4ltuhon

Article I §? iXSLd /V- Amej\dmey\is

Florida Consiiiahon Article, i Sections lfl,n-JSt&),n%af\d IX. 

Article III Florida Conshitutfoe\. 
firiicle V Section i7., Florida. ConsttlvtioA,

(£)



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

charged by inForma-

d than arrested February I9JW7. The. charge, alleged land violated 

Florida Statutes § 7^1.011(2), a Capita! Ftiony pursuant to the States Lecysloiture. 

See. Cose no..* CRCAl-OhUU-cFANO-, UCN:£2M7LFD03HXmNO.
- i, j

This action,color oF taw, violated Lands ina 

1 Section 2^,12

Amendments to the United States Constitutions.

when Landthis Court h(I.) The issue, now belt 

t/on

wasecyxnore

an

der Art/’de

d IS(3t) to the Florida Const/bution and the hfh ,STh,and tHfh

11enable riejhts un

,oj\

(A.) This charge cxcyxlrst this altered capital felony proceeded to jury trial

THatch The trial court, jude^e FRANK fiUESADA, allowed the State to

d 0ai/& Land a. partial yxry oF six (.&) per~ 

who Found Land guilty of the accusation that day.

This action, color oF law, Violated Lands inalienable rights under Article 

1 Section 9 and 22 to the Florida Constitution, Florida Statutes § 113.(0., Florida 

Rales of Criminal Procedure,Qule 1.270., and the SfApr)/,and lArh Amendment to 

the United States Constitution ^ Article 111 Section 2, The Trial ot all Crimes shall 

be by Limpartial 1 Jury.

alter the dote in the mFtormation an

sons

sentenced Tflarch 17,by judeye \J.b.BAIRD. The jury Was not 

(dieted tbat QUESADA was m trattic court that morning. The 

turned back into a capita! Felony,Land 

definite sentence,/.e.,natural IlFe,

This action,color at law, violated Lands mat/enable rights under Article 

I Section 2 ,*-) ,cxncL 17 to the Florida Condition \ Florida Pules oFCriminal Procedure. 

Rule 3.700 Cc) O')., and the £Th,8Th^and M-rk Amendments to the United States Const/-

(.2.) Land 

present and it was 

statute

was

sentenced to exn in-Waxwas

tutian.

t.tti davitIt uaS discovered ir> 3.001 that the. prohalJt u/r/u a perjured decuman& cause cx

(6)



charged by In for motion, tried adjudicated guilty^ 

d sentenced to die in Florid as prison system tor oJlewdly violoding a. 

Capital felony <. See attac.hed.fDLE. document showing Land 

guilty of violating a capital felony. Judge JOSEPH Pi. BULONE^an assistant 

state attorney at the tme.^ tiled this Information in had faith know mg ly 

Violating Article I Section fSte).,and Article VSection H to the Florida Cansli- 

. The former is proven by the fact fhot the accusation was 

have occurred October 5JSTf, and-§ 719.oil (i) was clearly defined as a.

CHS Pis stated above Land was
rxn

foundwas

alleged to
capital

felony with the punishment found in the capital felony Sentencing Scheme.

I tenable right to due process of /<

tution

d personal 

d the United States Const/tu-
LandsThis Would a\jj anmean tna

Liberty guaranteed, by Ptorldos Constitution 

tion was violated thus Jeaving this imprisonmentJhis contract u/lh Societyt is 

hrutum fuhrien

Cktl

the support ofopital felony and does this statute hBut, is § m.OHU) 
f/andas Constitution

a. c ave
and the Florida supreme court.

(1) The Florida supreme court defined the term capita! case. A capital

Capita/ crime. f\ capital crime 

is inflicted. Adams V* State.S6> 

FladJAJiS So.id. II lyllH 11109). This Court held the Same^ihe death penalty 

must he o< possible pu/ushment In all capital cases.

States J7 9 IX.S.SDH^H L.Ed. 1019^10 S.Cf. Rep.lHHC\W).mr. Justice Brown 

Speaking tor the Court Said} The test IS not the punishment which /~s 
imposed^but that which may he imposed under the statute. The Florida. 

Supreme court held feliminating the Sentence of death may 

the entire statute> hut it most certainly would no 

Donaldson V.Sack, 10 S So. id W (Fla.IVZ) citing Fitzpatrick.
Therefore for § 7W.<?//0.),fc> be <x capita! felony the sent 

be a possible punishment.

case
which cv person is tried ft.is a Case in or cx

for which the punishment of death iis one

■ Fitzpatrick V. United

t destroy 

longer be a capital felony.
no

f death mustence o

(7)



(6.) In I‘ttfI, the Florida Supreir\e court abolished. Ike. Sentence of death An 

Sex ua l bailery. Eutord 14 State, HOE So. 2d °IH3 (Fla. tftil) < fs dialed above,

fence of deaib in §77H.0ll(2)^ibe statute would no l

courf held that murder m the 

v£foi<2.At7So.2JLW

e]I rvunallnc^ ihe sen on

be ix Capital -felony. In facl} ibe Florida Sup 

first- decree is ibe only existing capital felony. 8.

CFla.1782). See. also Ueurmc^ v. State .SIS So. 2d l22 (Fla, 17 87) Csexual baiiery is 

noi ck capiial offense.). Why iben did Ibe statute in 17% define § 77H.0ll(i)}as 

a. Capiial felony with ike punishment found in § US.082

reme

owe

A § 721. NL€xn

(7) The Florida Supreme courl held tn TO ills v. (Floor &. So. 2dj>32 (Fla.,2D0\) x

The plain Janc^uacyz of Seciion 776.0#2(1) is clear ibai Ibe 

penally oe/oj

\jhen seciion 773.0810) is read in pari materia, with S&chon 72I.IHI., Here 

be no doubi ibai a. person convided of a Capiial felony faces 

mum possible penally of deaib. Roth sections 773.081 and 721.IHI c 1 early 

capital felony, (emphasis added),

Rlacks Lau Dictionary defines Capital as punishable by excution^ involving 

the dealb penally.(7rh eA.I^^0!). fDerrian WehsierJ Collegiate. Dictionary 

defines Capital as punishable, by death .. . involving

maximum

table for a person convicted of a. Capital felony /s deaib.

ck maxi -can

refer bo CL

execution .

iaiute is decdar&d invalid lb(Si) When cx portion of 

thereof wblcb 

it is the duty of tb 

bilily clause

the obligation of ibe judic/ary to uphold Ibe constitutionalify of legislative 

encxetments where it is possible to strike only the unconstitutional portions.
I"-

This is problematic for §77H.Oil(2),bccaus& d is not possible to strike the

ibe statute as a capital felony.

e remaining portionsCK. s

lid, andare severable ordinartly should be recooyueed

t to preserve their validity whether or not a severa-
Ols VCl

e caur

Included. Severability is a judicial doctrineu/aS recount run

Sentence of death and stilt define

(8)



(*?.) the application o

§ I'M-.OH 15 contrary to the fundamental rud 

is noi by definition ex cap)lot tetany and is no

Capital felony tor the. purpose of chary na, and trying Ike offense, based 

the foreyoinc^ , the statute cannot be a. Capital felony just far the. purpose 

of imposing an m

the capital felony Sentencing Scheme because the. sentence of death 

ahohsed, leaving the statute unad 

See Alvarez V. State,Z£8 So.ld lOJH(fr/a.i()7#),(*a.n unadmm/strable statute JS 

constitutionally defective. ). Th

f the. capital felony sentencing scheme in conduction with

ts of law because the offense-i men

t recognized by the courts as a

on

ndefinit tt / imprisonment, Cannot bd conjoined withertn a

Was
ministrable and Constitutionally defective.

tence imposed is also ot odds with frticta 1e sen

§17.
tence of death for(Id.) The minute Florida} supreme court abolished the sen

§ l^H.OlKJJ, the state coaid no longer be a. capita! felony, nor could a court 

Simply rule% While the statute is defined Hy notCapital felony ifs reaas a
a. capital felony in the sense, as fbe Second District ot Florida Claimed. This 

>5 blatantly wronc^

fWXftfe
by the leoysloture

d violates the ruling in Haws v. State fUioSo*2.dFH(Ha.

I placed there
an

t at liberty to add words to statutes that were noare no

(II.) Florida Statutes § 77S.08S0)., states,h person who hox been convicted of

pital felony may b& Sentenced to pay a. fire, in addi -

ItH.Oi! Ci),is defined os 

ast op to §cUi>0,2cl3U)., Upon conviction

d its local subdivision for damages 

d other correctional costs. In subsechi

fed offender is

an
offense other than cx ca

tion to any punishment described, in S. 77s.031. Section 

a capital felony therefc a con-ore we m 

Vicled offender is liable to the State 

and losses for incarceration

an

costs OAdJT\

(d)., If the conviction is tor a. capital or life felony, the convi 

liable for incarceration cost and other correctional costs >n the liquidated.

damage amount of *2£OjDOO.

(V



(12.) Section .03.Execution for oasis in capital cases 

CoSes the costs In case of conviction shall b
• — In all capital 

tered up acyxjrsl the. 
prisone.r-,. ... and may he levied upon any properly of the prisoner found

'e en

in the. state ... or the balance, unpaid thereon, shall then be audited accor­

ding to law and such amount shall be paid out oi the county treasury. 
f\ civil resliluiion hen is placed against the convicted attendee, by the

State and their Subdivisions, This Civil restitution heny.e, bond\conlinues

tor a period of 20 years after the date of entry of the civil restitution 

lien. See £ %0.2^00. Fla.Stats.

U20 V/ben the Florida, supreme court abolished the death penalty for §71H. 

oi Jfa.)., the statute could no longer be a capital felony pursuant to that 

Court and this Courts holdings, fb u/elfthe 

is fraudulent. Uhen the States Legislature

civil restitution lieAy^e.bond

failed to all op the statute with 

dm to is trade and Constitutionally defective.. 

The Contract holding Land in bondaap is brutum tut men. This failure also

the bench, sexual battery is a
life felony?See hoapn v. State,H27So.id lOlCfla.UTh Ocf) hut,See. the

strange- ruling in Stats. V. Hogan &6) So.id gWf/arl?^)t

Supreme, court law it became una

Caused, the district courts to mot<ie Ioxj ftroen

I freddie F Landjbe natural person^ declares under penalty of perjury that 

the foregoing is true and connect.
Executed on this °\tk Jay of [)larch,2023. j^>rvfd/£ fj/.fLq/nd,

FREDDIE. Him/rose

(10)



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

The Habeas Corpus fict of \8f>7 this Court tbe payees to gsant Lands

‘l of habeas corpus. Land brought this due.process violation before Hie

d procedures to block Land from coming 

the State of Florida has been doing

u/ri

lower federal court’s and faey use 

before, the Court* This is the Same, thi
relief and. to sax/e the hond. This honorable Court hos held, It

//>9
to deny
has lonq been Said that riofiis without remedies are no nights at all.

me

Woods V. Interstate Realty Co.73S7 LLSSSiS,^ S*Ct. 173$ UW*i).

Article I Section 15(d),, to the Florida Constitution states No person shall he 

tried For Capital crime without presentment or indict t by a errand fury.
for decades Florida has h&ld^One changed With capital offense is entitled 

to be proceeded aoyxinsi by errand yuryl indictment. Hicks v. State Si Fla. 

\c\c\)10£o.2i50Cfla.le,l‘).ol)<lf,§ 719.011(2) is a Capital felony then the. Sixth Circuit is 

guilty of treason* if nbt,Lan(h-s Imprisonment Violates the Constitutions.

The Declaration of Independence put forth that all people have certain 

rights,and that a. govermenf must protect those rights. Our Flag stands 

for justice For all. The State of Florida, has a right to make its 

and th

men

lau/s,own
afoul of thestatutes, but these actions cannot Supersede or runese

United states Constitution.

pursuant to thean mahenabe right to Liberty and Freed*
only be abridged by due process oF taw 

tatute^ § 799.011(2), is not tau and this Contract With

Land has om

Constitution. That ncght 

Pot Color oF laU. This 5 

Society is brulun Fulmen. Land demands his right to Liberty and Freedom be

can

restored.

OD



This Untied Sides Supreme Court Is nou at the perverbial fork in the. road,
let its honor- and integrity tall with democracy.io stand with the Republic or

Floridas judicial System removed the Safetys in § 7^.011Cx)put in place by 

the legislature, and the Constitution^to streamline a conviction and to 

<x bond. This is shameful and clearly violates due process of Ia\J* This 

Supreme Court must use iis power and put an end io the evi l action, 
this color of fav^ and restore Lands' Liberty and Freedom*

secure

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of habeas corpus, should be granted?

Respectfully submitted,

^/ledLcI/jL Cl. iCjawiJt

Date: /YUkAcJx *1 j %.02jb
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