FIFTH DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL OF FLORIDA

David Charles Sussman v. State of Florida
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SUMMARY

The Fifth District Court of Appeal of Florida affirmed an order denying David Charles Sussman's
postconviction motions. The court cautioned that further abusive, repetitive, malicious, or frivolous
pro se filings arising from the same Volusia County criminal case could result in sanctions, including a

bar on pro se filing.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1. Whether the circuit court properly denied Appellant's postconviction motions.

2. Whether the appellate court should caution Appellant that further abusive, repetitive, malicious, or

frivolous pro se filings could result in sanctions.



HOLDINGS

1. The order denying Appellant's postconviction motions is affirmed.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

David Charles Sussman filed postconviction motions arising from his Volusia County criminal case. The
appellate court noted that it had previously reviewed and ruled on multiple meritless and duplicative filings

stemming from the same case.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The circuit court denied Appellant's postconviction motions in Volusia County Circuit Court Case No. 2001-
36686-CFAES. Appellant appealed, and the Fifth District Court of Appeal affirmed without further discussion.
The appellate court also cautioned that additional abusive, repetitive, malicious, or frivolous pro se filings

arising from the same case could result in sanctions, including a bar on pro se filing.
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