IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA

FIFTH DISTRICT
EDWIN B. HARVEY,

Petitioner,
V.

STATE OF FLORIDA,

Respondent.

Opinion filed February 7, 2003

Petition for Belated Apped,
A case of Origind Jurisdiction.

Edwin B. Harvey, Crestview, pro se.

No Appearance for Respondent.

PALMER, J.

Asin Johnson v. State, 652 So. 2d 980 (Fla. 5" DCA 1995): “The number thirteen proves

unlucky for petitioner.” That isthe number of timespetitioner Edwin B. Harvey, who entered no contest
pless, has attempted to collateraly attack in this court his 1991 convictions and sentences after he had his

convictions affirmed in this court over ten years ago. Harvey v. State, 600 So. 2d 1127 (Fla. 5" DCA
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1992). “Enough isenough.” Isley v. State, 652 So. 2d 409, 410 (Fla. 5th DCA 1995).

Infact, morethanthree years ago, we twicewarned Harvey about submitting successive, meritless
postconvictiondaims. See Harveyv. State, 748 So. 2d 1057 (Fla. 5" DCA 1999); Harvey v. State, 726
So. 2d 814 (Fla. 5" DCA 1999). Inspite of that warning, he has done so again by filing the ingtant request

for a belated appeal from the denia of his latest postconviction moation. Based upon his numerous and



successve meritless pro se filings, we hold that Harvey is prohibited from filing any additiond appedls,
pleadings, motions or petitions pertaning to his convictions and sentences in Eighteenth Judicid Circuit
Court No. 91-550-CFA! unless reviewed and signed by an attorney licensed to practice in the State of
Florida Theclerk of thiscourt isdirected not to accept from Harvey, as petitioner or appdllant, any further
pro se pleadings or filings which rdlate to that case. See Ellisonv. State, 807 So. 2d 825 (Fla. 5" DCA),

rev. denied, 829 So. 2d 917 (Fla. 2002); Jackson v. Florida Dep't of Corrections, 790 So. 2d 398 (Fla.

2001); Vickson v. Singletary, 734 So. 2d 376 (Fla. 1999).

PETITION DENIED.

SAWAYA, J,, and COBB, W., Senior Judge concur.

Harvey dso had two other cases as wdll, Case No. 90-1416 and Case No. 91-755, but it
appears his sentences in those cases have been served, making it unnecessary for this court to enter an
order barring him from submitting pro se filingsin those cases.



