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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

‘B/{For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A-8L to
the petition and is

[ 1 reported at UnKnewn ;or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix C-C{ to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at Unkvown ; or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ 1 is unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts: |

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ 1 reported at ; O,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the - No+ APPlcel |o court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished. '




JURISDICTION

\] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was > C

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

/\L\] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: s o , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix _A .

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including N/A (date) on ki /4 (date)
in Application No. A .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Mov. %, 2022

A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _ E .
\N A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:

, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted |
to and including /A (date) on (date) in -
Application No. ___A . Ny

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

i) AvML?da, X.) Se_c‘h‘oh 7.) Flovw‘o{a( COV\S‘H‘I‘w’f“[om

23 Article 1. Section 9, 10, United S'f‘a'f‘cs ComS‘H‘&tA"HOVI,
29
3)U.S.C. §1115 (9)

1) Flowtda legislatuve Senate Bill 83§
5) Floritdo DNA Datalbase faw C,lw(},;{gy 943,325 £ S.

Q> 1st A\M.emcivwau‘l“ UniteA S‘l‘q‘}es .Coms*}j-i-u:f,‘ou(,

7,) Lhisy Amenclment Uniteol Stafes Constitation.

8,) th Awenclment Unrteod Stotes Constitution «
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A

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Petiitoner, Robert L, Davis, notiFieol ResPondewnts that they wens
illeqally oletaining him in Violation oF their Florida Consttution, ansl The
Uniteol States Constifution.This not'fication was Preseutesl Hurougy
o writ gF hobeasg Conlus Fileod v Florida’s Sulbvreme Couvt When
ResPoucdents veFuse Yo corpect the constifutioual! violatious. Pefitione,
Fileed of common civil swit in Uniteo Stotes Distviet Couvt ofF Flop
~da, The U.S. Diefrict Count digmrsseo the case undev the (3) Stricks
rule of 28 W.S.C. $171s (@), (#P2. DD, And altuced the Facts fo cleny At
~biouer's imminent olovaer Facts cn cbjech.‘ou,,(APPx,E)o Wheve Petitionev

wag wnable to hove a Miscarviage op Justice case veviewedl.

The Pefitloner aPlenledl to the WS, Tl Civeuit Couvt OF AVPeals .

Pelibioner Frleol an+ton‘\l4‘plpﬂllamt— S howes wk)/ He should be Alowed
To APPecl In Forma Pau f”evw‘sﬂ. The Motlon Wsted WS, Subrewe Countys

Presicdence Showine the Ex Post Factor v}o{q.}.;‘gm.,auo( +he couvrt s holo{t\ﬂg )

on Coviod 19 Poss?ug an  imriaent o[a.vt%ew Yo oldev siek citfizens. But

T T T r

+hia was not enough Yo step the cowrt of APPeals From d[c‘swiss?mj the
case uneley 27 W,S.C. §1915(3) (3) stwcks sectiou. One juolge enteves
+his order cu“tg;\mj Hth‘\i‘. Davis is vet cqwrew{lz unofey imwmivent
danger of Sertous Phys?cq{ ?njuvy :( (APPX, Bi) . Which 18 a chauge
From +he courtls Prior holdlings oF immineut olanger ot Hhe Hime the com
~Plaint te Filed. Andd this is why Petitionew Fileod MNotiom lo Have case -
Reconsicdered (inolev The Plan EBvvoyr Rule . The Meodon Showedd how
the court s ofismigsal was COW{‘V‘OW)' +o mouny Priov holodings, But

Hhe count SHI reFuse to vespect Petitiouer s tmminent olavugcv' Facts, .

- -
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE ‘PET|T|0N

*v o

A») eve eXist a ConFlict kolohvtc:) betweer (.S, Courts OF APPecls
Concerning where anol When Hhe mminewt danger oF 25 ws.c,

9 /91s (a) s aPPlicable +o Proceeod in Forma Pau’peu“gs for the *
4 N e,

?W‘J-, FR\F“H'L) E?ﬂl/l‘l‘[/lj anch 11h Civeurt heldd its affPlicable at the
time Hhe comPlaint is Filed, Anol all other Circuits have Com‘l‘v‘aw/a,

aned miyed] kolo[m@% on the Pssue.

B) Florida™s DNA Database Stotute oF ch 743,325 . tokes O.Wa)/ Feasted

Rights, anol amencls [aw Y‘d’«‘oac‘f?vdy violc\,‘[‘mﬂ every U.S. Sulreme Count s

Presiclence Conccwm?ns Hhe Ex Post Factor law o ool is theve Fore u
~consti futioual.

C.) Flowiola " DNVA Database Statute oF ch 1%3.325@ 24, subfect touwist

Al visitors do Hhe State with bloool DNA substrachion |F they entev the
Stode ane{ have a listeod Felony cenviction, The Stote oloes this without
Fivst vw*?Fym@ visitor or fourtst beFore ewterine, the Shaute, Where
His count’s Suvisdiction necdds to be Granted 4o Protect Uniteo
States Citizeas From hors withowt Fist beiug nokFieol (,Dut hecess).

DD United States Counts, ancl Miscarviage of Tustice Mearcevated
Pt tioners neeol 1o Know how much Profection +he US. COMS%G‘IL‘&OVL Ve
-iafre,s For Such cases, Aunol \ULLCH/KV‘ Spa_o[/ ovenues owv O)ﬂ‘l(fons ave

applicable Yo a Miscarriage OF Tustice cases Suppowted b/ Un;teed
States Subreme Court Aresiddence «

¢. oF L




CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
A P

- Z/{* AL et
Date: Au‘%\gﬁ_lizu_.&all%_




