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LIST OF PARTIES

\&] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.
[ 1 All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of

all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:
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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

\Q’] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A, B to
the petition and is

[] reported at UnKnawwn ; Or,

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

[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix D to
the petition and is

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[ 1 is unpublished.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[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the : court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at : ; OF,
[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

1. oF 1.



JURISDICTION

\f\)] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was Oclobhey 241, 2027

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

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals 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 (date) on (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
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ 1 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 (date) on (date) in
Application No. A .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
1s+ Am&wa(’m«cwjr To The United Stotes CoustlHution
iLf‘HL AW\.&VLO( WL(A/L“~ To TL\& [/{l/\.ﬂ‘»(_a{, S‘i‘ocl;e_a COVLS -ﬁT‘HAﬁ\om .

2%. U, S. £. 81215 (9)

.P\riSovxaV‘s LT%FacL-How Refovrms Act of 1995



STATEMENT OF THE CASE
The 'P&Hﬁama\r‘j Robev+ L. Davis N Soua}\+' Ow+ Yo lead Towpa
Bq77 FIOY\IOIQ‘—) and Satasola, Flovida, to covrect unConstFutioual

. p‘_)hc)“ Wkg]e_ ’PY‘&SCV\‘;"\'VL?) Models Fov these Cities -)'a ao!Fa,\/\,cen/Q,wd

becowme COMP«_»;PHLTVL diveve Fied ChL7 States, The Petidioner obd
+hio 'loy way  OF civil Filedd Cow Platuts, F’ﬂd tw Unideol States Dis
~feict Courts in Flovida . Fecdeval .juaff)cs b‘eﬁcﬁm Yo ban PATitonen |
From cloingy His, When the Peditiouee model clafims (tsttne Savaseta,
Floviddaw 5 dnek ov OFficials Tn ComPlainte All these F.-l&;& civil ComPlatwts
ave bonified claims . There ave aa/eiuawy wovoled. But Distetct Couts
used +he Pisonecs LHigotion Reform Aet oF 1995, 4o ban Vet
-~ hioner Form Filing cladms For oo Iifetime , IF the Pelitioner did not
hove the Fall $3s50.00 Filfag  Fee Mane7/ .

S When Petillovier Eled a Miscarrfga oF Juslice c¢ivil claim to
be release Foom Rusown, anod the District Court Useol (PLRA) of 1195, Yo
Prevent Pefidioner From having the case heawd ., (D§st ch NO:§I21-00228 |
11m Civeuwit court NO. 2:1—[0%]~E>; AFter move than 7-yeavs &xPivee!
From Frling in US. Counts. Anef He couds olemiesf petitiouce 1o froceed
Tw Formg Poauberss on a Miscavviage oF Justice Cose. The FPetitionen
Qecoavﬁz@o{ +het H'\e,(pLRAB was Paw+cally Mﬁ Counstitvtional, And
FheveFove Filed a Constitutionel C!«a“cm@e, v the Distriet Court
on Tuwe '3, 2024, Cwith Hhe believe it was a civil Cowm Plaint

The Novth District Diswmiss the case uwndev 3'$~}V*Ccks —_—



STATEMENT OF THE CASE, CONTINUED

Pursuant, to 28 W.S.c. §1915 (3>9 on Sofdewber [Bang 20224 . The Pt
- Liovew Filed a *Pmc\] appeal +o the Eleveati Cirewit on Seblew bev

A022 . . And Fhe Eleventh Civewit Preventeod the Case Frowm be\«vﬁ

heovd ow the 2-stricks laws own October 254, ZOZ,')\)(APP’Q A ) )
Wheve +he Pedifioner Comes ‘HWLci)/ On +Hhis RQ0+ky OZQ)/ oF Tamuq\[\/ A

~\

* I+ shouwld be noted +Hhat the Pedilionev Fleol a. lotp)oe,llau'f"

Hewe Moves To Proceed Tu Fovma. YauPevris Avdd Nodi & The cCouwd

That A Denial To Do So Would Deny APPellant s Consiitutioual

47

AcCess To The Couvts And Due Proces s s 1w The Elevewth

/

Civewrt, No+:F)/7V\3 Hhe Couv““.) Hhat Peditionev has an inalienalble

Right »+a SeeK Redress on The Same Statute > A9 WS, C.%l‘tlS(ﬂ)

‘H.\e, Cobt\(“k'_3 amd( COCAV"{'S MSCD( 'l'a ba\/\ ‘er, loe;i-“ﬁlw‘ov\e\r‘ Fv‘om See K

ReoZV‘cSS .



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

‘ A Liftme ban to Fedeval Courts under 28 Ww.S.C. §(915 (9,

\r\}“{kow‘F a SaFd%/"NCf ts have Plaw E\f\fOV, anel oOv ML\SCQV‘V‘:\QgG
OF Jus—} c e CaSes HCQV"J

The (PL RA) WViclates The Unifedd Strates SuPre me Couvts

Pro S Libevally Consteuedd Dochrine. Where Hhis Court
Needs 1o elvaw Proceeduves For_f)uq’cf)e to Follow. Iy
Ovdev- Yo Adolvess [idigation From Hhose With o be
~low Yu gvack Educoticn level. Who have Freuble
PV&S&V\HVLj a cfv?l claim that is ewhtle to QelieF,

A S—(;\}(,\/k (7> 7aa,~r baw s Natieual Qﬂcoﬁn:\Z{o/ to be
APPlical +o Statute oF f?MTfojromﬁ anod wost hans . States

anck Fedeval Gouvevrnwment,

* )A\v\o({ F&J&V‘a[ CO(A\/‘* }\owe, RCCO%VHZCD'{ \/aguane’ss wmo
the (PLRA) undev 28 U.S.C.81915(9). ey cleavily s+a+.n3., The

, S
‘)ch‘m C?VII ac‘hav\ 1S MO‘I' J&szo{ [V\ ‘er, s‘f‘od‘u."‘&. S&C :

Unsbedd States Vi Wade, 211 F SuPf 2 131 (fiD. Ha. 2003
and Byrd V. Shanagn, 115 B 2d 17, =t 123-2 (Wa( Civ,
1013),

. of 1.



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Hber 2 Baisto

Date: M&%&_MZ_L

7. of T



