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* 

We have j u r i s d i c t i o n  t o  r e v i e w  seven consolidated cases 

w h i c h  c e r t i f y  as a q u e s t i o n  of g rea t  p u b l i c  i m p o r t a n c e  w h e t h e r  

a p p l i c a t i o n  of t h e  p e n a l t y  provis ions  of sect ion 2 7 . 3 4 5 5 ,  F lor ida  

S t a t u t e s  ( 1 9 8 5 ) ,  t o  c r i m e s  c o m m i t t e d  p r io r  t o  t h e  e f fec t ive  date 

of t h e  s t a t u t e  v io l a t e  t h e  ex pos t  fac to  provisions of t h e  U n i t e d  

S ta tes  and Flor ida  C o n s t i t u t i o n s .  A r t .  V ,  § 3 ( b )  ( 4 1 ,  F l a .  C o n s t .  

We a n s w e r  t h e  q u e s t i o n  i n  t h e  a f f i r m a t i v e  and approve t h e  

* 
State  v. Y a b l o n s k i ,  5 0 2  S o . 2 d  1 2 8 5  ( F l a .  2 d  DCA 1 9 8 7 ) ;  

M o n r o e  v. S ta te ,  5 0 2  S o . 2 d  9 8 1  ( F l a .  2 d  DCA 1 9 8 7 ) ;  A t y e o  v. 
Sta te ,  5 0 0  S o . 2 d  5 9 1  ( F l a .  2 d  DCA 1 9 8 6 ) ;  F i t t e  v. S ta te ,  4 9 9  
S o . 2 d  2 8  ( F l a .  2 d  DCA 1 9 8 6 ) ;  B a k e r  v .  S ta te ,  4 9 9  S o . 2 d  15 @la .  
2 d  DCA 1 9 8 6 ) ;  M a l d o n a d o  v. Sta te ,  4 9 8  S o . 2 d  1 0 5 7  ( F l a .  2 d  DCA 
1 9 8 6 ) ;  B o w m a n  v. Sta te ,  4 9 5  S o . 2 d  8 6 8  ( F l a .  2 d  DCA 1 9 8 6 ) .  



d e c i s i o n s  below o n  t h e  a u t h o r i t y  of S t a t e  v. Y o s t ,  N o s .  6 8 , 9 4 9 ,  

6 9 , 3 4 7 ,  6 9 , 3 4 8 ,  a n d  6 9 , 1 4 4  ( F l a .  May 7 ,  1 9 8 7 ) .  

I t  i s  so ordered. 

McDONALD, C . J . ,  OVERTON, EHRLICH, SHAW, BARKETT a n d  KOGAN, JJ.,  
c o n c u r  

NOT FINAL UNTIL TIME EXPIRES TO F I L E  REHEARING MOTION AND, I F  
FILED, DETERMINED. 
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