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Summarize the case and the Court’s decision
There are various crimes defined by the law appertains the rights of people. People have the right to live and enjoy in environments that are conducive for them except in some few cases where a person may not be in a position to fully enjoy life as they desire or in cases of imprisonment as defined by the law and many more special cases. Kidnapping is a serious crime that has existed since time in history. There are different cases about kidnapping that have been represented at various levels of courts both within the country or internationally (Dabbagh, 2011). Kidnapping is a criminal offense that is chargeable by the constitution in the United States of America. By definition, kidnapping is simply detainment where a person may be unlawfully carried away and confined against their will. Kidnapping may be carried out in exchange for purposes that are illegal or even exchange for money as it is commonly known to many people. A major question that has received a different reaction from different people is about parents and kidnapping. Can parents be charged for a crime of kidnapping their own children? For this to be proved, a number of elements have to be fully met beyond doubts. This paper comprehensively discusses the case of case Davila v. State which concerns a parent and son.
The case Davila v. State, 75 So.3d 192 (Fla. 2011) concerns Ricardo Davila (‘Davila) who was the petitioner and was convicted for different crimes a major one being the kidnapping of his son. The kidnapping of the eleven years boy had occurred not only one time but several times between the periods of time of 2000 February and 2000 July. The conflict issue that disturbed different judiciary houses was as to whether it is lawfully to convict a parent for kidnapping their own children especially under section 787.01, Florida Statutes. The decision of the Third District in Davila stated that there are circumstances where a parent can be held criminally liable for kidnapping his or her own child. However, it strictly came to announce the circumstances that have to be fully met for this to be considered as a legit offense. Davila was charged by amended information where it was recorded that he had committed about thirty-six counts of crime related to child abuse.
Among the many crimes that Davila had committed, three of the counts were false imprisonment of a child who was under age, only thirteen years old. Some cases recorded were about child abuse, child neglect, attempted murder of a felony, three counts of attempted kidnapping of a minor child below the age of thirteen. Concerned with the records of child kidnapping, the States stated that between the time of February 5, 2000, and July 7, 2000, Davila secretly, by threat or forcibly abducted a child below the age of thirteen years old against the will of the child (Ricardo DAVILA, Petitioner, v. STATE of Florida, Respondent. No. SC09–2177). It was further stated that the abduction was done with an intention to inflict bodily harm and terrorize the victim. Davila was tried together with his wife Josefa Davila for the crime that it was believed they did together and both of them were very aware of it. Several pieces of evidence were presented to the court demonstrated that the son arrived Nicaragua in February to stay with his parents in and other two siblings in Sweetwater, Florida where all the unexpected started occurring. His parents struck him many times for lying and misbehaving.
The minor gave testimony before the jury that his parents always placed him in a storage room at their home several times. The child was locked in the room for a period of two weeks and could only roam about the room and never allowed out of the room for that period. Furthermore, he had also been placed in one of the bathrooms in his parent’s home for two different times. The first time to be locked in the bathroom was for a period of three weeks while the second time he was locked there for about one week. In one of the occasions was after his mother complained that he did not wash the dished well and instructed her husband to lock the young boy in the bathroom which they did together.
Moreover, the punishment that the young boy was given besides being locked in the bathroom was also not appropriate. The poor child was blindfolded with handkerchiefs, his legs and hands tied with a rope; water placed over the head and big piece of the handkerchief in his mouth then locked in the bathroom. This is too harsh for a minor. On realization that the boy had freed himself from the ropes, his father hit him so hard several times with a broomstick. After the hearing, Davila was convicted by the jury for three counts of kidnapping and many more crimes and sentenced for life imprisonment for the conviction of kidnapping. From this, Davila was satisfied with the rulings given and appealed his convictions for the Third District. On the appeal, Davila made an argument that the ruling on the three counts of kidnapping should not be considered right. He added that this was because a parent cannot be convicted of his own child as a matter of law. After appealing, the courts made a decision that never favored Davila the father of this little old boy. The language described in section 787.01, Florida Statutes (2000) does not exempt parents from criminal liability for kidnapping their own children. The law permitted Davila to be legally convicted of kidnapping his son and even causing harm to the boy.
 
According to the court, there a number of things they had to justify in order to arrest David. First, the prosecution had to show that there was a forceful and secretive act when parents were locking the boy. They never told anybody, even their neighbors about it and forced the boy to stay in the bathroom and even forcefully hit him. Again, the prosecution had to show that act was against the will of the young boy as all was done against his will according to his testimony at the court. Davila also did this without lawful authority and had an intention to inflict body harms to the young boy. This is proved by the action of tying him, putting a bucket of water on his head and hitting him.
[bookmark: _GoBack]In conclusion, I agree with the court ruling. The jury was very right to convict Davila and held him responsible for all that he did. Law was followed and it is a fact that he always locked the boy in the room and in the bathroom without his consent (Dabbagh, 2011). The Florida Statutes law does not give any explanation that exempts parents for criminal liability for kidnapping their own children. To add, he also inflicted bodily harm to this young boy under the age of thirteen years when locking him. In my opinion, the court holding was right. 
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