FILED
JUN 17 2019
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES | SIRGER b cLerk

IN THE

O/()é ]/\,LL& /DOL\) S — PETITIONER

(Your Name)

: vs. ' |
un{J( Q,Ol SWL&JWQ — RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

U S. Courk oF Ropesls for e Fourkh Gircut

(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

J()Slmuc« tmc‘ul'dc Downrs #3[3@7- /7/
(Your Name) W.s. Io.:/—e;ﬂke, Ham‘e/

P.0. Box 23

(Address)

“Tesre \'\o&\%! Tndiono } Y1908

(City, State, Zip Code)

(Phone Number)



. QUESTION(S) PREaENTEg \ .‘: )
i \ onorabl C/OUU" rﬁ\lisi" Florida V. Hawis 4o clociry whot Ha,
®C\£L\\l%‘w\v§u\'ﬁ¥ bbﬁT'HE DOG'S ALERT"? Ts THE‘DO&‘S 'ALERTJ(‘

the behavior thed the 603 is TRATINED 4o disf)lcﬂ whaen H., SM"j hgw,\g'

Or on Q_NT'RP\INEQ be,immoc e l'\-andle/( chooses +o Sm‘oy&hydq [&u}\kl
Gs an olet? And fo resolve a split concerning Hhis iSSue among Mo Cicoandks
and heic lower cowts. | |

@73‘”'S an thfFOEMO)‘Qd W\Onb\"\m@ HF ond controdicked nervous behanior

e rise to rensonakle suspicion to axdend o tredbic stop and wait for

koup fo arive to conduct an “INTERDICTION STOP"?
@ At whaot ‘Poin* does o Tex(LI\Frfskﬁo bqoné s Scope and become o

Probable Couse seardh for evidence of o crime? Con an officer PU‘\:O('M_Ens
a. Search ‘?or weapons O'féu H\L C/l\'izm loe.in swohaé o emove
NONCONTRABAND items from the citizens ockets? And Does an officer
demanding o Cikizen to Open +hair Mmowth for the purpose of e officer 4o

joole For Id-r ugs exceed the Scopes ot T_QEJr ond D§cke,r50n?

Can manufactuced TReasonable Suspicion be used fo extend a -{»m.#(é, 5"’0‘9
Yo conduck a dog snift in the face @Q Cow}rad\‘c:l-ma envidence’ Ts an
officess subjeckive 3003 fuith olone the standard fof reosoncble gmf,,'ggm‘?‘

Did the =95 UNTRATINED REUAVIOR amount 4o probable couse

Or mefe rwjo(\ab‘l@ 5(,{5{){0['01\7_ Coan the 0\033 kanéle( ‘Pi'dg and choose

whidh behaviors ameunt o Prolocdol% Coirse’

@ Can an officer ecform @ Second search of a citizens person ober
exceeding the S(,O?Q of the p\rs;l' search® At what 170?(\4' does a citizen
b 15 dekoined become arfesked and does that arrest have o be
Su??odmé oy evidence. of a crime or can Hhe officer use e Fruids of
Hyo search incident to @ Hhot arrest as +he basis for H«,I owrest? Can
Hhe vresson of such arrest be SOW\LH\.inﬁ the Citizen wosnt ever chwgq,d

with?
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[ﬂ\ldll parties appéar 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

[\ For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A_ to
the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[‘\A/ is unpublished.

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

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

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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

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

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

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

1.



JURISDICTION

[\/]/For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was F-bb(w(.u’q\ (9| 2019

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

[\/]/A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: Maccn IX 2019 , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendlx _C .

[\4/An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including June 30, 2019 (date) on Moy 10,2019 (date)
in Application No. 1% A {\s4 . ‘

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

[ 1 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).

7.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Foucbh Pmendant 0F Hoe Uniked States Constibubion . - o

The Fourth Bmendwunt +o Hhe WS, (;,omjrfjm{'ioh Provides.
m‘h‘ Wt of the ’PU‘JV\L to be SeCure th 'Hwir PUWM houses
‘P@pefsl and & %Jrjl Ctg&,ir\S'l’ uara§on&\a le Seaiches cnd Se,{zq.r’e;' 5[%“'
y\o—\— be/ V{O‘G/{'téiaf\c\ No (Uafmn‘}s skall 1SS bu,’r uPon ’lDfo\ooJoL’L
W) Su{)Pj_r-\'f:i bbl Oa:H/x of jq}'(mwl'ion ancl PQIJ{{C’W\W""] dejc”b(nj
‘H\L V(w 0 Searched ooy He Pusom or -i—k{nﬁs +o be. Se,izqd,



' STATEMENT OF THE CASE ‘
Brownd e \ae,%ihn{ Yo the middle of December of 7,0\'5| 56*‘. Nm—uxw\ Rollins

of Yhe Berkeley Count S?\ut@{s Office i Moncks Corner | Saudh Carol,
receved on C:\‘(j MOUS \‘-HP from o Berleel chm{n,l (esiéuijr, The szoﬁriq&&ﬂi’di;(
Sapt, Rollics wroke canceinicy the dip| R Bereley County resident inforsacd Sgk Tollin
thak Me, Dais was involved in @ mulbikiloafam 'methamphelaming Orgcmimjo(on ond
¢, Vawis Surr)lid l.araz, qyar\\'ihbs of k;% va\( mt\amr‘wk,amim to the GB®
’@aweﬁ,mwsw and Chacleston Counties! Acmed with this alleged Fip | Rollins
St owt to i“VQS‘LCf'j‘*'J“ Hais ‘H( anoujk surveillance ok Mc Dawis and his residence,,
Durcing this sucveillance, Relling was -unakle o worhorate any ot the Vague, bare
boned” defoils supplied by the unknawn Hpster,
On December 28, 2015, TRollins was allcSeAM swveilmﬁ Donts' residence. hen
Deis d(ove, ?&5‘1 his ?os.ﬂ'fon, Rc\\ms o\\\ujad\j o\osuw.c‘, Some minor Yo flic l‘,\{.‘md,wm.
Tollins aot behind Danis' vehidke and cckivaded his blue oligk{s  Which Hen automaicall,
ad"\\lcd'ed his c\m‘:\ Comerns T entice Fraffic 34‘0‘? WGS C,aﬁwd on Video i but the LT
sound s absenk due fo Rolling C/\almi«m3 Hhot the microphone wes broken, M, Davis
ivrediatel fr‘u\\e,é +o He side of e toad, Tollins ap coahed the Passenger side
of Dawis' yehicle anad wnmedickely ofdecs Me. Dawis oud his Vehide, Without stoctin
M%&ﬂia )"'a() '\)rouzAw «7.5" 'R;)N'ms &Q;\rov;\%é M, Dovis 0N e Siée, oi “'L& m&d and j
waiked for beck wp Yo asrive to onduct an “intediction 5+°F“ on He alleactions of
recvous behaior Hat © Contradicted by video and loased on e uacorroborated +ip, whil
W&ilfihi} for back up to c»(('\\lti ’Rn“ms 0‘“@3&5 Yo have observed marinana Gl down HP\; ; *f
of Dots' 4-shirk, Allegadions Hat ore contradicked by video and by Rolling' ackions on "i[‘%
Video: A back up asrives, Rollins ?Uforms a search on Davis iooL'm3 for evidence oF @
crime, During Hhis S&Hd«, Pollins demands B Dowis Yo femove noneM from his od«»lr‘ and
orders Dowis o open his mowkh 50 Hud Rallins could ook for drugs inside Dauls’ motsly,
removeg\)%:? ,‘O‘}(T:C’k ;‘”\9 O&WS ijfmé by Dawis; Rollins oper\wl Davis' deivers door and l
Uis  temale Di : o | ‘ ‘
held, Zollins *\\ef\ «,&r’;veé k'.spu\VZ i'\’glxz? E:«:: X‘&j\ ;ﬁrrz?évgt?:k%i Ziglgrf? st
Stlwii Q«C Davis 'vdx{‘olg,.@l.%z 5 a male, Gopgressive alect dog, 4has Blites +rc:& Gir
alert (s mecckmj. Rollins wallked Blike 33 ol QKL Tained
Blite pawsed near’He deivers door and o 6—1;\6:“ \j vehicle Fwice. Or7 ’c‘w first pass,
Blite where 40 snift. As Pollins a r-oad\.:d M 539” _,’Po:;s,%“m? Wié his 'Flnf]?f& to show
4o e drivers side window and PP.* & dlivers door, Wollins |Hed his Fincers
) ) _ Blite ‘FO“OWCA l\uS ‘C\N*@(S wkd,\ Gised Bl (AP
p on has hind \U}S ond P\Gu’ s ij O"\-u\g_, dr ,Jd | Wt CRUSL - it o stand
down low and on ateund Hhe vehicle. T4 is w\d‘snv\:j Ool bC‘FOW Lollowing Rollins' F;“SUS
Rollins a\\zﬁuﬁ ook 'H"LPwse ind <k ‘J“ pu {df\w Blke never Sua; chud
ot Blike wos not troined o show e herebme cSshih hind legs were Changes in lochavior
o Sie Ll n s Lo suat) o Hhareiue ciishiuded alects, ollios clainad that He
| = T Ciagloyed W Blitz locates Hthe source. of Hhe odor, Rollins 4hen

Y.



Se().((,l{\ D i v
:J‘“S Ve‘, . l{/
(O .
' l’\&na

GS 0
. FPOS‘“} to [lowi
Btz to end allowing Blit
, itz o
COUJA t\& . V?)\fo(@ he " se Polling ™ ° /‘Lc’“ihsi e
{n (B&\h‘ - i d‘(lﬂ‘—(’ k , Ny knw i ewWIens .F .
H\g/ w‘u ? . hSlé{/ “H"L VEJ/! i now L‘( ‘H'\QI ‘H«\,&f\- ’Da\}, i of nO‘lT 0"“0
o R o el T sy
O\((«QS,\, -H,£ WC(.S ry‘\a('!;\mm ;H:ao 'H\b Vd'\ide, r{j\w\‘l’ (\B\‘h {’ [e/j or an “'L\‘\)U“S‘l'
o M&Mg any enidence og-‘( he. forapt o Lor\‘\o 4:“3 Wegal Z,;('ea(. up the ‘l:l\Jf ing thot
hucned ok 'arrqz-ﬂ 10\\’\“; ME rime bein m_“’ : M. Dasts a5 found | buct m‘ﬂa{o-r ot
Saigr e agprovimatel o bulge o s dhon placsd o
PGS LB ?omé,u— Coubi;% 1 (S‘MS of methom asea of g @ Seacch uu'»é«g(
Relli «d G waini o) el swele. N § ine; 13 PCW‘:S'TH ' eark
resul ts R then Sought ainq Ycket d » e Danis e grams of e bulge
o ko e du Lot o e 0 Rt charged o cotone;
found Gpprox The master bed the cencch of werrant For e o inbiokions onl ‘
HS u\;ﬁi}“}_{z‘;*d 50T Grom i?m, pm«"g Ha residence 0@’,‘5 eSidence :: only,
“This ”Frﬁ.q\. featm. An HS _ additionad :\L e.n-}n1 -\&0 ﬁs located a Q@ on fhe
é,"‘ the Federed stop and e 3% calibec r““‘“{’w«wm ) Lo o@c.-wd‘ﬁ‘(fai safe
' dered ndi LS y 20 feass :
AV e indickvant gﬁf o oimmwmmrzwmzw@ @ Ruper B <
being | & paes " T ble boside.
b@é in Vio‘|&+,‘ (b)(\)(A\ Q| %ﬁ Dawis w‘#@ i hment Hoe basis Tor beside the bed
VA Ament ion of % ] (b |)( i being | L Came of Ccount: )
In was Aismiss{au‘s'c"§ q’l—ZC). C-'OW\'\’ 'lv\s\kn‘}zl()ic\-l—{oﬂ 0_(: f A SQ'FUC;SA’ iiz Cd\c!
ITn Juna O{}Ao“\ ot 2011 ;\" (3) (l)‘ q/Lq (('A) AL :,‘,;9.‘".‘::' 24 ue' lﬂ(,iém*}
motion o 201, ad P Dais w | (1)! 914 (e) Cherges 'DW:S'C/‘ §
Fed B..C SU‘PF"&SS‘I Infifz\lﬁton ond OGL?EVM & Yo ). Count 3 of s with
Su”ffrf;SS'\'m:P“. \\ (G.) (2_) w«ju&(- O‘(’\ Z_g(«] UJ(LS iSSugA ‘.{: f{)r '\"'\L MO‘P o AHA'O’
Yrecm CJ(:‘M Motion. Lnlﬁmm"“j his \"Er‘L‘:iO & Candional ms*fé&‘a to Suppress eyid
292 monk Sunvory of ght to o nel plea aqs wet dongi eviden
Couck of ruery .20 Served Ein\q,:g, Diskeick Co ower Courts under
= AF \1 [ \ﬁ.l Me Dowi , Burean _g ‘ urd Senden rwlin
{'brwaf\\ ufw""5 Lo e F ‘+ is filed @ +i ot Prisons ced Mr ,Do;}.o"\ his
o o of Bpials L g e s 0 s o e
v .0 ﬁﬂ'}ﬁﬁvlj ‘: ‘\\-eé,a *\Y‘M,( 3( : 'H\.i’, "D‘. ‘y\ F&(Mr
A el oc the Four 4 pekition § ik Courd | by 2019) the
WV' 'H"C/(r . ln'gofck. \“"!’fsdw i
& ot Cecki o cutt denied ceheart sion. O
oot is now filed P petitio h@ On majd«h'
led b o For o theacir (3,20
Y M, , earing " 1%
) SUSIRT' thq, /
e
Upreme
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

SEE: Question || REVISITING FLORIDA V. HARRIS 7

Ta Flocida V. Haccis; 133 5. ct 1050-(’2_013)j +his Honorable Courd held that
ik o bona Sde Ofgan-\?_ou{—;on has cerkified o dog after testing his rd{ad_oi'(\‘l'%
in & controlled s‘d'hng or if the dog has re(,m‘H% and success wu\g Completed
G {"rodn'ms ?mf)mm -H,\‘Ar e,va\wh,c! s .?(O{"Ic/icm(,»\' G Court (‘#n ?R, W, Swl)\u}
10 Gy cnn‘flid(ip evidence offered) thet "THE D06”s ALERT *?roviée,s F‘rob@be,
Caunse o Search usins o “Totalit ».04‘- Hhe Circumstances” appromo'r\.l

The petitioner hilmbl Fcci_uaé“'s Hhis Honocable Courd +o revigit
Floriaa V. Hm—dﬁ"ﬂd., and Clocid evacty what He Cowrd Mwn-‘r in H-j Holdt‘.\j
whu\ l“' S“'a+€d ‘HWP'THE. ®OG‘ ALE T" *’\Dron'dCS ro(oo.,bl-e Cause +o
Searchs Simglglosio would leod one 4o intecpret +his INSEEEEE stakement
ko mean exectly whoet it says ard 4t is, if a Deug detection dog i
troaned | tested and certified by bona fde orgenizations o display” o Certain
behavior ot the odor ot haroo{-icsl then i Hhed do dePla%S ”H\__O:( +raine,él tested
ond castified behavior, then i showld be assumed dhot +he dog smells gn
odor Hhok ¥ was Frained to deteck, Tharelore, Hhat trained beRaviac would
5-%,(,0(._\._ proboble Couse and He ensuing search would be ungueshonable, Prior
Yo Elocida V. Haceis, Hhis Hopocable Coiid stoded i Tllinos o COJDO»“&S' SU3
WS, Hos, 125 S- Cho 924, 160 L. Edi 24 {2 (10‘53)‘"[%“ alect from o well
troined dog provides proboble cause to search.!

T Hhe industry, the Organizadions use only use Hwo Fechniques in thaic
+T0J\h\n5 Gy C\Wg Ae}e,c;h'on 303, One ‘rcchmc\.m 15 reaching the dqﬁ to become an
aﬁf)cpSSiV‘& a\e,r-lf doS. An %{e,&SiVL aleck doa S +u“>ica Y Faught +o agsmssivdb[
scrotch at He ()“a\ﬂd- Hhod” Hhe narcotic oder s %ancuhr:g Crom, The other
technigque 5 teaching the dog to become o passive aleck”dog. A passive alect
dogy is Jru‘p\‘ccu‘M +awam to St and stare at He object thot norcotic
oo i e,mcmwlv'mg fcom, Anv\ pesson |00\L\n3 through a Common  Sense [ense
would expect a Well trained dogy Hhat has éj been fested and cectified
Yo disploy tha behavior Hhed iF wos 4rained Ho d?SFfaol‘

Howq_,\m,(\ G Common Sense \EJ\SE/ is no+ OJu) S (/I,S&di b@‘p()(b UU’\(J CL‘F‘"*"[
Howvié;, Scme C,eu.r~§'5_ havt miii}hr’(arﬁjrd -_wais Cc{i\mar% |an3wc~9? o mf\d
N lorng 0.5 & dog {5 Cerdidi a bena tide OfGan izafion at oo S
’\c\‘:”naﬁf s allowed _;_2 ‘wajeohqﬁ\,\ cult«\oos& ANY Q‘\_‘l'm.&&d b&koivfor cli\;‘,lg%e,d
o the doa a5 6 teans ko ise as an alert for probobie Cause EEEER +o
; Ny Mintrained behavior could be ANY' COMPMON dog behaxior such
' oo 503'5 heod turned) Hhe 0‘03'5 ecrs laid bock, the
503'5' outh das@c‘, il U\)wa)mf); etc. See :

e

serL\ .

oo buk 0ot limited fo
Jogt breokhing changed) the

(.



u_% ﬂreA Stakes V. Prada, S F 3d 1215 (1oth ¢ .
v Halleman, 43 F.3d 1152 (9 c,-u-(.i 710{3)' S,,;J,af'gf"@; Unifed States
F.3d 1036 (9% Cje. ‘2013); United Stotes V., Brooks SX;SFV.S.%OM&‘SJ 126
(U:S.D. C. 2009)" Unibed Skakes Ve Shan, U- 5. Disk. Leyis ge4 Zd bi¥
(7-0\33] and 'Lkm‘k{g Shoctes V. TXis, 2 Hgl(;-r- 39| (U. S %V‘S 541

Soudh Coroline Wiv. of Chacleston 2011, Sen’ S 3 'Dhi' ?is#, 04:

4 ﬂ\i Petitioner S-lad'(c\' Hot the Common fpression g dtus(w\‘),
l.AS | brcounse some, Courks heve used e c:;m sense lense is hot &‘Wm,‘;
Hhaic decisions before and alfter Hasrys, Tkz,s:\ ‘22“ ims;, ler‘.s"” +o make
Fonorable Courts languoge to mean evack wkc&u;\tssll—kiu{’ .m\L'ng,lru; his
and thet is, the on\% way to 5a+i5£\1‘ 'Pr;(o@ble Caugei 4: ;5 rc&\ i+s P"?C‘eéuﬁs
e & £ EU P o e
£ide ocqoniZations and +Hwe c\og's olerd 'TY\.V'USJ’ b ‘H%vﬁ\ulr #ei 'ib, bona.

B e eoked and cockd @ 4o cxhibib when it el He cdoc of
narcotics. Nothing less Hon this frined Blect ;“5”}" 5 ¢ v odoc of

Counse \-o S&C\rc}\ T+ would ke exdremddy heyd f(‘ " SG&\.S “ ’pmi)able »
and cectify a de Aetectio. o or an O(SQAI‘LOL‘I‘!'OK\ +o test

: ' ehion dog withowdt First knowing wh |
deained alect is and then visucd‘.,‘ see that do cl’gowlw what the dogs
o . lotockion oF dha hidden, Pavcokics, D ©oPle thek behador

T Waded States Vi Wilson qqyf < L DD
of Norkh Cacolira. 2000 the Court Shé' S;ﬂ’_‘.%i‘ (s (U-5D.C. W Diskh
qu a handler's Sub\;ec,’('\\;e, determinatica Kﬁ:\' C:H\j ! " (LOiAri' C_.C«.nno*} |
0—‘—Luu)'\5e, \X(\AQA'«U:;{’C&‘;)[@ CLlQr'\" 5 w"\l(,h Co (/l L do has Wl&,d& Sone
T)mgh@“ \ PUrposes Iimung, from review ! (Ci‘\'i?»c- 5\'\'"6[?;(,32 lc 5{?{’5‘;%[:3 -{'\or a'uam |
Vﬂ}—{) U}t\u\ “\'W ;CC)MmOl‘v 603 b&‘n&,\)wﬁ H/w& are U;"\‘{'m"lﬁd '31(104—(/{‘& e
labded os alects in dhe dogs Ybmining records, they ace ] fi wen

aﬁd review. Alse see! U\M%&s States A/, O—amk: kfb\ = "4 90.3 Sy 'GAWMFM."?’B
Uinited Stetes V. Rivas, 157 F3d 364 (5 cir. 08 956 F.2d (231 (g cir. 1499
Digz, 103 Disk. Lewis 3775 (U-S.D.C, Dist, of 8); (f:"d‘ United Sudes V.
(Q‘Amﬁ‘) Haseis; and velijiag on Wilsen), - of South Cacolina Div. of Charleston)
~ Rs Hhis Honorable Courk con ser He 5.‘;'[;3( amora the Cirewit Co
‘H@f lower cousts runs much deepar ' e ,'W'FS and
spit amonty the cireuis, where on?@ﬁﬁco?w;;&iémlefm j'?an mﬁﬁ(ﬂo |
\ong courks Sollow 4t and anothar Court ot Appeals rules a differest wa @:\rd
‘H-w,\f’_\o\per OGWB,&HNP them, The ir\S-l"aM’ SSsue Couses S, lits 1n e, SC\.‘J\L
Circuits and Sometimes the splits are in 4he some division o$ the seme district
Sor Uniked Stakes Vo Digz nd Uniked Skekes Vs Dois, in Diaz, Hha. court di

o ollow o : > Liadg, \?Lf‘lwq’cila
not allow the untaind behavior fo constitude a valid alect; bud He Davi
(,ow“\' Aid. Sometimes the SF\',{-S are between He lower wuf-{si;nd ﬂvb Davis
C’“WH‘S' (3%: Uniked Stades v, @9:33 ded States v i LFo'm 0‘*"*‘; e
Uorbed Shates Vi Dassis, Now 11000 (% e 209). e




For the abovestated e0s0nS | the petitioner humbly stdes Hhat dhis
Question i3 ripe for Sugrme Court teview; Hthere is No uniformity in Ha law
V%@Vd ““3:\’“5 \rnpot Yoo c‘,v‘e)‘s‘% 10N that meets Hhe Rc\yirﬁmank for Considecation

ot Geaithing ﬁ Corbiotart under Rule 10@) and_Rule 10 () of Hhe
Supreme Couck Lules. Though Hhe Guestion 0ad rules are not binding; Hhe
Oueshion effects the rights and public welfure of saciety as 6 whole.,
’\Rw.sl/\ "Dru{j detechion deas con be very ULS@-R.J, Hthey are shll animels
ond their usage and actions gffou\a e governed by one ek of rules and
laws and net G pick and choose seb of rules. Deug detection }«xjs are W G
helphal accessory ot i equivotent 4o fhe likes of "other Jaw enforcement
W?m‘”‘)‘ such as @ ‘ o '&.‘5% speeds and if Hhe tadar is not Pw%t"mir:j
Cotrecily then o EEESE Connot be Used 0nd Hw same goes for Hhe dog.
T dhe 503 15 not ?@c@ocmmﬁ COT(GO‘HV‘ ) Hen his inCorcect responses an,
achions should not be used “to provide probable auseB 4o search on
Amen con C'\*'\'z.:%n) or s \Oéz\ov\ﬁir\ag, The, AP Aade and 'D{Sjﬂ’id' Courde 02
i/\ﬂ"“’\&‘j"\fb\d\’h dided on this Ssue and need Hhis Honerable Courd +o exerGise
s Smperviw(\‘ Powes, '

See Question 2. EXTENDING TRAFFIC STOP
TO_CONDUCT AN INTERDICTION STOPY

Thn & m{y‘ Ohio, 392 .S, |, 99 S. C4. 183, 20 L. E4. 24 $99 (i969), this
Hm(c&)ig (Leur" ruled ‘H'\(,JA' 0o S‘\tOF‘ onf'l g&(ﬂmﬂuﬂl“f&)"\“l it 13 ‘PrOiOn;@d( éﬂ)‘{)oind ‘—H'\'Q'

reasonable time € wru,iro.c! to Cmv\gle-lre_ miss ione Thws we evalucte “whobhec the
police dtli‘%en%\ pursued @ means of investiopdion Hhat was likely +o contiem or dispel
Hheir suspicions okly c‘urinj which 4ime ¥ was Neccessary o detain Hhe defendant”
o) ?fo\of‘ﬁ G hv&?'\; s'\'of "eyond -H\i Scope of @ couhine Hradtic ste ;I on officer e
rust Po3sSS wstdication Hor do%n? 56 Other +han He initic) +adfic Violation
dhet "Dmm‘rl'eﬂ A Si'op in the Rt pace..“ This requifes "either the dewes g;onje(ri' of
veasonable Suspreion Hhot criminal ao+iVi*'(1 is odosty This Horecabole Coust Further :
solidified i¥s stunding in Arizoca v, Johnses, 555 (A5, 323, 129 S 08 731, 172 L. Ed.
LAY (2009 and Rodciguez Vi United States, 135 S.Ch 1609 (2015), To determine
reasonaole Suspicion; we tur fo Hhe Hotality - of = the - Cir cumstences,

T Decenber of 2015, Soh Nothan Rollin a“agbé‘v] received an cxn(m(,limoug,si
bare bones tip that Joshug, Divis Wes & large § tale methamphetamine deales Though
P lowes coucts deseribed this Hp 6s HQHV‘ detailed| Hhe wrrten cepock of Hhe
fig on condaingd VaGUR, de,sc(ig*‘\cnS« Te ig:s*v nwel Sad how he of she knew H}":}‘
Dowis Was tvolved in'a large dru orgenizackion; N names o descrighions wire rovided

us that were G o g@ an organizadtion and o aformation on Dowis' meyements
o oredicked behaviors. T Flerida Ve 9. L.' |4, L. Ed. 2d 254 \ S'Z,q LA-S.“Z.(p(? (?,060),
i Honotabhe Courk held fat @ (Ln0m1m'ous tips do net exhibit sufficient wdicia of

(a\ia‘o’a\i*«,\ +o provide veasonable sus?iuom” %\\im' +estimony at the Suppression BW{“j




Showed thak his +eshi
defense C@“—“S’d i Py +€Slyw\3 O'C He : !
. N A 2\ 1 i "’\'G)“V\ "’ PR TR I ' :
hls howse? ! 'R.O"Iin: an'\m%:\‘, |ed You haj\;é r{"\c“bi“‘\’,"\ ‘?&\‘béo Rolling
T : s ongwered)' Me cbs ieve, theres' drug 4 s was asked
h ﬁ?\i ?‘Z’:’\g& of him a&i&llw do'w){;‘\p 5‘(3'“ downg -H\o&r Lr%ﬂs‘%ém:g 30"13 on ci-)}
1> IROIMANTS AT L 0 N0 Thx i i sl }
m\i&aiamw o 1 .k“‘, ‘;ﬂw% and U’ie;!ﬁ\‘\' ( ‘:{fr‘f{q Pgm %) 'vfon?rfswiif&m(i
L Was < . n vinlod . UL .
DA T o e e Sk S
{ﬁj Q{i\m’ and an accurock:d ?\uq’@él Swp, lied lrf\n@ _h"vé inside information }:"uﬁs
238 ‘ tpTIion ¢ el ¢ . Locost .
d kosoledse of Concanked ori ption of hhos vehe 1"”‘ Mo locakion, of Do i
A S o Bl S
e mt&:o can & Couple of < day on December 29 poke
" o is decided 4o allow hi fop off his dick “i‘\_g" the bank 4o d os-+‘5
S“L.\&‘F’%\%‘, - gt Rallins Skﬁc%db piteall PC c+0“?am ot e %“(‘dwsomw”
SIS VRV -9 Uni s who was deiving fice alo ' ' e
B b Tt el e, o iy oo Al Cordy
ocakion Ak Hhe cesdent S Jorkld daon Hha Shrect oub o 1
. Dowis' s Sight {y
+(q UC_V'\O\@;\-\O“S and /u.lh,:i Dﬁ:@+\ov\"ﬁol\i“5 cd en grom. me, W\'
o be to determing r;\') L. £ s over, The ms ?‘MS fo hove coserved thre .
té\“ade, an improper \aﬂjrtuﬁmt around the 50&&;‘ this teadbic stop w;; rsh‘m( od
m:“’ (\}‘0\\"&(\5”@? (ooChad 1)0&,-:;’ m\f\ determine (£ the u:)"‘»( «l, 4 efes mine. i m\t:gp ‘
551000 Rolling ks C‘%Jrefm'w:eévis\d&' b became obyions :H\ow'*‘& wis oo dark.
uncoroboroted Yip: e i Shen T can s ot Ralling had @ different
dhats whare T conduct m | ‘ “"\fed.. When T conduct 2: dru3§ fieled by He ren
?\0“"“5 hed Davis exit the vz;:s ‘f\lfs is ot the frant of ‘%1 ﬂﬁ; of Ninkecdichion stops]
TLD“'W“ aﬂ'mv"{ b use. norm&‘; .»'n less Hwn 10 SQ(O{:A Ltog” I V?,‘\i_c,ic_" (Su ﬂ—r o5 |
b\"’m. diot, His claim Hhot D ‘N‘ s ic,ih_“:a -~ ‘wj'\cut?of O?FP@&(;M ‘ Dm)?‘z: \;;jfa ?3)
C‘%\’Lﬂ\ +0 do (’M\d 60(’,5 |’\0+ iﬂdt‘(,o*a’ eSl\ Ci CJ.(Q,H‘Q .\S C Ci. m@O&f\S G€ necyous e
Dosis thet wes fieled b Ot »wz Necvousntss, Relly oMy ‘Jﬂ’—‘% normed for
R 4 Hne uncoroboroded i s pllowed Hhe Suspict ¢ any
Davis did 05 Suspicious. oboreded 4ip +o caise Rollins + Suspicion foc
" Rallins' ‘?@J’('Q\ WCLS.Q(.-W o4 w; n ' - lins o view e,ven{u\_g,\_
- 0»*‘ P oudic was bmkzﬂ? ’ﬂ\:)l L an N Car desh Comera Video b J
leely gk, Tow rocto Lohie shp s Cot 1 T b o e Clams
Contradicidd B by te clas us lodhawiors ot Rallins“cla e A bt the sound 15
C,ame,(a Tense 0{\\{( i +O§L g Vviaw oF the d&ﬂ\ﬂs Cimns 'ﬁ’? have viewed are
“"é“f y et Gaay nene of the nu.\mi’sag:m Wé*‘—o‘ With fhe éigk
. The reasonalble time 4o Complet e ' ehaviors can be seen on '
Con o2 se - V"‘FJ'QA‘P'OC,@ (PR ® . A ¢ to caleulak
o e toking out his Yioks mplote this Haftic sho e
-~ Hyrougihouct “erz)n g S “\’\‘(/‘L‘b‘\' ol ¢ ’ 0 3 .P‘ On the video %“\
preparing the o s digket pod and placed = o0 h Sy
Qm\mxt?d Fickeh Rolling dbmd;ﬁmgeﬁr stirfed weitin m?’ +°fﬁb0p his Ew\’rﬂ |
ked On O Coirese of acticn C‘ ) e Migsion of @ +(“] -@‘ ts, Tonstead of
ONSsa ant w;_“\ Q“'OFF!'W Q«néc 3""0? (,md
Conducking a drug

inyest f)a:\*ion .
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The lower Coucks used Tohason, which is dishnw@kmuf. from Hhe instart
Cose Tn Q-g'hgam"ﬁ'\«z'deﬁeném—\ waos from acms i'V\\res’c@d ared and was
W0earing aoea Colocs, T Hhe instard case, Dasis wad” leaving his residence. | which
, WP & exhremaly low Crime area, iy fack three OF Dois! immedinte
neiahlpots were Pohc.o, oPicess, There wes nothin Su%a%’we, of any dmf)
okt The Courts Li\ed +o aven consider Hhe Upremne Conrd ?\armdm-}
of Tl 4o B determine 'F the anonymous i contained Hhe noicia of
relichility To provide reasonalble Suspicion @E deua ackivity and IR instend
CXWHQ& Unided States V: Sakyi, > 30 BB | LY iﬁq?),, o cose that Hhe

RN Jels) that may not evhibit the

15 loces

Su(;( ena Court M-HW\S i
. .indic,'\cg of F@\lgb‘)\‘-ax‘ V\udeA '

The guestion presented heee aFf’“‘e’S to +he 'r“igHs of Hhe gwa,\ public
ond wuets P Considecations destiibed in Rude 10 (0) and Rule 10 (c) of -
He mm\@ of the Supreme Court, To allow Hre law entorcement 0gencies
3o continug, o Conduct druc BB in\)és*éam{'iom during rouwting dradfic S‘f’ops
loased on manwfoctured resSonable Suspicien wauld 5-{-r{f) americon Citizens

o thuicr f)re.ciouks r‘i3P\+5,
<or: Queskion 3. TERRY FRISK OR PROBKBLE
CAUSE SEARCH FOR EVIDENCE ?

Hhis Honorable Coxct ruled +had an oicer Maoq conduct

o pok down fort Weapons i § He officer hes reosoncble SuSPfQIOsﬂ ot Hhe
e, armed and donaerous. The search rrust be limited in scope and

_ . 3
st consisk of a pat dawn of the oukes garments only: The purpase o
His Search 1S l;m'\’re,%ajrc lookim3 for wea?ooé Onlu‘ ; NOT EVIDENCE

Of A CRIME, Onee Sem;‘ Frisk exteeds Hhis scope, 1+ Crosses a Hfsresl\o_ld

OJ\A "Oww 0& mell lﬂ'ﬁ’u&i\% Sm\-c,‘,\,

ITr Mioneseta V. 'DEQLUSOQ‘;_SGQU.S- 366 (’l‘i‘ﬂ) This Honecable Court |
added ‘H&"Pia'm {eel doctting: Undes Dickerson, the Poi-ic,e, may seiee noh—%rgp;\%niyﬁ
@ﬁ““(ﬁ,\?aﬁé ‘("\6“} dU«(h’\S a \&3‘@\ E(_(_‘:‘ %ﬂiﬁE‘ Jo ‘0\1\3 as "H’\L wn%‘mé WGS iﬂﬁ“’m‘r\u]
e from pldin feel) a corollary o the plain viw exception fo Hhe
Fourth, Amendmentls worrant reguicement, The court Yoid dawn S ingend limits foc
tre ploin feel docdring | the seaxch had +o be part of o proteciive pat down for
LRapons; Justitied on He teasonable Suspicion the, pesson maoy be asmed and dongeroiss,
%;\d _th:\w &pm&&bma natuce of Hhe Ob:je;c\‘ must 'be immedic Z‘l'qu‘ obvicus b“‘ Pouch

OAtICRN : :

: "‘\5 back v officers arcived on the Sc.u\a,, Tollias C’\Sl(f.d Danis for Consert +o
Seasch his person and Davis refused 4o aive consent. Tm M{(&d% afler Dagic!
cefusal 4o conserty Rollins conducted o Swac«)\ of Dawis’ persen, The goverament asked
TLG“"\Y\S“‘ O\m.v‘\. So snce ous ba(_,\g-u_f, oFicers qot ’H»&r'zl wheek did od do 7" Rollins
ansueces | - asked Hhe, cefendant - - the decg”‘%o"“\' for consent 4o seerch his person’
The opvesnant asked|' And did he give consent®” Rolling answer " He @ denied.
'ﬂw‘)govunmn% asked !t find what did Y ou 30" Roltins said ' T asked him +o plece his

T Vecoy

’\Dus on M

\ O,



}\b-n& on $he hood 0'(: Jrl\p. '\35):\‘(0‘ \/e_)"\ic,le,i and T was Oi“f) 4o con duu\_ o T
Friski! The goverments queskion o that was;’ Why did Gou == why were you Aoinsb‘
o Tereu Frisk of Hhe defendont T Rollins' ansiver i3 nok the stipulation Lo
Juskibyiag o Terry Frisk) Becawse T had reasonahle suspicion Hhat Criminal
_oid'i\ﬁ’c wes atoot” (S‘*t’P' Tr. Py 3‘*’) Reasonable suspicion of crimiaal ackivit
18 easony Lor \')\Aéjt'if%ing the ey dension of o +udfic SnLof; hot +o conduct a Terr _
Ff‘h\"/“'\@On\u(‘\'\ua'}i‘?(c_a:"ion o conduct @ Tecry Feisk (s 4he ollicer Must
Possess™ reasonable Suspicion thet the person mou e armed and dangecous, The lan wage,
wn legry 1§ 5((\’\9\& and RO“MS' +€§+3MOV\L( ddes ho‘\' M PO(+ He ‘\ni{'i@j Seafch of %2,

- Adefendant. And his eosons for reasonable swpicion 0‘3? criminol TSN amth.‘,‘ were,
not propesiy anal v\zu\.,.

Pusing This illegal dat down, Rolling felt o large lump in Davis' left front
pocket, Roles demanded o Enow Lt M‘th s nd D(fy:s”afvﬁea Rollins +hat Hhe
Yamp wWas only monay, Rollins ordeced Davis 4o femove He money from BB his
pecked and Rolling 'imrwdm‘vd% condiscoked i Rolling Yestified, "That wag in his
letd - hand pocket. T Lt o \C\fj@ bul e In his feont letd pocket and asked him
whot ¥ wes and he said W\ohu\. And T said, de Uiou‘miryé r‘,u\\m 4 'O\A:}." This
ockion violaed Tesrcy and Dickerson, The lower courts allowed Fhe illes ol search
ond \iush&igé {his 's\\é%m\ (‘,On-?\'scod'incj of yon-conhobond |Jf~em.55 be Camse ruled

 Frod “Dans!' removal of the money versus Rollins ' remeving 1 was consentual, Rollins

Festified bhat Davts denied consent 4o Hhe Seasch, Davis” had N Rosory 4o beliwe

ot e bhod He riglf\k to refuse to remove Hiw meney . Rotlins Oi?'c‘e,r'ms Dowlis

+o 2oy Hag o 5 dw\"mf) -U’\\S Smrd’-\ was ‘H% Sood S Rci\im f2nMOVIiNG +L4,

Mo h"”\su‘ic (A\:da *:Y,‘D(f”'%““ WIZ;‘I— (‘;)QJ ;c!j(-f’ﬂ“ik@d )C/»S non - cond-caband | should
ot P heen retuwr s’ Dockeed ' (Supe: T pg Yo ‘

" During this soume illu}g\_ Seacch, l{gi\ms ‘::?réuu! Dowis to open B his mowth

56 thed RolWiny could look inte his mowhh for drugs, ’Duuin?j Rollias' «\-,z,ghmmw‘ o

was established fhat "ﬂoi\zxscrwcts looking Hor ewi ce,./“\t overnment @tjtul ]

Tollins ™ Ol Now ; beyond Frisking his Derson; did you look anywlere else begon

Whare o:mm\c\ n'o??\(c»\\ WE“\?&T&E% F(igkzi'%o\\\m answlrué,“ T diéf%o\\'\ré

W& Han CLSL&A;L‘ Where did “ou \ook—‘: " Rollins gasweed)' T osked %&db@mém .+°,

opea his mauth. ! The government asked|' And why did you osk him 4o do Hhad?''

Rollins cmswuq,é;‘ From experience ond the woy ot he wios Hal ki“ﬁ‘ T wanted o

malke sure Hhat the defendunt didah consume any marijuana or diugs to Y to

destroy of hide Yo enidenced This testimony cleacly shows +hat Rollins ' woas

seoccdiha for evidence and not weagens. This 'cleacly violades Ty, Neither lower
courk dould even Consider this wsue. They booth £ail 4o address "it in eithar of

Phaic desisions, Again,the lower coucts b leckent Iy disregard wel| established Supreme
Court law and attow louu)) endorcement 4o vielate' the ri(dh-\:s of an American

Fizea, (Supp: 16 37, ' . e e
C“\,\Ef{\\e ﬁweﬁ?ww;\:g ain used distinquishable cases o J‘ua-\’vﬂ( f=iv-~='.*=-,

Jecisions. They rely on Saky and Johnson Using Hha angnﬂmowih{; to \)M{"fhl

Huis illegal Searche They edlow Rollins’ hundh fueled by « Hip Hhat Ro lins

i



himself 'Pro‘u@é Yo loe uncredible. And Hhe lower GOW.'('S disregacded the
odemitted  violations of 4his search, Fw“wrmorcl’?\ol\m_s had no Feoson to
Hinke Davis wos armed ond dangemug and ’i{pl\(ng ackions support that he
felk comfortoble aund the defendant, Rolling waiked appcoximakely Five
minkes to call for badc up, and waited chart six and o hal minudes to
Conduck He £irst search of Dovis. This Glso sepecates Hhe ins case
From Fohnson . T Tohnso n,‘H’\Qf defendant wias Frisked moments after he
Was otdered from the vehicle. Rollins' reason for waiting to search Dovis
i waiting for beck ue 4o artive o deter any £ light or -Cig + resporses from
Dowis« Rollins: allowed Dowiis to remein uncuffed through' +he entice stop, A
well +eained, experienied officer is not qoing 4o allow o persen ‘hod he suspects

1S armed and dangerous o Reain_armed for over Six minutes: Rollins' arrest

prcrlf 15 weritten s'au,(m Lo ST Themiarcl  Sak, Rolling conducked o ot down
ed

for weapons 0»(\4 Call -‘Cbr 0. becde wp wnit ! (AV}:ZS‘L 12-&{90(1’) This adicates
Pt e thousht ot he Conducted the pat down bekure e aven called for Gy
back up hot an officer waidis for baf,\[z-uf» to Conduct He search,

This conduct is bein ;\Qoweé; b~1 Hae the lower Cousis; ond Hu citizens
of the United States.ace sidkering, Cidizens are being humiliated ond embarassed
W open pm\p\io. This guestion is ripe Lor review ?WSMH-(’ ﬁ,.&ﬁ'@_&_@) C“‘A |
Rule 10 (©) of He Rules of the' Supreme Courky This question raises multiple
issues Thot reed Hhis Courts Sufz“\,lgor% Power o QiMI-C.,‘.

eskion 1: CONTRADICTED REASONABLE
TCTION ENOUGH 10
EXTEND FOR DOG SNIYF7

Tn '\’\oc\ﬂg‘uez., Hnis Hornorable Couct exFi(,\,;ne,d Hhodt "oren O de, minimis
de,lm,l ina faffic shop to conéuu’(" a dog sniff must e Justified b\,i reasonable
suspicion of Criminal activity.! Th Fhe instant cose; He lower Courts listed
£ive reasons_thot provided Rollins! with reasonable suspicion ond justitied
extending He traffic stop: The Rppellate Court rubber Stamped Hhe Districk
Yhe _re,-\a{'{vd~1 lower standard of reasonable Suspicion, The Ficst Hhree reasons
oxe oased solely on Rolling' subjective analysis. There (s Zero Corroboration, but
mote e one! source. of Qﬁ?lxgrérjna& EVIDENCE. The foucth
! c on on unperticuloriz wnch fuel an mproperly anadyzed Fip,
And the FikHh is b";sed on evidente obtained 'm%m a ioli;‘l-iol ot %-‘mr P

and Didkecson , ‘ _ ‘
) . A) Machuana on Front of Davis' T-Shict

' : wled T icex: jective
In Beck, this Herorable (gouur‘i— r h”i‘ jf: ol OCECCJ:‘:: 6F5;la,.%;\xném¢
Soocl Soith alone were Hhe test) He protections o Hhei hhouse
SHowd evagorake ; and the people would be secuse 1 Thett pem\s, i
'V“"?usané effects, only 0 Yhe descretion of Hhe polices Given The o
tonshitutiona) cigh ot issue, Hhe Supreme Court has feund Hhis premise
L{,{\O,C«C'@P‘l'al)\e/i 'éo\\ms (,cmne-l' b& allowed +o \juﬁ' 5‘@1'4"\{{\35 in -H% -FCLUL

1,



of oll evidernce "poin-\h\\n) 4o the cowl'mr»( and d(,u“ beconse, e 5 a Police.
officer he acts e bevedd of the doubt, o
Rolling” claimed thad he observed whost app.wmd to be marijuana, Particles
a\l down Hhe front of Donis' black T 'S‘f\'\rh is contradicted k‘}i +he dash Camere
 video| other destimany and Rollins! actions, Roltins took. o s eps to Confiem

or disgel his suspicicns of Here being marijuwene on the Front of Davis’ shirt,
T4 b5 andisgued that Rollins neyes ofempted Fo eciorm o Closer eXxaminastion
0“-: ’DO..U.\S‘ S‘/\if’l'l d"d Y\O‘\’ 0&’“‘%9‘{’ +O Co“g;, an #\L a“@jt& Ma,ruuﬁ,nm, d‘é
not maention the &\ie%eé masijuand to Danis of his on-scene back “p officers;
ono hfb did nok doCiument '\)(‘)’1(\ his worning Heked that he Pre ared
somerime, o ftec Dowis uas O.Ffeﬁjr«z/jf’ﬂ&,'v deo shows Danis Up close for
The entire stop and this shick is black with Hhe wriki n the shict in
red glitker. The red ﬂlv\%ar can be O[Q&,(l»\ Seen c\ﬁmnﬂ-hg-kz black backa
but fo green 0r anything else can be Sebn, Bokh on -scene back w om;gus
'i"e,s{'f:?i thot neidher o+ ‘uwm Seen any Macijuana nor did Rollins cliPscuss ony
morjuona Wiy them, Dowis adso testified Vot Haere was Nothing on his 1
shict Soj out of the four +otul People at thg, stop and Hhe Cmm}()aq Rollins
waos tha only person Had could See this mysterious Mo iiuana, and e,

kept this Secret ol 4o himsel&, fnd e C,ou:-(-b simply believed Rolling over
O\,\{,\ Fhis @y \d%‘h\ﬂ/ be,wuée he is G ’Pohc,e, O‘FF‘[?QQ;(_, TE das iy allowed i Hhen
why even 9o Thowgh & Swppression heacina® T.C e | oS
rit\vp\* Hren WM Joes eviémie, Madkec? " LF%POLW >al

B) Alleged Nervous Behavior

. Roﬂin{‘fethw { is that it was his subjechive resson that Dowis
Was Neryous. Detensd counsel asked Rolling ,”QBwh our subjective reason
wos that he was herveus!” Rollins answeced i Yes!” Supp: e g q1) His

People are Neryous curound -

+€,§-Hmov\u\ goes frther o o Hthat rormal Poii%g

bt Hhoct s wos different | becouuse Davis’ NEFIORSLSS Inen PR
Counsel asked Rellins | & (ot .O'p' ko are nervous around Poliwmcfégogj >
even {f heve nothing 4o hide | right? " Rollins answered ! Thodts correct
0 0w, Bt your clieit was o lot di ferent Hhan rajority of the
individuals Hhadt ‘13: conducted business with; due 4o his inctasing nervowsness.
. (SULFP. Tr, P q1) Agm’r\, Wt Gre asked to believe Rolling over gud own eyes,
The Video Coes not Supqzoﬂ' Rolling” cloims af nervens behavior and Su.re(%
disproves the claims of increose in Nervausness, Tha video contradic-ts
Pollies' claims. The courks wsed hindsicit +o determine Hhod Dawis was
Umusuc;\\w nervous, The court said | Hes giving you ’hiS impression +he
entleman Seemed wnusually nervous, We now kaow e was Ca.rm)ing o
larae amount ‘(P}F c‘/ru%} on him| which S ests 4o e Hhat Hhcer
Ma

G Correst purcaption that the wHeman WeS :Z(n wally
neryors s Ragin | there are no need for Swppress fon W—“""js it the OP?")"‘
eVidence Corcies no weight aa '

of Hhe “Sea Chan
e dharackr of dhe S‘Ca-fCa"l. o allow pal?ﬁeﬁéwo +o giréebevu\.{ ::iﬁ
steips the entice Fourdh Amend mend a,wtaul from Hhe American citizens:
(Supp: Tr. Py 100 -101) |
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C) Blowi ng Smoke

Rollins aciused Davis of tnkentially blawing cigardhe Smoke in Rolling'
Lacey 4o mask e smell of drugs, The video and Roilins Subsequent dctions
do not support this Claim, Davis can be seen uffing on his Ci aredte
@Wroxima’-w% five Hmes in @ SiX minke Span. For less Hen o nervous
chain smokde and fuc less than a petson on « quest of 4rying to hide or
cover o seelle The smoke @ @Y\"hf\g Dewis' movth 5 not intentially directed
ia Rollins' diceckion and 4he smoke can clearly be seen dissipttating in
+he wWind b?fc@,m it reaches Rollins,  Furtharmore; Roiling +estified  +hat Vowis
was detained the entice stop. Rolling made demands this entire S-P'op.a Simple

\cgiu.'&ﬂs‘ﬁc& & Davis had Fruly blown Smoke e Rolling Hien Rollins ‘Zuwl(l
have S"implb\ ordered Donis +o put the c,isard(?e owt. His actions and +he
V\;d,w (A\CB&‘I’\' Ca@ﬁ“‘\'m&\'cfk his ('/l(‘,‘_'\w\s‘ And (;&l@\’(\,l 4H\_& C«Ob\(':\’s S‘éed wi-H\ ‘H’NIS

officer When foced with obvions contra ;c{»‘”\j enidence.,

D3 Re,?u’rqﬁon 0s o Drug Dealer

© Unde Tercy, rensonable surpicien by definition must be reasoguble,. An
& ust e based' on "ggec'.&c; awﬁ articulable EACTS which | Haken
%Ogdl\exr, with rationa\ inferences from thase FACTS j vince more than

iNChoate and unpacticularized Suspicion of hunch of crimined ackividy” This
pwtation thed A-FM, “Owu ‘Q,OQ:‘-.{.S ?\:‘w“ wn crimin i

\ Upon is based Solely on a 4ip ~hat
R'ai\'a.ns wes wngble 1o yerd, +krct43i\\1kisp Twest os.rl'in?ainiw onwza uierorroi:-arml'e,A
tip is not enough o labol Davis & KNOWN DRUG DEALER ; The. fewer
Cownds fail 4o even mention the \Q&di"\ﬁ Supreme Cowr ’PracedeM on

anclyzin a,r\(sa\\,\mouo +if>5.‘ Flocida V. T-L. J€ one uncorcoborated _-HP
s all it Fosk 4o labed someone as Somesthi

na  then the, United States aw

entorcement wmn\um—\ru‘ would be £illed (JH"‘? "‘DEr’—} 0@’;«-_6(5, JUoges and our

. countries leoders wowld be lakded as certain things's And en accurake address
ond vehicle descri

cHocd . goreren 9‘2@; i ‘eﬂ’s‘l&&cfesslbl@ by U ieberoat. These decisions
Ner 'P VO S oo e,

E) CASH
The cash was Foand and confiscated 10 violation of Terc
ond Dickerson. There is ne evidence, +hat Reiling Hought Hat Hhe bulqe

. Davis' >oCket oS O.\'\v\ "’\,\Pl of C.Oﬂ‘h’a,bmn&, ﬂ(gkg(son SPQ,Q;.P\QS -H\QJ—
Hhe  eontr d must be re“\‘!“lﬂ identified 'Oui Youch, The cash canndt be used

for reasonoble Suspicion ﬁﬂ&,\\:\sis.

To axtend Hhe stop to gbnéxfdr o 603 sniff Hare must be masonable

- Suspicion and reasenable Suspicion must be based on Spe,c,iFEc, ond
octiculable facts, The o;\\m foct Hhat was preseaked in the regsons

for reosonable Suspioior\'nS the W\énu‘ that was ebtained ;”23&,”&1»

Y.



The cm\d‘ feason Rolling Qy—lfmc\g,é Hhe seach was 4o gcd—;s.ﬁ,l 17‘0\,““5] hunch
ond curtosi+\1- To allow the lowe courts to ignore. well established Supreme
CG‘vL{“ Cose \ew O«“Ows lowa anforcoment 4o decide who and what He
United States (onstitudion ap lies %0 and who i+ doesnt QPFL,I 4o, The
GékUS‘hOﬁ E ?(-&Sd\‘\'aé “F(/.,\lS within ‘H% S‘!’[(»"\x‘»-\CV\'QOI’\I -{-\o( &7n5'idera+ion O“:
raview Puesuend o Rule 10@) and Rule (0¢c) ¢f He Rales of Ha

M Supreme Cocd. B Cose low Governing Hhis issue needs 4o be clorificd.

See: Question 5. UNTRAINED DOG ALERT?

Tn Hacds, o (3@3 must be .c,e,r—H?ieA or recently SUMS‘F\&“% WplekA a
Yeoning f\)(oS(&,m foc He dos’s -[—o be Coﬂsga@:{eé reliables ’D(% Aexl'&‘h()n
s +M% Y 4o the d09 ond +he clect behavior (s alse 4@\3% to #2 doq. Tn fuct,
Hhis distinctive) trained behaviop is instilled in Hhw dog loetere He dog is even
pucchased by the low eafoccement B agency. Accredited +mmin§ schools
On\\,\ +each T distinchive responses.” Those responses afe either § -
Aggsgs_ﬁlf’sﬁ‘&d of %ﬁﬁ' An aacf)ms‘_siv@ T‘ef‘-i- ;03 W :\1Piw~\‘\li1
L 99 b ceratcl o the odoe ot narcotics. A passive alect deg is Typically
1213:* ’rr; ssii“a*:d\\ shore of an object that e odar is Cominy -F?:’omf IL-’i-‘ is 1
und“?s?v&raé thot cach dog is only ‘l’(m%lf\* a simle (espense.

 In the instant case, Moments before Rolling conducked the free aic
SI’\'\’H'\'RO“'\(\S O‘?U\ﬂd 'HUL A(W&\'S doof 0-? "Dg;,\;is' Veh{dg ond (“ﬁm(N(’le ’Dadis’
'?H‘lnu“ FWWU\ From Davis' vehicle. Rollins thea walked Blite around Dewis'
vehicle +wi(;e,. QV\ -‘"«&_ Cicst pass | +he 0n|\1 visible beboyior -that Can be Seen
& is that Blite brief l"l :Pcused hear the are thot Rollins had Jus* €x+rqo+ed
He femole pupp from, On the second poss; Rollins shortened “Blits's leash
and (\mscﬁeé fB\Hl beck towords the deivers door. As Rollins ?u\\\-zd Blite,
Rollins sno.\;qpad ks Fingers ond Moved his -?;ng@rs up omd dowon the Side
oF Davis' vehicles Rollikg Festified +hese octions were +o Motivate
Blite ond 4o show Blitz B whee o smells The Court osked Rollins,
‘."o-cciq;r, what pw?ose \S +he hand Mf and dow’n?" Rollins answefed,”:]‘uﬁ' Yo
keeg 'Hxia dog mativeted, 4o kezp him 1n metion +o keep movin\«) Hheoughout Hwe
search.’ (Sw‘»?;’rr. 9 '\0‘-!) This answer shows fhat Blites

Pause on Liest
P23s was O Compmon d°5 behanior and thet Blite was unmebivated, Then Hhe

detense Counsel asked “Rollins} Why do yas need Ao keep the dog Motivasked 7"

Rollins @8 onswered | Becouse you dont ont an unmotivated g, TH would
be unrelioble if Y

. re 9

owr doa dic! no-lr wan-lr o works“ (S“PF' b 'Pf} [OL‘D 5"/ WL‘M
E\l‘%‘z pwseé on He Qirs% PQSS‘ Blitz ey unm'l”ivo\z-"ed and unmotivation
mokes @B Bz unrelioble. Defense Counsed went on +o ask Rollins)' So

(,‘ou wesre C,oo.dnins him ()Jons to motivote him. And Lyou Pa_u.sed s(.igiw{'l\?
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before the drivers side door." Rollins &?\iul? Rﬁﬂk\'.” (Sufgs’rr. 73 \OLD Rollins'
YY\O"'NCC\TOV\ +0 k‘%? 'H\.Q/ dOS n MO‘HO\(\ OJ\(! movin 'HY\(‘OUL&L\O\A‘\’ 'H\Z SC(M'O"\’ was
,|r\‘\'-‘€.r(w‘71'£d by Rolling' fabrwg‘\' Pausse "o% +he driVer's door and 4he only way
foc Btz 4o continue the search poﬂun was to follow B Rolling' Lincers up
and thed was whed Btz dide This ackion was an obvious Cue, but Btz
stll did net give Wis. Hrained si%m\ tHhod he smelled narcotics. Any Common
(305 would have stood on his \Q%5 ok thot ’P'omh v.)i-'\'k his owner S‘\'ir\di
& Scond of him and Snapping theic Q\'nﬁ«m cloove +he dogs'hméy Pr
detection dogs ace not Comoon pets, are instend +cw8H- +0 Communicoie
with theie Wandlers with o ﬁ Speoi?’\ - behavior and OY‘c‘i!\OA’vs dox

behevior is dist 303\&\6\/\0&)\@ $eom Bhe dighined behavior 4hed is +w82+ bo
Yhe trained drug~ detector,

The distinctive behowior +hod was tought to Blitz o Communicote
1o his handler Hud he Lound Hhe 0dor oF narcotics 15 scradching and 4his
Is md&spu\}e,cl 6\1 ‘\'cs—Hmonu‘, Rollins testified | TAs going o be Hroined
behavior, With Blitz) hes on 'a gressive, alerk dog which picoilut You train
an axégve,ssive_ olect 0\06 to suogr()\,:l (S“'{’f' T PS H3-S0) Rolling +ries 4o
e)eglo.m Yot the Frained behavior is o Linel response, but he wm lobels
Rtz as en 0

it oressive alert dog |, net an agaressive Final response. dog.
T+ is uvndésfawqug that Blive did 3r»‘mL disP(m‘S%w, 3l8h0ul that he was i?ugk\'
+o Show. B3R Dlivw 4id net sccatch, Tl

f he government expect festified that
Blite did net shaw his +rained respense. g bl B 34 %fdafwf s

Stated] T see @ behanot Change when hi does head -ty comin ups He
dees et g inte o Finel r'e.sponscf’ Accoré"-.(\éj to testimeny; Hhe Final 123 ponse
is o “Hae nove Hhod rjovut\mz,rrl' Withesses aije 4o 4 +rained alect,

- Acwerding Yo all 8ovunmuv\' wiknesses; Blifz only gives his 4rained response
when he locodzc.s +the source of the odoc 53-\'- Wannemocher stotes, Thet
pinpeint is ﬂ‘%‘tvﬁ\\‘\ +he AgATESSVe (esponse ) In this case Blidz would have Yo
sutatdh and bite at &, AY Source,”’ Supp: Tre P9 ) 53{». Rollins S%d'l'eb,‘
“TH aeing 4o be & trawned behavior. With Blivz | hes an aqgressive alect dog;

N . ! " 299 AR
which +l1p.c,a1\‘1 You train an ogocessive alerk dog to SCx Ach, So iy final
cesponse wien the {ocockes “hat “Source; he will sctatch on Hhat source to fry
to ot ouﬁ”(&&ﬂ;.‘rﬂ ™ 43-50) Roiling' *&S*imon\,‘ Proves Hat Blite was
Cugm"\?-ie,d on \oceing the Sources. Rollins said} Yos, Thats whure the location
of Hae aid|thats whaere i wes “P‘(.‘L(&d inside He yvehicle 5\1 He Master '
Trainer, and tha¥s whare K- Bltz located fhe soucce.” (Supp. Tr: Pg 54) This
shows that Blite did net pass this Certification b

‘ Y diéflmqins an Ikind
O£ common, hehavior (‘,'\o,nﬁq_a Reolling and Wannemacher both 's6 Hred Bll“?

Surotches Ov‘[f $e Source Om(:l e +est shows 4—'\0& '[5“‘\'2 f o;q}e.d He
Solrce ev e_.(\(ﬁme,s “Thare ‘Cqm,‘,’?}\k*z‘ was Cechified +o scrcd'gb\ o-nh,]i. The
?\%\d mé e +.rair\'m3 Yecords of Blitz suppocks this; i Free air soifls
0+ vehicles. Twe on\v\ behaviet Yhat Bz 'AibQ\‘M‘S Hat Rotling eves
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calls an a\ex-H includes suratdhing, And even -Mmgl« He dm.g)s are hidden
mnsice the vehicles n variows sycﬁsi Wk O\\wau.‘.s Scratches @w on Hae doocs
on the outside of tha Vehides. T rL5ponse b Hhe coucds o’fujfionins B
obouk ‘?)’\'\*‘ZS mest (ommon \’@S?m\s‘e«s 1 Rollins enswered Undar 0ot ,“ The Pros+
Commen with the Free Aic Saff o a Vehidde (yould be a chanae in behawiof,
w»:)’w\_é be 6 heed tuwra ond the wa\1 +\«9_1 breathh . And an‘,(nf). T%\“—l-'s theee of
Blikds main H‘imf' is his \r\u\d '('W‘nl his. d’\cmn)& in breathing and his

(Su\:\;\; Ty, 9 ‘OS) A(‘?\MLL look ot B‘\“’ib Pie,ié and” frzinnc TeCcords of vehic

U]

tjuw\?in@o
J &3 ‘prc‘ S
Roiling' answer +o be 'e,n"ire.\ul Lo\se, _3(;((1-\11«'\(\3 is Adearly the most Conesy
commen (eSpong. There 15 G Sin

ale rzeord™of @ vehide seacch Shcwing thet
Blitz hed o chengz in bahavier, B 5}-

: L out Rolling admithed in the record Hhodt TR Blide
had o change n Behowiorbut did nct alect, The vehicle was searched anyways and |

Nneting was found, Thase ase zero rececds oFf yehidle Seacches whaere Btz ' iumped.
And oz faining Rcocd@ stated thed Rolling observed Blitz. have a S‘-l*ro‘nﬁ head
+wen ond a ¢ Age breo;\’\r\'mj‘ but Rollins dees net lebel tham as aA alert.
T Yhe lower Courts decisions, refied pen fecords of building seawches
ond ignore Yhe Vehicle seacch records: The building Seacch recerds are lr:g-t- free
o SNils, begause ‘H\u,‘ hkz'p\au,_ mside Where air s m@@-ed. The (ecerds ‘H\wl
used also wece rewords' of Wdes Hhat were extremed

| m%\m,u deu?m made it
i essi\o\t -(—\‘oc B\\*a -\-o su’cx"d'\‘ —(:of Qxa?m\)lq_l in He han’ —F’;x*we n 'H«e, ced kr\c

in He open dbor 0F the ceiling attic, in the Lrown molding along the %"liﬂgv
in He vend above the 5}'\(@?\@@,' erer ond the :)um(a hod ;Bi'\f‘a diSf\fa.%s in Hese
reCocds are Jumps that inveve Blitds whole boéﬂ |G\\m¢"\i'\3 ioto He air, Blitz
wos unable Yo reach He object Hhat the odoc s coming from, N

Anothar Supporing factor that Blik's behavier Moy have been caused
by a distmction vabheo than deuss 15 Rollins' Festimony about why he
chose o P“‘Jf Blite beck into i’ ‘Pﬂd’f ol rodhacr Fhan a“:(&ins Riite Yo
e,nJrerv ?«ms’ vehicle, The 6o\Ie«rnmLf\r" osked Rolling ,“ And Wy did you
put Blite back in e vehtele as opgased +o having' him Search the
vehidl W Raollins! answer is sw

h N poctive thet the puppu’ sceat would
eftech ?‘?.M{S r{\{“b"\”‘i ;' I k"\g:” that Joshua 'Dfmn‘if ﬁpuﬁm Was
wnside he whicle, T B dont know W Freres Gouthine '

3 N C) iﬂg?d'e ‘H"Le,
Car 0S 4ar as needles Fhat |

& ae along witth Some of dhe
deuo Use and T + “’Lu

%Ficcw\'\~\,\ didnt Qwant Kim ‘i’\",(‘d'ih?’ hp +he
veliole," (SL\’\“ Te. 5g 58) The problem with Rollin' ogic is thet
Blitz i3 supposed to be — e
ﬂ'&s{—g,cl with ofer odors

| .?(gsm‘l' ducine Certificon on M@ oce +he
Puppys presente should no¥ have Medhered | because Rolling had qlfw&t
r_bmc'ved the ‘?V»Y)F'\.i from wis | vehoclee "P\o_\\'ms’ S@S:O'ﬂé reoson falls
Shert for two reasons: one | the nFecmetion Hhat Rolling feteived
e ononymous tigstee did not Contain infor mation aboud on —h,“x
ot Amg use | oaly ot Davis was o large seale Drug dexler and
Hwe; Dowis' PUppY running around @88 loose in He vek“ae, would

From
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Certainly deter one oo W imugining dengerous items lyin
acound  foc @n pensive Puppy 40 13@} ahold of. Rollins' Hhicd reasen
'S Contradicted bu‘ pas{' field records where Blite was allowed o
enter numecous vehicles, | '»

The lower Courts found the Defense expert; Mr. Falco uncredible for
+es+i‘?\1'm to what was undisputed. T)win? Me. Faled's -iv.skmoml ’da,-i»‘e,,\ge,
Counsel Osked Me.. Fa\co;‘ And 1ooi<(q3 o\;(.:'% &es records s wﬁ?al\ | does
Blitz -'r'x‘pica(\\\l\ Scrafch phen he alects®” Mr. Falcc c\nsngeé i Yes, Eveﬁ

Cecord  that T sow; the doas_alect 4roingd kxabavior s o seratchys
Defense Counsel gskad ' Everd] single one of thamt" M, Falcos @ onsioer
57 es.” (Supp- T pg 13) Lot MAr, Falco testified o was e dogs
oeck Frained behavict, The doa handler himselé: %ﬁ%i@i@d thet @8 Biitz
15 trained to Seeatch, U‘ud:je, @@(cse\ wm‘.h‘,dv Yo label othar b,&\,\@\;gorg Qs
trained behavior, but Hhe’ene behoavior Dlite wes 4reined 4o show i
5({&41,'/\'\'0". (See Digtrick Courks Trcision 5 i 'Poo%nc\‘i’e,s) Just becouse
Rollins has telled some other behavior an alerd does net make Hhad
behavior & Frained behavier, M, Folco fuckhar lacifics this in the \N,n,\
next ansier he gives, Defense Counsel asked | Did You £ind any thet ' -
showed o C,hanqu, in_behovior in breodhin patten and a head Fural”
“LOe,H , +hots 1!’\0“' on a,\a(%i‘fka&% JHS‘!' SOMIA’LL&(\% +the dos dogg Lohen -H\QA“Q,

Smfd\mﬁ and finds sme}kmﬁ in-hreshna."'( Supp- Tr Py 139-140)
 Fucaemore ) He governownts expert wﬂ‘nassi 53{' Wannamacher, who is
‘Zmp(‘o(ﬁed bu‘ the Nockl, ﬂmuécam Police Work "D03 ﬁsgoc,io:(’ion as Q
Master Trainer wos asked b~1 Vebense Counsd” i £ & O‘r\ancjz, in behewior
is 9«“0\15"‘} For a‘dog to get cer+ified by the NAPW DA, Wannamacher
Qogve, DR c. nJicect Vague Cunsuiel o—‘:;‘w con have Ot’\cu\%c N
ehavior, they have that | and they work Yo +he sowree j and Hay can
con e\l po ‘,ui&,m. e hide {31 "H\,‘ul can be tecdified through the Nordh
Amacicon Police Wark ‘Docj Rssooicchon; pec ouc bc“(&u)é':” (55\3» Te. 7 195)
Nekice Hha, uwords "THEY WORK TO THE SOURCE" png g cond
'wsh\css earlier j'uhﬁscd TrhawL "Blitz wowld have +o Scrodch and Bite of
1} oot SOURCE." And Rellins festivied ! Wien te locates he soucce, helll
SCRATCH. (Supp. T P9 105) And eaclier in his testmon f while the government
Was wcdk;qﬂ him Aheonaln Blide's Ceckificotion with He NAPWD A Roltins
staked, Thets here Blitz loceded He Source.” And when Bitz locates
the SoweCe, Blite dis;lo.%s Hhe frained € lgnau\ of S‘ij}d’“‘ﬂf v The Master
Troines ’Passeé Blites Ceckification boased on Hhe sole behavVior of
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SC«?\AT'CHINGL/(."\UL‘FO(@;’H/& bihaviors d\SPlC\b({,é ot or PRas ‘D@U\“si
vehide did net amount fo proboble cause and Hhe ensuing search WS
iMegad ‘

“ Police, officers Connot be allawed 4o conduct searches kased on
o K-%s unceckified behavioc. As Hauris Stekes ' TF o drug detection
&Q} is (;e,qu{?(o_gi" Hen ‘H\z,_(;ech;s Can presume Hhe das’s olecd’ 4o loe |
celiohle and provides probebles Cause o Searcha! Simple” logic. Seys et
the 503‘5 aleck is e samve behavior Thed it c_l-\selm,\@é dwgv\g ib
Ceckificodion process. To allow officers to use an unceckified behawior
05 o MLANS OF S'Qfdcl/\jnﬁ ?roba)«\s\q, Comse would deprive American Chizens
CT¥ theic (i s Hhat are Pm«{fe,(;{:gd bvi “+he blni%ed Shotes Constitutio A
Co*nsldugiow\ O‘F feviewing 'H\LS Orw_sl'{ov\ (s 5uFPor-§’eJ b\/‘ ’\L\A\Q 10 (&
nd Rle, 10€Q) of e Rudes oF He Supremc. Court: —

Sex Question b1 SECOND SEARCH?

In \m%a_sirg‘r_e:-_m_m&,saz us. 581,63 s.Ct 222,92 L.
Ed. 210 (1449, fis Honorable - Court ruled 4hat ' it is the officers

res(;gnsibi\i’n to know what he arcesting for and why; and the one
in the unhapey plight of loeing aerested is not rauired “ro +est. the
legality of the asrest before dhe officer who 15 making it."

M0 Davis wos Dedained From the moment he was ordeced out of his
vehicle for Rollias +o conduct an “INTERDICTION STOP! Rollias
was osked obout Not allowing Davis acess o his phore 4o call his
orocney . Defene Counsel asked Re\\"«\s? But he wos not free 4o go?"
Rollins answered, No." Defease counsel then asked;' He was Dedained 7"
Rollins ansuexbd i‘ Qo_r_@f' ( Sq??, Te, 79 100) This tack p\cu;a O‘P{M‘oxima’*{,l\‘
_One minvke into the ‘Sjm‘: O»L(;oré'ma' +o RelWins ond Davis’ stetus remeined
Detomed” could not be expected Fo change unkl Me. Dayis was allowed
4o iM\IL (v1¢ \)‘QD{O‘ lmc‘er ar‘res{'._ Af\\,( P(\AC‘U\'\' ‘)Q\'j’on UOO\.\\d |’\(KV€, b@\'\e\,cé,
that 'H\w\ were actested when Rollins abandoned the search of Davis'
vehicle less than a minwke indo IR Hhat search 46 Geder Dawis o
place his hands oehind NI his back and placed handcuffs on
Rim. There are not different levels of detainment, Davs' status Ohomag,d
from Detained 4o arrested with Rollins OvmeHe1 discontinued Hhe Vehicle
seosch ond placed handudfs on Daws, Rolling' claim Hhet he wos
conducking o probeble Couse Search for evidence of o rime s not

allowed dug +o Rollins O\\rwdt,‘ ’Per-@armlnﬁ o search of Davis' pexson

.



ok (;onSiS%A of Rolins Swo\/\,(v»?) for vidince 6f 6 crimen Whan a. search
\s purmitked | BETEER “A search” means one search. Sgt Rolling cannot be
’PUM'M“’U ke@p seo»rc,kir\g {or enidence over and over whan He evidense 1§
not found during the Riestseacch for evidence. ' .

Rollins had odrwd% violoded ]_-ng( ond Dickesson and Hherefure should
nok be parmitted Yo conduct anotker Searchy The fraits of +he poisonous
Yree doctrine blocks evidence found after an '\\\e,%ou\ seasCh The OM-V] l.ego»\
search ok Hhis point would be o Seacch incident %o an arrest: The problem
with his i3 hat the only Chorges Phot Dawis (eceived were based on ha
Fruits oF Hhis second Seardh The Tower Courts use h%?cﬂw}iu@\s when
frying to jushify dhis second seardh, Tha lower Cousks decision states; |
"Defendant Could have been acrested based on Mar juana found in his car or
even for his illeaed window Hat.' (Order and Opinivn of Districk Court P {S) The
District Cowrts 3¢ 0F United Stotes Vs Cuscence ) Y6 Fi3d SSY (200(3 s
@\hrdu\ 6i6Posi3dv¢, because There 15 no evidence, thedk Davis Possessed Mo {juona
and ke was not Chorged with marijwane. pessession and Dais wos given G
warning ficket foc e unkested and usverified window +ind violekion, Citizens
Connet be arcested for reasons or orimes thot he is never Chorged wikh, thet
Violates Di Re. The second |y po%‘?im{ (s dhat Rollins conducted a probable
Couse Search based on BlitZs uncertitied alect  The fact is Hot Rolling had
olready conducked a1 Seacch of Dauis Hhat exceeded Hhe Scopes of Teary and
Mﬁﬂ W\d Ledl within +Hha SC,OP@‘ O'c ’_Prob(,gbie, Couse Searches $or
exidence, Thasefore) the Only Search aMouwed ot #his pant 15 0 Search incidend
fo ascest buk 09Gicy Dowis Wes Not chacged with any Crime ot thiz
'p‘o'm-‘r\, @hé *{’\Vﬁ( Sielm Court S“'cr‘\’ed in Di E&é,“q search s not fo be made

ol by what it turas up Tn lwo it i good or bad when  stucds and
d& ”0%‘101" @\Gf%(f(;r? from ks suscess.”

Police officers cannet be allowed o B8 go aboud i-uQ_SOJ\u( Searchin
C\"'\'LP)(\:) omd 4o COY\“'(Y\\LQ, SQ_O\,CJ/\(,V\C TS i) ‘l’\'\,&/{’ Sove, Q(«l"(z@n oV anc], over Ov(:"’@f
violatina thok @8 Citizens oom#%uujfiom\ riahts, And officers Cannot be
allowed” +o continue '\L\egovllul arre,s)ring Hizens With no st couse for
the odcest, And illesad ardsts | cannot b2 made iegov\ by He fruids of e
seardn that ensued M_(-He,g@i arrest, Circitd cowts must {ollow Suprame
Cowrt Case \oww and hot ighore, . Considecations for @tanr,'nS Certiovari on
thic issue falls under Rl 10 @ of He Rules of the Supreme Court

10.



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

%L D

Date: JUW@ H&}ZOlq
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