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JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the Unite\‘ States Court of Appeals decided my case
was . _

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

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was demed by the United States Court of

Appeals on the following date: ,and a copv o1 tré”
order denying rehearlng appears at Ap. Jendlx

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ h‘(;f 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).

[ X For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Nov. 24,2030
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _C

[ 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

' Fow\)r\ ,\mzn&mmlr v“S\'\\"\'O be ch

Crom UNTeas0noio\L Seardﬂ‘lSr and Yezures,



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On December 2017 6 elack QOV\!\X‘Y Ohio Grand Jury ndidd P ner quﬁ
Boyes. in Case No. VT-CR 761 on 15 ounts of burglary o whidh were cx\ri\'v\\“ci
degree Pdontes except 0ne whidh was o, Second- degree $dony) b comds o8

Yeceiwing Stolen P“OPlAy. Yrree THW- degree Tolonles ard e Misdemeancrs
&} the Q\rsx" ) LgreL ) and \ Connt of Qnsas‘ms n a Pa‘\?\‘t\”ﬂ ok COY'M(A- a&vgy'
O Q‘\‘S"AL&C&Q 'Qa-\on)r, The ‘mc\iérf\mxla\so 5ou3\\\ 'Fo&d'smm o‘} Vehides owned
by ?L\}\“oﬁkr, '

On .\o\numy 8 2018 e Ohio Qmu‘\— oQ Comemon P\m Sor dar‘\i prw&-y \’\dﬁ\
o Supprassion Nearing wvolving o warrantless Search oF Pdilioneds vehide.

Pdthoner angued Sk Y1 police ofices unreasonably prolonged the Yallic Stop

b Qondw.\%hs o Yree ae Sl of s vehidie The ¢ L
0&’\&( BU‘I"K}\ N’\d\o\s O\ﬂA APP“'\\ZA\" ?m‘\"\k;\on&r. (LOW\ \.OOk ‘\"uxr‘\rf\on), ‘Pmrf\

On January, a4, 2013 ¥ Aol Q_ow-\- ovar fuled '\'\\t mo&rlon Yo Sappress
Sf\mt\‘\"ﬂ ‘\)WL OFuar  Was 'Qf'Q._Q 3(-0 {un \’\‘us K9 on a ‘\a‘nﬂw\\y %\'OPPQ& V‘-)”"ib\“-.

0N Jaowary 29, 2018 o Clakk C(Mnxy Grand )ury '\rvx«}u& P&\"\\-‘\Uﬁ&(‘ \n ease
\\\a \'%”L?\‘ 5§ on 3 aAA‘\‘\"\o!\a\ Q.Oum\'s oQ bv\rs\my) ‘\HrA degru_ ‘p@\@h‘\u,

On Apel 23, 2018 e case proceeded Yo 4 Jury rial, rq,sm“—\ns \n Convicions
on  each Q_.Oum\. '

O May 1S, 3018 AQpA\m\WA\*‘th( WS Sentenced Yo o Ferm o Sncarces
G\“Of\ ok 70 Yeacs.,
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‘l
The rid ouch ered vhen I allowed the stk Yo | : '
abqéu\ %po_u ~L%aﬁs \‘qg:mi\f\g ﬁ\r. Boyeals (M\:F bulmﬁwt\g{i:ﬂ&

a"ﬂw. 1l conrt erred when 1) ¥ provided g Beriting striuckion belore
“'&A‘smr\y Concurntng the Groamstanges giving vise Yo Me.Boyew's peior
bv\(‘g\w), Comlt'(A%on, ﬂr\A a) A?é\ f\rA— \CAW aiva_ I ?PO‘PQ’(‘ “m‘i“f\s {r\,)\ﬁ,\_(;.}wm
\“e,sar&f\g ‘“WA \m\kmnyﬂ

3 The Arial Courk arred \n denying Me.Boyests Supprission mekon, whith

Challenged rrant| Yohide Seandh Yo Viol Yhe Soudy
AmmAr‘g\m)f é\\uwg’\? U“ﬁ S\rx\wl@nﬁ\\-&?ﬁ il e

and
Ltl"\r. Boycs Sentuna 19 Aearly and convincingly Unsapporhd Yoy the fecodd.

The Second Diskict allicmed e Convidion and Sentence on Jw\y 2,2000. A
-\"\mo\\y VQQ@ns"ac\eﬂx\—\om wos T\d on Ju\y 13,2020 pd‘m“ng ot Yhar Pne Couet ad
e_((gA ‘é(\ “\Sm._ QN.&’S S;‘\om \3(“\, OQ' “\L (Q_CO(‘A O\QA \\’“ @a\\%& ‘\’o 0\9()\)7 &A% %uprm.g

Courr au\Sr\oc‘r\y, a0d \ashy, Sor Wne tisapplicalon & V3. Supreme Court Q&Lor\\y,,
When he Cowk apghed Tilingis v, Coloalles, 543 U405 indread of Rediguez. W
Onthd shakes, 575 11.8. 348 Concifning dhe Mission o8 Yhe Skop 0ond AQQ\oymu\sr of
o X3 fmsv\\\"\r\g \n o Qmsst"\'\'\)é('\ona\ \I}o\o.\—\Oﬁ o} Q)O\]C»Q‘s f\g)\r\\-s,

The Ohe Second Appa\\a\m D‘\s‘n‘m\ overculed dhe Ofphm‘-laa 4 ¢ Yer
0" Seghubns %, 2090 s}m&ﬂs no error in o .)Lu&gmm\- ond a,‘r\-\"g Theoks ¢
Coballes, 553 1.5, 405 125 5.k 834 40 L. EA. 2, 842 (A0s5) agere.
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oy (8)? poses et Y o & S Proper Queposes \dekWied '\ Bxid R,

And

2 The dnal Courk erred W denying Mo, Boyed ' 8 Ich
O e IR e RN A SO

o Y Unthd Shabes Consihabion. (Enby, Jan 24, 2018)

Tssue Presonted dor Review
\onsu\ u)\\e.ﬂ \sﬂt 0%(1‘\( who (\n‘\;\-\w

15 v sz s% acessand
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETTTION

This Cose \s ‘.\mpoc*ar\\-*o Yo cVvess of oue (’_oun\vy Yo be Sree Lrom
UnCDnS\-X\'AJ\onA\y \)\"o\onsem\ drallic S*'ops wWhan Wvolving ¥4 dv.p@\ymm\- by lad -
enlorcamant. Cuerently s Qourt has o precedents, Tinols v, Caballes, 543
US. 405 and Rodfiguez V. Unthd Shires 375 US. 399, The Yo 9(\0\;\‘5'&» unchear
gu\aﬂ,\& ob whidh corteols Sor Qow'\'s ,When AL(’JA\"S NG A@p@\y ek \s -
lowdld.
Both cases unaddcessed Lonczrning whidh Controls Leawes Coinud Ngh
Mo of m\s"m\'u\‘%?*\ons amom\r\’\s Yo congithdlona \(‘.o\m\—k)ns o} ailiees P\‘QL‘*S;
Such o5 has occsered 'm B \ieneds Case. Continusd wraddfessed Wneearens
ow Qms\r"-\-\—w\rbﬂ Qonwn‘ms unrmsono&\z_ Seavches and d2izures as well,

This mode igh Conk \s trged o &cc_o_p\- s case and 2\ 'n Sone Por Yo
C.,oun\'\“)z whidh ease Tl inois V. Caballes, oc Rodrlguez. v, Unttd 5‘\?:\15, Controls

¥or ‘\\\L A&Qo\ymlnsr OQ— a Ya \oy \ou,b Q_r\Qorc,e_mthr whun '\:\/\L Missien @Q— [N \'C«QQ—\L
S’\'Dp }'\as bulﬁ Q[,m9\gx-u& as Si} \D)/ '\'\V\\& C.OW‘\'.

Las“y, In WhRonets cAsL both Yhe LA Q.OMA’ and Ohid _$q,c.onc\ Bh\ﬂ‘\b\r cowt of
)\ppm\s dedrd Yo a()p\y inds v, Caodles Jor Yo Qpcpos‘.x,\m ek o ¥Q can Yoo
fon for ony h«%l‘.g. S\-op ond &\sn..swha\ M Mission X Ve 3\'09 was Gﬂmp\g\m\
()T‘\of Yo the Aqso\ymﬂ—n\- o?— '\\'\L Y\"\,\Aﬂ\—\’\ Ne 022\0«5 P, VNI a& \h%
SAu,\c\‘\.-\S ony ot Pe¥Hones or Wis vorld\e, ot an/wLirm. dwing his "‘OSU\MXAQM, &,

a Non-datlabe QQ—Q—Q ase o rracked \one, V]O\“\'\Oﬂ. ”

Under Caoalles i gk o Yo above propesilen T can br sid PdMneds righds
Were not Violard by the K9 depol mank, Y& light o8 Rodriguez Yhe s
A"P"‘Y"‘Q"¥ 1000\\& be 0€ S untedtd becomse Yae Mission ‘oQ e S'sﬂDP waes
C,omp\o.\-ux prlor b the s éepo\ymm‘f \))' \ond enQorczmmL This courd s

urged Yo ansexr which Contras,



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

fone B
Date: ,@%1 /{, 203/




