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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

[ 'or cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix Ar to 
the petition and is
M"reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

jS— toThe opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 
the petition and is
['^'reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

; or,

[ ] 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[ ] is unpublished.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_
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
Ann h-m ioyiwas

• j

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

[*d^A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of 
Appeals on the following date: UcJtQ*y£f ofl ^ ,202~S } and a copy of the 
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix_C .

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted 
to and including hi 0 \i. 2-0 ~ZL "A (date) on • O(o-^A 202% (date)
in Application No. li_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_______

[ ] 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____
Application No. __ A

(date) on (date) in

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Affev . - - — todrrwfs
haMcufeS and iotw m ^ bort Seal of 0,^ mk Pedhn 

Corf. Poll a ofW secrtn Mr mw <H disioimd *
OQQj Wto|M P.C-P. aw (V1D(VIA W$n£ •$fdfr$S£9rP O-Z'hlS Car

Pfllicp Could inoHnavf reasouabilij to»f beli^cl-thcrf !Pk\
TPocnfom could hare c^afss h is car oa % foxc 4 -Iv# Savch 

biocc (3)Wir« Officer 0u4 iHunrAzertd Mr. Twrvfw which IaJHw 

nad dan Incfrdcufmi secured no-Hie back of officers ri^,s potal
before Ane officers searched fty.ThDmfortS car. Police ceulcl npf 

1W believed 4Vaf fyjdence cf fhe offense -fev which Plr' flwnfen 

was Ar/cs-ted mi^4 haue hflen 4i,xl m4he (w Since he ux& 

QffCste! fv bufSfoindinij wwnqnfs an offense foe VuhCb police 

Could w>t eKpetMo find evidence m fa" pCK&ndfr covpar-fmenf 

of his Vehicle.

4.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

\Respectfully submitted,
"•"7
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