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I. Whether +he ?!‘c.d"ucc of holc‘fms o person for trial on an
hew Mfocminadion te- charge without a jyudicial determination

of pro‘oaL(c c@s{, is unconstitutional tnder Federal Satote

ond Constdoding due 4o the IV and YXIV Gmendwent | ond

He cout & wot cyree Hhak U.8 Const amend IV mlu}ms

Hhe determination of Pr“obab(c cavse fo be n He ‘FO“M oF

G G\Ave,rSwY he&r:nj without e - &Les "’

A Whetler o mebro transit police official Can potrol Hhe
Streets Maflt,lvxs tralfic stops and [or gerest onless Hhe
o€ Censes in 1u‘¢s+n\>n o(ISinaM on of &-3&1«»5{- Fraasc b
-(‘a,o}i{,lv,é/s ; 6nd whether 4 /s o WV amend violakon 1o

Alrest o Pa“ma(r whe committed no came w‘ﬂ'ﬁ/;

his view '
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iN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

—

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

a——

Petitioner cespectfully prays +hat a weit of certiprati 1ssuve Fo

F@\/I;NJ Hhe AQA%M&N{’ belew «

OPINIONS &EL‘Q_\I_\!

e

F.&de(a\ couc +s!
The OPM}D" of the United States District Court G Hhe
western Districk of Teees oQpears at Appendin A t+o

+he P&‘\’Hﬂon Cnd 1S (’erH-eA ok Scnders v. Aenold 2025
UL.S . Dist. Lexis 141235 Date dul 22 2025 Publication .

The oP:Jion of the Unided States Court of Appea\s foc

Hhe Lifih Cirevik cgpears ok Appendiv ® 4o dhe pehtion and
is regorted ?u‘o\“\cah’on ek Senders v. Acaold Case QA5-306L7

Pate 03[30[/ 2020 wte = Ry -




JURiISDIiCTION

Fedecol couct
The dake on which Hhe United States Court oF Apem( decided
my case was O3f30[ 2020 |

A Himely pelition fr rehessing Laas dened by the United
States Couck of Agreals on dthe Qo\\owivxs aate 03'3019'09-(7 ;
and & Copy ol e ocder de«\\ﬁm‘ ve,\:\ec-n;\c\ Cppeor S at Appeadiy B

Forthermore , 0 Jume & 202k Hhe cleck tetuen pettiones

petihon it (O days f Ccorrect it

g U.s.c¢ 13s4(1)

The ‘)Ur‘sa‘é'i'""” o€ %fJ Court is invoked wnder




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

A common thread connecks +the Governments appeal m‘ﬁms in
Sechien 3731, The beqining of each section of [he stetote
indicates Hhak He Goueenment e appead shall lic fo a court
of o\@w\g from a dectsion ,br&ef,er Au&gm&.{« of & distret
Coucd L\Ua‘5¢~ The <t+abie alse does pot e.;oPrzssiy petmit
He  Covernment Ho apesh & dismissel of a case at a
PW-\‘W“MW hcwiwﬁ Upon He Auécfe,'s wamét\a\j Hat He case
IS not sopported by probable casse . (See)United States v.
Pe Lo Rosa HaL F Sop 38 732 - Ocder denjiug Governmenk's
o\wm\ of /\Aagfsﬁ-d-c Juégc Necisien.

The stahle also dees pot expressly permivk Hhe Govarnment-

o Cu“-ecv\ 6 Adismissal of a Case at a fneh;m}ta/y /iearfnﬁ

Upon Hhe judges finding Hthat the case IS hot sopported

lo7l probable Cause .

On Jaavary 8§, 3022 Hhe fransit cop who lack jurisdicton
Owd whem was unfraw SQR“CA e a\ese sobsteace &\ syer

e hood of Wis vewcle &ad on Hhe ﬁmuncla,w\wl\e it was
fawwng  Gad VR wet ouvfside.

pgy-




The officer scoop it all back op and pot e allege 5065 fnce
back inside dhe contaner cad Vhen weightiiy the ellege
Substeace outside i e open instead of weighted i+ tnside
his vehrcle .

Alrer Hhe oflicer cross-contammated by indentronally @licced
He welght by @;tlmc, vp the confainer w Hh watker,

The offiter did @ devg field Hest kit ond did pot

get o Fo_s}-/-ufé Brocon Color for M&Mamphm‘a/m.}tﬁ.

34 “"bok ‘H)\:e e@ﬁ(c{r &bbu{’ 5 “}b 62 WS + C}f‘/"

K Very , veny |i+e blee colsr Aue o ‘H)\é Ccoss -~

Contamwmation,

Al of {his Cawe be provea by the fransit bos cop
body-cam. So on danvary § 2032 Bepar C(ounty
Magistrate did not sign the detention warrant
AW not oign Hhe aaest Warrant nor did the Masitrar
yodse Transéer dhe case in order o GV Hhe triel
fovct i 09L Bewar Counby gorisdichen Hhis chege

has o M&?[I frate docket humber Hhis C’W hw
\W Eom He ADA

Mo Cosse homber Accepe  cosnt |
wothod F JWINSCLL‘C’{VL‘S'”

O uessory hcarhg
Srosld have T Bun Cause numbel, pg. 4




An_ex:perl'- witness that Knows about meH;czmpheh:mz'ne

wall ell ‘YOJ *Hmj" %a/{' WaS not m&"’hm‘)h&f’&m;ﬂe

due to Hhe ingredients of methamphetamne whea water
Wi with methamphetamine i furns 1 Ao 10 cad
o\ © takes I a liHle decp of water. Meth is made
Leom  tablet pms of +ablet phomacy pills whida
When & person Yoke o pi\\ W dissolve i his or her
beciy ond meth 15 made g’bm Ludafed pills |
psevdsephnedrne pills | phenylep hane all fablet

| phermasy pills. Tf He meth was real 1t woeuld
of not made Tt after the oflicer mix i with
dhe toin waker ﬁ\/fﬂ7 fo watentro "4//7 merease e
weight So Hhat T may recrest Mert fime.

Petitioner /’L@S A5 \/ms ﬂo( an 6%?47 Contan

%e WLH&M{ WA S dcﬁh l\/&c{ \/&N‘S éév&bf‘é 7%{

AD A (‘&*pvleéf ot w’l%odr‘ Jm;d{éha\ﬂﬂf\
not dd he lfuwé e Shév#wy Guthot ¢

evidence

A/ﬁolo

So -
Py >




~ ADA Aothony A, Arold vielated petitioner federal P rOfec fe of
Stekute law under 13 U.5.C.5 3731, the government has
30 Aa..fs in which $o aQem\ from A dx%*hl& Countf s
dismissal of g inLormatein . The ogplicable stef e of

| l:}\nﬂ—a«h;n_ 1s He PPimars Quacantee aqansk brcnﬁEylj O\/'erly
Stale  Camimed cﬁ\«\arcléﬁ-

In Texas stude les under Tew. Code Crim. Proc. Ann

ok 44.01(d) and Tex. R. App. P. e 2 (b) s+r\c+/<7
hwiks He State's P\'cb\'\%- +o &?Qm‘ ond $+riC/'/‘7 Construes

the deadlines. Act. 4y o (4) mandates:

ﬂﬁ notice of 0??&&( must be ﬁ,’/ed {Uf‘/'ﬁ/:/y 20 daufs Glten
the das dhe ocder (Wlig s or sealence o Le Cppecled

1S Endered. Tew. R, Mp- P 2.2 is fo tHhe Same
eflect, Here

) the mogisteate's disissal order wds
Gatered o Jingeny P022 , and the State £ail
T file # notice by Janvary RF 2022 The stuke
te- chage Yhe case on April 9, 3099 wsithoot a new
afvest 850 deys /a{er, beyond e statvtory 2O - day

window - Becasse the + imetuble 1S jurisdietional o unbumely
Notice Connot  confer Jurisdiction. 09 C




Pe:iﬁ—t‘nger has he same 1S59€ in his cose as +o
Gerstein v. Pugh , 420 U.S [03 - Petitioner sigfe
oc('*{'orrw/ had Soda(ﬂ' r‘e\;(cu‘l of a duégw\ml’ of

{he United States Court of AWUJ Lo the F,M
Circuit ‘ Q’@ewim-t/\j Gung hebd/yhé) A ()6(59/} & freal on

G Lot matzen  withoot a dudfcicd dedecmn atron

of probable caose for detention was nenshtotional

5‘7’ the CirCuoib couct.

The district Covct ordered aa O\én\lu‘sarY detecminction of
probable cavse . The ADA had « seporate determnation
of probable Coause FSO days olier Mwaféhm"c
dismissel from o wertantless aoeest.

To implement He U.5 Const Guead IV protectien

bacinst Unfounded imvasion oF liberhs and prvacy , the

Supreme Courk requices that Jdhe eristence of probeble

Cause be decided by o« nevhral cand Adetached m‘aﬁ,;,tm,cc
Whenever possﬂble. T+ is the c\gn: one placed Lnder astest
fo submit fo cushdy and fo veseve his defease fr Meokraf

tribonals. Probable ctose Comnot be fomd Gom Sobmssiveness

Oad e prQSUMPhM 0@ mnocence is nhot lost or I m paed
by neglect, |

P@,'Z



A seacch is not 4o be made legal by what it turns vp, in
40 4 15 good oc bad when iF starts aud does nof Chenge
Character from ts success.

Under Tep Transp CeAc[-& ‘453,H0

@')‘A farlroad pecce officer may not 155&: a fraftcc
Citation o0 & yiolatin of chagler 21, +ransportafion
code  or subkhitle C | title 7, Transportatin Code .

() A ra\rocd pecce officer s not entitled to stat<
benefits Nocmally provide by the state o G peace
0‘#’ Loer, |
On dJanvary §, 2002 Pe-hlfo/m WS G passeages '
a vehide and ‘)é/H'H:onzr/ passenger 136 held ot gun
potat "Y Via Hawsit police ond almeost filled withooF

CommiHed & Cawme 4as o Pq;56¢\9er due fo M(; frongif

police oflicers wons mtrin under Hhe Gih amrendmen b
Conshtvhion el pro#e'c-hv;n, |

The transit oflicec’s Search (»&HH;W/Paucﬂy‘é/ Q Fites
back fo bock i haad col€ 0ud fhon misheadled the
Gllese e idenec é\/ cross —Contaminahon ond o Lalse
fzbsch‘we o() 6(‘)4, cwshich /5 7%6 wrw\7 Color A\(‘ W

So 4»&@ Mayi}ff at¢ d[sm[s*f ‘/’K/v/’ dmf7g, 0 g
634




The distrizt covct dismiss +he inbocmation . The count reversed , }Pﬁ‘q
hold»a.cl Haeat - Ppe,\‘\miwy eramwnadion was not & Cond

on

precedent 4o prosecufion . Berar Coontq At dudicial District
%M‘Sedl hold $hat a Pl\eh;v\'w\a.mf atavment Hhar fhe nd

9\°9~&-¢R-403(é LWOGS fmerop-e»r\sl ameaded 4o X0 23 -CR - 3|S5
67 +he mﬁor‘ma,h«:n éecau% Hhe

C\}—si' dichment was Oltsvvu;;eq

Celoce the Covnt LIl information wos filed, The covrt noted

Hhat agpellees could be chacqed for an offense on an mbormatia
Hek Was not verilied [,7 clfidevit slnew'w\c) probable cavse
becasse Hiee was e M@uesf' & g W ocrant

The Court reversed Lhe

of Aeee s ,

district Couct ocder e disen ssed
Ca vafocmafion

G\/\C:rﬁt;\c) c\wok\u fuwo piseng w[M O flenses
Lo vty Hee S5o.me ()rokafk((, cavse Mok +oen oot +o be

not  fie W bad Lodh and M Conduek  alone wit,
lacl of So

’bded— M attec dum‘jclicﬁc;’\ 6-1 G unlawy |
dﬁ-['&;v\

by {cansit bus .Coe Lo oller license f?/qﬁc e,
mtent > Convert

f" '/b Unqul’h Use o€ motsr V&hLZ/{ 4'&(
dewves SV\‘CQQQ“A ¢RC~“<\°\Q\1\ c)(\ CaFeS (uas

d:Sw\{.rJf—cf
foe  constitvtional valves undec e cqual peotectHon

of \law V{ hews no probable Coyse for e dewwer
‘W\M 4*8\2,4-6 (s no probable Cavse Q;r ~H\£ pccsSf'fL?cr. U/w[{r
He equal pro{—wh:w\ of low P@'HHN\Q{- is entitled o &

pw\w\mm\, w@\muﬁah;ﬂ Prioc 4o prosecution Lsc Hhe same inbormetion .




The United

-H\ ni Stetes Couct o€ A’\WQ&RS ‘por He Amih Circoct aP(’wmed
e Wnn 1

Q prehimun ary nJuno_Hon cnd  hedld Hhat %e C,oun—/-y’y Pol’[e,y

o ?vrsxno\w\j ?rob&hl{/ Causse 5e,+‘e(m(wmﬁ;un at "

) Mralsl\me«/ﬂ' wothig
7 hours was net in accordance with  Constitutional P&@utd‘emmF

«H\Q{/ SuC de/\%rm»-nwl’wn be ™maode ()rom()*l..{ ﬂvﬂ%—cf agrest because

1 _
ho mere dHhan 3(9 heves  was mqwiwc\‘ +o @Mplm Hee
admiafeadwe  sheps incedent to aavest of +he Federal Coastrtution

Fourth  Awi eadment |, Gnd  such ()uﬂgciwh&n il be tmwmoene

Qrbm sYS-(-CWCw | a\\a\\mﬁu +o ?mbab()e Cause c\e/"l'erw;mouh;n

pro ceduct
(Se’k'\c"’u”{\j of P\wu‘ﬁ’tdo V. MCI&J%V\ [N

Couct caro«\l—c& C&r*hora»r'» (\ev}w 0(: a ()u

0\[‘ A’?Q‘C&\S ﬁqﬂ‘ $he M

500 U.S gy - The
Agm»e«ui-’ of “‘H»&

Unibed Sdxtes Couct a+h CircuiF e hen

ovdered ga%i*ioa-er Coont +o (N‘WEA@ pc obob
sdhin 3 hout S ok o Wwdividoad cerest €¥ceRy erigent
v

e Cows< deted minghien

orxccomst ance -
The Couck voaes ted
Cooevr & -i—c\'eA Hoak Ow\.;a\},(q;n

cben W

e

e Couck of Nwecu\if JUC\SV"‘K""F- 7

prov id fv_uj defterm o obion

of \wo\oa‘o\e couse dekermwn Hhen 49 hours of

acresf would Cow{()l../ with M& FFOM?.FMSS

e a & and ~eliable d etermancte” o ¢ ‘;mb«‘o\{.
[cont Fre.'hﬁal restrawt

freg v wement S tate

most prwfd
stgn}@
bon must be Mmade by & udicdal

&ﬂ‘e—s{"\ %L (O

Couuse OGS o. con Avkiod AN Oy
ol lib by ond Hhes determina
@-ppwef @Qi%ef‘ b Q,‘CN*C of P(‘b MP\‘)’ L{ &P-#-U




A \:msew*oc's ce,sPams'\b}IH—y o laws enforcement 13 nconsisfeat
ith Hhe constitotional role of o nevtral and detached
mags'SH*al'-&, Proboble Cavse Gor Hhe 1ssvance of an acrest
Wocrant most be d.af\—zrrv{mcd by Someene ind e pencl et of
pelice and ?rosacu-r"t;n is a Hund amental crght There is no

(\QCDJ‘O\ of o defﬂ-uv‘ﬂ;o/\ wWIRrrant 08 Grres & wz ~ren E ~(ler

‘Hr\«?, Coﬂh‘ouec\ 5‘055(’”\6‘( 0M?/L pf‘om Janua/\/ ¢ 2022

boieanbless b’\ﬂ\asl/ weHh @ /V[&;l:ftéfﬂk Judﬁ-é S/yym,h/r{

N‘&S\/' wﬁ(‘/\an# Not wWas M,'s
Cowf\l\,( Q‘\'D'(QM LOW?L‘{*@&W\

for delenbsn amant of &

Carge  eoer fransler o Berar

Foc duﬁsdéahéﬂ o bl the €45E

%[5 frake PCO ceedings +he

é«@?(“wa\‘t;/\ k,ecxr»;w) ef M
wer fo reduce

In pre-
W\fo)\:s%ate A"“‘a@ e\ s 3@/\0’&“«( has +he po
cerban ollenses vich ould be Liled s evther Lelonies
isdemeano Sometimes peferred o &S woisblers.

Po"ﬂlof\r"f of %a{* orcd\wnwance s,

of W
The ADA c{qu:wu(

The Supreme Courk A ot Qgree dhat U-S Const awmend . W

e derecmination 0§ probable couse o be in Hhe

o WB’\A)

M%uircd
Lorm of o adverss
Fourteendh Avrmend ment ?reﬂo(' &%aiﬂhsP d
Oganast those encComplished widnout due process of law.

qriuahb.« of liberty owly

pg. b




AdVUSenr “‘“J"‘s {s nek N.q/uM and  Since He Probab{e_ Couse
Standard G ?re-H{@\ Aetrenbion is Hhe same a5 fhat for aerest.
The cecerd will shews QE&ter e ADA Unh;m"/{7 @f)/,ma/ I”Mﬁz}/rzk

dismissal Hore wsos ne ve-acesk on aPPuJ Hhe pececd

states cnd only stales pehtioner (was arresk on dmwwy

¥, QA bot m«agl}fmﬁc dismiss Hhe 1nformahin &ad C(t;‘c/wuyg_
Het case woothoot & 6oncl /tew?n? e case was hevesr
ON anj Couct a,od{.-&(’ He ADA unhiimely odded Hhis
helle Pros-e?;u; ollense +» +he indietment without he
SCreening of & jﬁmd’ Jury hot did e diskect Cf’W"’
apoal tmpanel A gruad gury Ao o Qmesk of subpoenas
woas eder Mmode G His &M;Z. The (\e,ca(‘d will show

Hek tHhe trrad was U'V\Su()()or(—w\ of probakle Causc
T ocpest wearant,

Delendant Via Teaasit Police B Tamayo ¥ 385 lack jorsdwcksn
and avthocihy undes transpoctakion code gsection 451.00(
ond 451,105, This raises threshold gquestion o€ whether ralrocd
police o £Licer are peace officers within Hhe meaning of
Stadute. They cre not. Code defines peace of€icer 43 s\\é;] £
of a counly , of & constable macshal oc 'Po\\ce.«v\a«/\ o€

A a‘dw/ +owom

NP




B\[ COm?ou‘t*Son A (&l cood police o€ier (s sepacately deliied
i He very newt section of dhe code sectrion 452, /L0

of Hee transportuticn code

There  (oas ho evideace het petitiones [ passeager placed Guay
MAdwidual tn immediabe harm (\ea"u\i(‘incj o respoase from the
ol ficer,

Whea the 088lcer velied upon & mistake of [aw ard shopped
Hhe dcwer venmce withootr ang leqal avtherity fo do so, Since
it wes outside s gurisdietion | he vielated peritioner fourth

Caneadment Trglnk o be (e Erom unceasonable Search and

S él'zuv& .

Tronsit A“d%ov}'/y police o Flioer makes

Whee & /\/\-a{'rc?{t\—af\

orest outside his yursdiction the officer violates fhe acrest

ndwidval Loveth Amendment (“\C@Akg-ﬂe- Concept of
teosonableness embodied in Hhe Fourth Comnrend men & Logwa\»\_\(

presupposes Cen e,xe,rc\sa of lawbl 0\0{1\/\03:1\'»{ by & {Do\(cc

ot lher Aum“h&h%ﬁ;
5 wnlessonable GS an anest wothost P{bbable CLuse.

*H\e, MSU]HW" d@?(‘\v\/&,‘f‘t-ron of 1162('#7

1S ‘)U“o"(' o
Metro W‘M«%f@ Pe[[é& 'pl)\rce M Mve Te,pa,,s T:!‘c;\n SPDP HJ’N;—" tode
U45).10% Pesce 0&ficer Subsec of Hhe Compect defimes MTP

()UNS&QUHBA &S W\oludfnj a Me +Franss# 'Faa'i/r’héf-

Y |3




(Algb %a\Uniﬁeﬁf{-“Q-Fahs v. 5imon, 36F F Sopp Ad 73 - in the

Contect of DC Code Ann 9-ilo7, DI subsec 74,1%& destruction
of Washingtea Metropelitan Awa Teaasit Avthorihy property

would cleacly constitule & violakon Aqaiast transit facilitigs
but & trallic viclahor nesr transit facilibies Connct solfice.
On g\a:\wfmr\j ¢ Qo022 pekdionts as cerestred ok gun point

&S szgSS*’»\f)zr WM a Ve he konens no%\“\uj abouf and
Hue petitibaner / passengur LWAS the only eat pro secofed From
o probable cavre that was Created by Somecne else.
On Ml 95, 9022 +he couck deog all S of He duder

tharges  wWO s nerges was He peason foc e stp.

Oa Aped 9, 3024 He ADA oRe ‘W\aﬁe.}'f‘rék ey spmissal
+N°"\/ec—r3’ cErer Hhe vaauvth use of motor vehile wa&s
,km\&a\P’h dr. weas He deve ead hus
Ue ressea b Fhe
s wothing fo do with.
outside of He

dismiss  Shegpard
Proéa(s({, ceust OF
o N
5*‘0? mw‘v\ld;\ Pe{-fhanc{/ passeAﬁﬂ
* execoted
Furthermoere | O LOGAC catltess acrest
Jaﬂ‘;f dicten

Ca3S LSS H\(

- \leqouvsS

y S [s analed | ]

oscesting of€icer” b ciecomstant®”
v thoo b ?P@bab\e R Ab sent exirjer

OS0L5 Lt

- Treans it
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