
 

 

attached as Exhibit A. The Eighth Circuit denied Applicant’s timely petition for rehearing 

attached as Exhibit B. This Court’s jurisdiction would be invoked under 28 U.S.C. § 1254(1).

 



 

 

Amendment law on which the courts of appeals are divided: whether a person’s mere 

passive noncompliance with a police officer’s commands—

—

 

pipeline construction in northern Minnesota, a county sheriff’s sergeant shot Applicant 

—

—

Amendment “seizure” occurred and that the officer was in any event entitled to qualified 

assumed without deciding that Applicant was “seized” but

were not “compliant” because they disobeyed officers’ commands. Because the cl

 

the question has held that a person’s mere passive noncompliance with police commands—

—



 

, 975 F.3d 327, 340 (3d Cir. 2020) (recognizing a “consensus . . . of 

persuasive authority”); 

 

—

—

impact projectiles, and physical takedowns. The panel majority’s rule does not operate at 

 

significant force. This Court’s review is warranted t



 

 

 


