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Lerier To Tue Court

70 '_T/Jé L{onomzsuz, Cou RT,

As A PRO SE Lmet\m,I FECL TTHIS ‘CASE HAS CONSIDERABLE MERIT (n THE AeCUNEATS TUAT HAVE
REEN PUT FORTH AND LICUL) HUMRLY REQUEST THAT THE Courr over ook, Ay DEFILIENCIES | AS To THE
PRESENTATIOA OF THE ABGUMENTS, BUT T dave Pux ForTd GREAT EFFORT 1N BNDEESSING EVERY CIRCUMSTHNCE,
HERE THE SIGNIFIGANT AMOUNT OF CASE (/WD I\N THE PRESENTATIONS. 1 aroweize foe AN [NCOAVENENCE
0 unpue BUBNEN | T MAY CAUSE BLLT Do FEEL 1T IS NECESSARY To TUSTIEY TuE ARCUMANTS.

I LouLd BESPECTFULLY REQUEST THAT THE lJor\oM&L& Court. PUEASE L1RERALLY ConsTeUE OR
INTERPRET THE POINTS CL MERITS OF THE ALOUMENTs PUT ForTH.OR 1F AN ARGUMENT 1S UNCLEAR  THAT Lae

AUpLIED To CLARIFY,

?&9&1 Futly guemn‘laa.
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STAJE_MEDT OF Ijsues On APDEAL

1) Dib Ty TRIAL COURT ERR 1 DENVING Plepeitants moTion To SUPPRESS EVIBERCE CONTAINEN (A A
CEW PHONE THAT LOAS SUPPDSEQLY SE1ZEA FROM AW AnTs PERSON “ALU-.C.L‘-.OLY”H\QOEM To His
ARREST, Lee APF’&LU\M LOAS DNUALOFULY ARRESTED WITHOUT ARBEST LJARRANT LR PRORARLE

CAUSE In VIVATION OF TYE Fouer Ah'lE!\l}mtn'T, WOUERE. S BARCH LJAS I ACTUALITY, PRECENENT T0

HIS UNUFU ARREST 72

2) DID Tie TRIAL COURT ERR In ALLWING TUE STATES LOMTESS, St Luron Davis , 1O TESTIFY
UADER SCRE,PuLe YOY (b) AFTer THE TRIAL COURT NUSCONTRUEA HIS EVINERTIARY HEARING TEST(MORY
ABOLG ENGTH OF TunE DEAUNG WITH /QPPELmnT, TUAT LIAS PART THE T RIBLCCURTS STATED GROUNNDS FOR
AULLITRG Hid To TESTHY, Ly MEn TUE TRIAL COURT, ON TS QLN INTIATIVE, LRTER POINTER LUT THAT HIS
TesTimony LWAS tenteary” To L ULS. GOVERMMENT DERBIEFING AN STATE FAILLD To SUPPORT ENTIRE

TESTIMONY LITH ANY CREAVRLE OR SURSTANTIATED EVIOENCE AT ALL, LOHEN IT TESTIMONY HAD I3EEN TRUTHFUL,

1T couwn HAve?

3) Dio e TRIAL COURT ERR (1 DEWING AppeuAm Camegerd's moTion For DIRerTEN VERDIT LSHEN THE
STATE DIn NoT PROVE REYOND A REASONARLE NOURT, TYEOUGH THE TESTINtuny OF Mz Suaon Lueon
DAVLS’ THAT ﬂPPeuAnT CAm%ElL HAD AN KNOLOLENGE OF LOHAT LOAS LA THE PALICAGE THAT WAS Deuveeen gy

S.LE.D atents on Ferutey 23,2027

Q) Dio Tue TRAL Coum ERR 11 ALOLING NATIGIAL DRIGIn RASEA (RACE) DISCRINAATORY TEsTImony BY Ace
Dennis Teacy Tart whs net An 1ssue aeroee T4 Couer ang Viowien SCACR, Ruct SO, Jumaiat Conaucr;

Canon 3 8 (L), THAT HAD NOTHING RUT A PRETUAIUAL EFFELT AGAINST Aepewant Canoger. 7




Starement oF Tue Case

On Juws 14,2012, 4 Frorence Counry Grano Toew insicren Appeuant Fog
Trarewans 1n Magizuana. K. H32-33. His case woas caues To Triat on June 17,2003
reroee The Honoesge D. Crae Broon, ans 4 Jury, R. 1. Kier Teuswws Rereesentes
" A?PEL&MT. Joun jEQE(TmGEQ WAS THE ASSISTANT SOLICITOR,

T THE Conclusion OF TuE TRiAL on Jung | §, 2013, THe Jury Founo A pretsnr cuiiry,
R.407, 24 409,17, Jusse Brown sentences Ampewant o six verrs imeRisonme.
Ry, 114

/ILUS APPEAL FouoLds,



freument.
) Jhe TR CouRT ERRED 1n DEVYING [\ PPeLiants moTion To SUPPRESS EVIDENCE

CONTAINED |n A CEW PHONE TYAT WAS SUPPOSEINY SEizen FROM Appecants PERsON  AUECENLY

INCIDENT TO HIS WEST, WHERE Booel AT WAS UALALFULLY ARRESTEA LITHOUT ARREST LOARRANT
(1 PRORGARLE CAUSE [n, VioL&Tion OF THE FourTh Amenament, LoHERE SEARCH WAS (n ACTUALITY,
PRECEDENT To HIS LAADFUL ARREST.

Sranotes or Ravieo
I/\ U.S.y UlLSon, LG F.30 Y1, Red, Den, (no. &T-HOK), ez, den., 119 S.C1 2343, 11 ses,
' Fouem Amenome‘m MANE. APPUCABLE TO THE STRTES TURDUCH THE FunTt:enm ’)\mammem@dlezns SenrcH
M SErzuEES BY STATE CFFILIALS. AD i USv. Davs, G372 F1d 152 Rew. 0en, CA.G () 1941,

mesmw, \A/HILE FEDE;ULL @ouus MAy CONSINEE STATE PRECENENT FOR 18 PERSUASIVE. VAWLE,

VAUDITY OF A SEARCH LOAREAIT CONQUCTED BY STATE (AL ENPORCEIMENT OFFICERS 1S ULTIMATELY A QuEsTION
OF FEQERAL U\w.” 1EREFORE BASEN ONTHIS And “THE Fi\eﬁuu A ppeiants TRIAL CounseL AReuen
THIS AS BASIC LOonSTITUTIONAL LAw‘,—llz, Ho, . 59, Aopercant wie Base His reuent Feom A Con-
STITLCTIONAL STANDPONT ALSO, USIAG FeneeaL PReCENENT ¢ASE Loy To SUBRORT HIS ConTEVTIon T WA N ACTY
AUTY, THE SEARCH L As PRECENENT TO HIS UNLWOFUC ARBEST, MAIUNG ANy EVIDENCE OBTAINGD) AS A RESULT,
" Fowrt or e Torsonous Teee s sten 1, Wong Suav. US., 371 115, 471,83 S.Cr 47, (1963)

: mo*uz: Juere Aee Tueee (3) motions / ORTELTIONS TO THIS 1SSUE, Tust LILL BE ADDRESSED, AS Fouaus)

Neoument

R3S, Q-S,W()T:o.\ To SUPPRESS RASED UPoi AN ILLEGAL, LUARRANTLESS aggest. Ao 1235 L.
2378, THes o m) AITICIPRTORY SEARCH WARRATT D THE TRIGLERING EVENT -~ AND THATS A SELOND
mowon,rz\uf (T PLAYS 1o THS OnE: - Tn US.v. Bonneg, 0% - 2ol 34, ceernen, 107 $.Cx IL32,45
WS, 100695 LEAd 205 CAL (s [48L,17 ST, Aoy To Seaecs Gearreh BY 1Y WARBMT 15
Liniten To SPECIFL PUES DESRIBED 1A IT Arp DOES NOT EXTEng TO ADDITIoAL DR DIFFERENT Puce;s.”Anb
rurmiee, in US.v. Reown, 332 F2d 94, ceer, oen, 103 S Cx. 1084, 495 US. 908,94 LE. 2l 243, CAT
(Tno) 19872, 17 sw&s.\\ (o7 15 ToBE LT To Tue. DISCRETION OF POUCE. OFFICERS EXELLTING LOARRAT.

Fumez, see USv. Scuouor, 647 FAd 362, C.AS (Ca) ! %I:\ Foe LWAgeanT To BE VAUID, IT




MUsT RE REASOMSLY SPELFIC, RATHER THAN ECARGRATELY DETAILED, In \15 DESCRIPTION OF DBIELTS OF SEARCH,
oo Magwna v, Goerson, 107 8.C1 1013, 480 U.S.1994 LE 2472, LS MLD.1487. ™ By tmmac

AUTHORIZATION TO SEARCH To SPEUIFIL AREAS AN THINGS FOR WIICH THERE 1S PRORABLE CAUSE T0 SEARCH,

TUE PARTICulAerTy REQUIREMENT OF TUE LARRANT CLAUSE OF THE Fourty Amenyment Ensuees THat The
SENCH LN BE CAZEFLULY TAILDRED To VTS JUSHFICATIONS, IT WILL NOT TAKE CN CHARACTER OF THE. LoIOE-
PanaInG EX PLERATORY SERRCHES THE FBAMERS INTENDRER TTO PP.OHIFSIT.”- T e pResent éAse, THE ANTIC
[ PATORY S EARCH WAREANT AND 175 AFFIDAIT, ARE VERY SPELIFIL. See Mirree of Rezven on APPenu, Pe.
419-20; Destaietion oF Pemises (Peeson e Tans) To 88 seireens In PeRINENT PART, | T STATES,
“ADDW LONALY, ALL Peesons“ _I_D”THE RESIDENCE. AN 1T FUETHER SPELIFIES, AS THE OALY CLRTILNAS Amof
OR APpumenmca,“m VEHICLES ASSOCIATER LTy THE OCLU p«ms,(mtil\nm&SPwa‘W ?%Oﬁg\lﬂrmﬁ
'RES/DW:E) Personat EFPECTS, LOCKED (ONTAINERS AND AN Ao ALL PARCELS AND BOKES. [HEZEFRE,
Aprercant LOAS CLEARUY BEYOND THE SCOPE OF THE SEARLH LORRANT) AS DEFINED.RY THE PARAMETERS
SET FORTH, To INCUADE ALL ITems REMOVEN FROM HIS PERSON, U S.v. Jenung, Q01 F.20 1079, cer
e, 1] S5, 290,484 U.S.901,GY LE. 3l 1Y, CA. 1 (6) 1990, Four A viennment Requiee-

MENT THAT LOAZRANT PARTICLLARLY DESCRIBE PLACE TTo BE: SEARGIED, WD ITEMS O PERIIS TT0 BE SEIZE;

EXCUPLHTORY RUMMAGING 1S PROUIAITED AND ONLY 1TENS DESRIBE . 1N SEARCH LOARRANT IMAY BE.SEIZED."
Sez Hoeronvc Caurvenn, 110 3.Cx 230,460 U.S, 115, 110 L.E.24 112, U.S.Cac (1990), TF

SCOPE OF SEARCH EXCEENS THAT PERNITIED BY TERMS OF YAUDLY 1SSUED LARRANT C- CHARACTER OF

RELEVIVVT EXCEPTON FOR LWARRANT REGUIRENIENT, SURSEQUENT SEJZULE. IS UNWONSTITLTIONAL WY~
out W\ORE-” lz'r.‘m 1 TIME, ﬂppmmrw:,w CONCENE. TTHE RELEVANT EXCEPTION FOR TTHE LOARRANT

REGUIREMENT N ’RIV&A v.0.S.,929 E2d S4L,CA2 (NY)199 l; Pouice GEneraLy Have: AlTdoe- -
T4 To Mage UMTED SEARLL OF INDVIOLAL ON PREMISES LUHILE AUTHORIZED SEARCH IS 1IN PROGRESS

AS A SELF - PROTECTIVE IMPEASURE; " BUT. BENGND GENERAL AUTHURITY OF Poce To DETAIN OLLUPANTS OF

’PQEMSE_S ANA To MALE UMITED SEARCH OF INDVINUALS ON PREMISES LOHILE AUTHORIZER SEARGA 1S In

PROGRESS, THERE MusT RE PROBAJME CAUSE OR AT LEAST SOME DEGREE OF PARTIILARIZED SUSPICION



To TUSTIFY FUETUER SEARLHES 02 SEIZURES OF INDWINUALS LOHO ARE NEIMHER NAMED | SEARCK LOALRATT NOR
ARRESIED AS CONSEQUANCE OF SEQRGL” /ls THIS WAS AN ANTICIPATORY SERRLH me@\r,mmcu DOES NOT ALTHO-=-
RIZE AN ARREST OF ANYONE UNTiL PROBABLE CAUSE. FUR SUCH An ARREST HAD Reen Qﬁ;\GwH&QBASED OnTHIS,
(I ﬁue FACT TUAT Aopewmr WAS CLEARLY BENOND' THE SCORE.OF TRE\&@&GH((L«)AREAWI'r\\(:cumn‘aumm
SEIZLER UNAWFULLY, FROM His PERCn, ADPELLAM LOAS ONy BEnG. DETH nen, AS PREVIOYSLY DESCRIRED (N
Rivesa,suees, For veriFication, see Acent Hinson Tesiniony, TR, 94,0, 25 TR.SS,n -5 4no 23
25, 1_7 SHous ALso BE NOTED, THE PACKAGE WAS RETRIEVED LINOPENED r’to-m l_r\smé TdE RESIOEJ\(.E,UMLH
Moperunt DIn not HAvE Eess To Can Access To, witkour (Mg, Divis, Former. Co-perenomt
 Fueiee, see US. v Priero-View, 801 F.2d GO) CAA (Car) IQQO; Even Lien Pouce Have A

LOAREAAT, MEXE FACT THAT A PERSON IS 11\ THE (OMPANY OF PERSoNS FOR WHOM A LARRANT YAS REEN 1S3UED

DOES NOT CONSTITUTE PROBIRLE CAuSE FOR SEARCH OF THAT PERSON. Auso see. ULS. v Roserrson, $33 F.2d

W\ .
777, CAQ (06) 1687, Seaees Loneent AuthorizinG SEREcH OF & RESIDENCE, 115 CURTIAGE, AN APPURTEAICES

DID NOT TUSTIPY SEAREH OF BACKPACK | LONICH WAS LITHIN POSESSION OF DEFENDAT LMo HAD TusT VisiTen

THE PREMISES, NOTWITHIMOING Governmes CLym Tu 41 PAETICULAGITY REQUIREMENT OF THE Fouer

lzmcnr) ment WJAI SATISTIED BY REFwENL TO APPLKUQWM’ &R 1o Cuznu{be." Tur:se CASES ARE RELEVANT,
SINCE @Y ACEPTING AND SIGAING FOL THE PRRCEL, FATTS ANd (UURLLIPISTANCES ONLY ESTABUISHED PROBABLE-

eaase Foe N Dhus, as dernen in Stare v, Feazien, 364 5,023,715 $.£.2d 650,(2011) ot

13

STATES, PEOB’!@LECMLSE For A LOBRRAMTLESS AGREST ExISTS LIHEN THE CIRCUMSTANCES ITHin THE ARREST-

ING OFFICERS INGWENGE ARG SUFFIIENT To LEAD A REASGMBLE PERSON To BELIEVE THAT A CRINE:
HiAS BEEN COMMITTED BY Tue Puson REING AQQE,STED.“A:)D\\\\/L)EIHE/Z PROBARLE CALUSE FOR LOARRANTLESS
ARREST €XISTS BASED LIPON THE TOTALITY CF THE CIRCUMSTANCES SURZOUNDING THE [NFOUMATION AT THE
OFFICER's DI SPOSAL "
. ’}\) A i )_} ) r _ |
,45 DESCRIRED 1h NWERASUPRA, Ann:: BY A&nn;, 1IN0 AnD _ﬁ{m\/s O TESTINONY, APPELT
CAOT. | INGTIALLY, LOAS ONLY BEMG NETAINES AND AGENTS ONCY AN ALLTHORITY FOZ A UMITED SERECH OF

s PERSON, AS A SELF-PROTELTINE MEASURE, S EQRCH OF ADPELLIMTS PERSOA REVEALEN ONLy TUE



TuE FoULWING THREE |Tens. 2 CELL PHones ArO L= PO Toues, ﬂ 6 DEUGS, (ALGE GUANTITIES OF
MOtEY OR WEARNS, SEE Hinson Testmony Te.S4, to, 1925 - T&- S0 -3, L1 suouw dtso Re
06D Mo LHERE IS THERE Ay MENTON OF AGRESSINENESS O A ATTEMPT To FLEE BY pscuam,
DD WAS NOT Founs In THE Resipence, BUT THE 8ack Fora o YRD(YT2.55,ta 410, Tos ol n 718
AG@\T Linsons staren Testintony Foe THE Avesst o AoPewinT 15, s Tr&TwnYqann
16215 Tr. L2, 1028+ Te C3 a1+, Basen on THE FOLLLLING! INFORNKTION UNUADFLLY ORTAINER
FROM TuE CELL PHONE | THE SEARCH OF THE RESIDENCE HIM BEING AT THE RESIDEACE | AND STAYING AT THE RES:

dence. See U S.v, Cornon-Jansome, b .30 13,CA (Puerzo Bco) 1993, wmem STA’IE,S,“/(O DETERMINE

VAURITY OF SEALLH, IT 1S VERN IMPORTANT o GOVERNMENT TO EOMPILE CONERENT Ang DETAILED RECORD AS
To wilen FACTS ARE DisCoyeran AnD WHEN [NFERENCES Ano Con(usions ARE DRALM e FROM. By 46‘&)7‘
Hln&on's QI TESTIMONT, WK™ ACTED AS LEAD AGENT, TUE STATE (LEARLY qup I TS DRUGATION To NO THs.
See Tr. (,5,tn.2-3, hoeny Hinson sme;s,,“ He “Tngs” HE Aseen [Ne. Davis wio gmemgae;(m
PASSING JAno THeEN SEE T, LL,wn ]T-25 Te LT i 1S, e Aoene Hinson 15 st uncuene naur
(VHO 1S STAING TIHEERE. 4(,9\1 HMSOI\ ONLY HAS SUPRORTING PeodY (Auzgaoo«?) TYAT APPELU\I)T STAYED 471
fue. resiomee, FRom - LLS. Govenmen DeRRizFING OBTANED (2om Me. Davis on May §, 2013, ovee

Tt See C
one (1) vaie AFTER AREEST, (WIS 1S Cleay A tase oF 20/ 20 dinosisiy Vision, Q&E (Graunng v. Connoe,

ANY A
HaQ (1.5 a7 3¢, Tue Rensonaie ness” oF A PAETICULIR Ut F Fore MUST RE Tupeen Feom TUE
PERSPECTIUE. OF A-REASONARLE OF AICER. ON THE SCEAE, RATHER TitA LITH 20/ 20 Vision oF MansieT, 400

acs see UL, v. Sudeee, 470 us. L5, LYL-¥T (lQQS)\\ A (REATNE TUDBE ENGRGED (1 POST Hoc EVAL-

WATON BF POUCE CONALXT CAR ALMOST ALLUAYS | MAGINE SoME ALTERNATIVE MERNS RY WHICH THE OBTEC:
TIVES OF THE Pouu, PIGHT LAVE RERN RUIRVED. \I\/Lk‘(uat BY InfentoR mAm/uuenAnc,e THE TRIAL COuRT
DID TuST THAT  BEAUSE IT MABE AN ERRONELUS RULING CONELNING THE STRUCTULE OF THE SEMLLiY

_ LJAEEAM‘.SEETQ. '75,U\. 1711 ) WHERE TUE TRIAL CouT TUSTIFIED THE SEnecy 0F DEFENMMNT A BLS LEW
PUONE PUESUANT To THE SEABLH LOARRANT, Fraruen see Te §0,0. 1525 Te &L, 110, wisere e Terme

—
LOURT CLALIFIED THAT Tul STATE HAD 1\ WARRANT To SEARUY “THE PHONE, [ts 18 VQ&‘I,C,LERQL)( LJEON;{

[0



Ae Tue anvicieRony senRes waremn Puinc sates, see. Mirree of Recoroon Aeeent, P 419420,
Besmmr\ OF PREM(SES (PE.«Son OQTHI'\(-,) W RE SEI\?LH.' ﬁb LIHERE 1N THIS S&LTIOA 1S A PHONE MENTION GO,
To BE SEARCHED, MowE.\lefe.,lr\ BESCEJPTIDI\ OF PROfELTY SOUGHT ;[T 15 An 1TEM Souem.% R3e LLEAR, You
SEAeH A Peesbn?uaca 02 TG Foe SOMETHING Soucw‘. /-l& ﬂppeumw LOAS NOT "1 n”THE. RESINEXE
AS was CLARIFIED FOR SEARG PURPOSES, HIM AND THE ITErmS  ReMOVED FROM IS PERSCN WIERE (LEAELY
Besono THE SCoE oF AbenTs Auarorrzen serea 1o [1S.v. Meoun, §UT F2d 1194, C-AJ_O(OLL.)

[\
1988, i CURIFIED, \\)UL-::\ LALO ENFORCEMENT CFFICERS ‘EXLEED THE SCOPE OF THE WAREANT In SEIUNG

PROPERTY, PARTILULARITY REQUUCEMEAT 1S LUNOERMINED Ano VALY LARLANT IS TRANSFORMED hTo
GCB1ELAL LOARRANT, THELERY REQUIRING SUPPRESSION OF AL EVIDENCE UNOER TUAT WARRANT, ug CA.
Consy Mmena M. Fuerner see TR $hen. H-1T a0 14-23- Tk 92,1112, wortee TRisL Counset Pee-

SISTED 1N TR NG To CLARIFT THE SCOPE OF THE Seqecy LOARZANT, nou SEC TD.; %Z,u\, S -‘Iﬁlwue:lzf:

TRE TRIAL Court AGAIL, REVIBLDS THE ANTICIPATOLY SWHELH LOARRANT, ﬂe:)ﬂ ,SEE.TQ; 82,U\. ILHJ, Lolert

AG AN, THE TRIAL Coud I_JAS MISINTERPRETTED TUE SCOPE OF TYE SENRCH WARRANT. W:m ALLOUE RespELT

ToTYE CouRT, Appew\nr,wuo NAS NEVER REUBV/ED FuRMAL LALY EDUCATION, U ANY Kino, Gk S EE THAT
W

PUONES. ARL. [TERS SOUGHT. AND TUE ONLy PEESORS, PLALES O THINGS To BE SEARMHEQ ARE, THE RENDENCE,

Ammom\w:, DLL PERSDNS _m“me DEMDNEYE, ALL VERICLES ASSOUATED WLTH THE OCLUPANTS, PERSONAL

. ”
EFFEULS, LOCKED CONTAINERS AND AN AN Al PARCEUS ANA Rowes, ALNA.CLQ\RLY,IF 4oouu\m LAS

T - l
BEYONOTHE SCOPE OF THE LOARRANT, THEN S0 LOERE THE PHONES Ano L7700 TAken Fevm His Peeson .

ﬂeac_abeg AGENTS EVCEEDEN THE SIOPE OF THE LARRANT 1N SEUNG PROFERTY, T HUS REQUIRING THE
SUPPRESSIOA OF ALL EVIDNCE (nbER THAT LORRIANT, AT CEASTAS 1T RELATES TO APPELLATTT. 45 THE
TRIOL CoyaT BASEN T3 DECIION SOLELY ON THE GEOUNOS TURT THE SBARH LALLINT ENODIPAYED THE SEARCH
_OF THL: PHONES AND AP.@E;LLAM HAS CLENGLY SHOWA THE DISTINCT CLAZIFICATION BETLOEEAR WIAT IS TO BE
SENQHED »fm'wum 1S SOUGHT. CLEAQL%, THE TRAC COUET ERRED In 1";.5 DENIAL TTO SUPPRESS ALL OF THE
EVINENCE, AS A RESULT OF An 1LLEGAL, LORGRANTLESS ARREST OF APPELLN\T, WHERE A@E}\Ts EXCEEDED THE

SIDME OF THE LORBRANT, Lyl ALSO SATISFIES THE THIRD MOTION OF THIS 4zcume:m,7@}{ { 0, b7, TuE



Loeemiess senack oF e Prong, US. Y CoroomRivern, GOY F.2d 1146 AT (Tw) l%oj Pouce ean

SEIZE LOYATEVER. CONTRARAND OR CVIDDYKE, OF CRIME THEY SEE In (COURE OF LawFul SEARLH, PEOVIDED THEY

Do o Exceen BOUNDS OF TusT SeAecy.  ALTHOUGH, SEE Seuen v, Uowren Staes, 408 US 760 10y

S.02.3340, 82 LE2d 594 (1934) owen sares,” Waeenntiess SEnuees oF PROPERTY Foe THE Time
NECESSaRy 70 SECLRE A SEAreH WALANT" UAVE REER UPHELD AS REASUNASLE EOHERE A LOARRANTLESS JEAR(H
ey Have geeny LmaEASchsu:". HOLOE\IL:!&, AS TUEY LJAD ALREROY seazcaén THE PHONE IMMEDIATELY OR,
PIReCT(s THEREAFTER THIS IS R.MoUT ARGUMENT.

APP’{LUW{ feels He HAS PROVED RY A PROPONDEEANCE OF EVINEICE Anb BEICLO A REASONABLE DOURT
Tuar THE TRIAL Cwu ERRED. IN DENYING IS MOTION TTO SUPPRESS ALL EVINAILE ) AS A RESULT LF AN ILLEGAL,
LOARLAT (355 ARREST, LW UERE AGENTS EXCEEDED THE §COPE .GF THE ANTIUPATORY SORH LUARRNT,

l/weu&pu:r OF An ARUNDANCE. OF CALTION Anp PRINCIPAL, Awewm LJILL ARDRESS JSSUES RAISED

/

ln_RWE?k,-SUPCk, COERAIN G EXCEPTIONS ~To THE L ARRANT REQUIREMENT. \365 US.v Fureen, 924 .20 163, Rex-

pen, CAQ(0x), 199) Tue Sooee o A LonRANT (eSS SEARCH AN0 SEIZURE. IS UMTED To 175 LADERLING

JUSTIFICATION DR ExcerTion TO THE WARRANT RERUIBEMENT, ! AS ALREADY E_S7ABUSAED)GV Accms own Te‘S‘rlmonw,
SENRCH i nTIAWy, OF /ZPPEL“\“T LIAS ONLY AUTHORTED RS A SELF-PROTECTNE /HEA’-S(.{QE.?MEQ_&SHPM, Inf_l&m_
v, (ewYor, 392 1S 40,81 8.0 1944 (I QLQ Tue Couer UPHELO THE SEARCH APOROVED OF In |ERRY
| v Onio, 362081, 39 S.Cx 1908, 20 L E.2d §54, wodictd congisien sotewy OF A LImITED PATTING OF THE

OUTER: CLOTHING'OF THE SUSRECT TOR "CONCEALED (RTELTS WHILH MIGHT BE USED AS 1nSTRUMENTS OF ASSAULT. Ia
Tue PResent CASE,-ADPEW\QT ASSERTS Turs SAme LMITATION APPLLES To Mrm, AS 1T APPUES 0 ALTHoITY
OF A LIMITED SEARLH IN ?uva?g,supuu 7/7 AOPELu\m's CASE, HOWEVER, As 1 SIBRM.SL&P% AGENTS Do
NOT Menton And INTIAL ATTEMPT AT A PAT Do SEARCH, BLLT ApmiT THEN LoBNT DIRECILY INTO tts POCKETS
A0 REMOVED ALLIITENS FRUM His POKETS, LouicH O ConsisTen OF £ CELL PHUES 8D Leon Toud, Abmr\,

NO (EAPONS , LARGE GUANTITIES OF CASH, CR DRUGS. 45 STATED 1n_KIVERA,SuPeA. Beon Geneac AuTHORITY OF

PoUCE To DETAN GLLLUPANTS OF PRENUSES AN To MAKE UNNTED SEARCH OF INIVINUALS O\ PREMISES WHILE

AUTHORIZER SEARCK 1< 1) PROGRESS THEXE MUST RE PROBAALE. CAUSE DR AT LA SOME DEGELL OF PACTICLUARIZED

11



SUSPICION T TJUSTIFY FURTHER SEARCHES OR SEIZLRES OF INQIWIDLALS WHO ARE NEITHER NUMED 11 SEARH
LNERANT NOR ABRESTED AS CONSEQUENCE OFF SERRCH. 111. N0 TImE, DURIAG THE EVINENTIARY. HEARING, DO
AGENTS SHOW PEORABLE CAUSE OR POINT To “[m Y ser o Facts e Cl-lZCLLmsT,mcE,sl BUT RATHER RELY OM
SEARCH WARRANT, AS € ROUARS o TUSTIFY THE UNUAFUL SEAREH Bin SERuee OF His PERSOn RO SHBSEGUET
SEHEC OF His CELL PHONE, SEG Te. L, ) CI'IS, CONCERMNIAG LANBUAGE OF ANTICIPATORY SEARCH WARRANTS. As
Ap,peuw WA CLBjeL BEYOND THE SCOPE OF THE SEARM LOARRANT, THE SEINRCH,AS STATEDMN S:@eog supen
LAS NOT REASOMBLY (IN|ITED [n SCOPE To THE ACOMPLISHAIENT OF THE Oy GOAL LIHICH MICHT CONCIEVABLY
JUSTIFY (TS INCERTION - THE PROTECTI0N OF THE DFFILER. Fuuuec, CLARIFIED i SIRQDA,SWEAI IT STATES,
" Inaaamr Senecy "MAY NOT PROCEED AN ARREST AND SERVE AS PART OF[TS J’UST{HCUIU]."«S\EE_ Hms‘on\ Test-
m»om,Te.SZ Ln Y- 1S, ConcarnnG A6aTRS UNLALSFULLY SENRLH NG CONTEATS OF CELLPHORE Hnd THEN
AFTER FINDING NUNBER, ONest THEN MARE AN ARREST DF Aovewant. See Te.57,in. 12, Svuatoe
OUESTION|NG Ann Ace:rﬁr Hmsm UE% Aet-;m) REPLY NG

O.' DK’W. BA&EIA ON TUAT Faer, DN Youl FEGL TUAT C,UFF(ym Gampg& LAS

(OWOWED LoTTH THIS CRIMET

A: Ves.

Oi ALLEW#T. Am) ORVIOUSLY AFTER THAT DIB You MAKE An ARRENT OF CUFFOBD

CAmPGELL FoR TRAFFICKING N MArenJuA.\4?

A: Vs,

L Ty someH OF THE €8 PHONE Lofs UNLAWFUL WHCH HAS CLEABLY BEEN SHOWN, TUEN TUAT MALES -
),quEUAnT'S SURSEQUENT ARREST UNLALOFUL, THERE B RENDERING THIS AN UNREASOMBLE SEXRLH ANO
serure. of Bosaut puesuant 7o US.CA. Const Auena Y., 4s 57720 10 Sigewn, supka

&au@znwze.,mam LOBIZE AWARE THEN EVCEENRED SCOFE DF SEARCH LOARRANT AS THEY ORTAINGY
A SELOND SERRCAL LONRRANT, LOWILH THE TRIAL CouRT REAREREN NIBST Since 1T HAD | ALREADY UIPHELD ThE

FlesT SElecH LWARRANT, E_(ZIQDY\EOL\SLV,I l)LSD, Tue RETURN OF Tilti SELLND SEARLH. LW ARRAAT WAS NEVER

|3




SIGNED ORNOTALZER AS Lecoen on Arrerr i 5Hou,s,'}>g;bll[_

E&lZIHEE,"I’UEL{ FASIFIED THE ORIGINML AFFINAVIT FOL THE FIRST SEARCH LARRANT LITY RECKLLSS Dis-

REGARN Foo TUE TRUTH. See M v Pomce Ceveoes Counm, Md., 495 F3d L2) CA(Md 001,

S T . . 2
qus, THE STATE | THRUIGH ITS AGRITTIS VIDWATED THE bmoy Dlscwsuze Ruur‘.,,(;s. STATED 1Y §7AT€_-\/;, kennen%

331 $L. 442 563 S.£.2d A4 (169%), Turs inFoemurion ks maTERIAL, S €€ Recoen on APPEAL,P@

L/’ZO, ROTTom SETION Lo € 17 SAYS AGINTS (onQUCTED RANDOM [HRUZL INSPELTIONS ._ﬁEl\[SEE_W&.(:g.Ln.
15, Llert. Avent Teasy SKS He wAS ConTacten BY A Souece, OF i Foem ATIon. ILIEA &EETQ.LX,U\_ |G-13,
wNC;ZE HE LoAs PeufidEn SPELIFIC TNFORMATIOK, By nor discosine TS, IT DENED APPELUNT His
CONSTITLT 1 ONAL RIGHT OF CLOAFEQNTATION,

mt'm IMPCRTANT, I Sigeon Super, 1 T STATES ,\\ nu) Noer 1s Feee To DBVELP 1 TS own AW OF
SEACH AnD SEzzuzzr:s-’ro MEET THE NEENS 0F LOGAL LALD ENFORCEMENT AND MAY, fn PROLESS  CALL
STANDARDS 1T EMPLHS R ANY NAMES 1T MAy CHOOSE BUT (7 MAY NOT AurHoerze PoLLCE COnDULT LHKH
Teancues vron Fouemy Meapnem RIGHTS, TEBARNLESS OF (ARELS IT ATTACHES To Suck conauer.” Heset
AT ASseRrs Tis SAnE STAnoARS APPUES (o0& SHows) To Sour CARousS AL EnFoment s
LieLL. |

B[k&é‘b ON THE PLEEDING ARGUMENT, CASE (AW vy FACTS THE TeusL louet SHuuLn HAVE
ceanmn Aepeiuant's motion To suspeess ALL” edience RESUTING Faom HLS WtoFLL

Seneey mo sEzaes, Puesuant To WJoneSun v (S, 37 U8 Y71, 414 (193), omen sreres

»
Eviperce s@z6n DURING UNAWFIL SEARCH (AMNGT COMTITWTE PROOF AGAINST ViCTim OF SEARCH, AND EX-

CLusionse POHIRTION EXTENDS To INDIEELT AS LOELL AS To DILET PEOBUCTS OF SUCH INVASINS,



[

AKGMMEI\T

) /fue TRIAL COURT ERRED In ALLOWING THE STATES LolTness,Squn Lugon DAVIS, 70

Testiry unoer SCRE Ruue HOY (b) AFTer THE TRIAL CourT MISCONSTRUED HIS EVIDENTIARY

HEARING TESTINIONY AROUT LENGTH OF TINE DEAUNG LOITH Appewm T LOAS PART THE, TRIAL
Couzré STATEN GROUNAS FOR ALDLING MM To ‘TEAT/FV} LHEN_THE TRIAL COURT, 0N TS OWN

INIATIVE, LATER POINTED OUT TUAT WIS TesTimony WAS ContrARy o s U.S. coveenment

DEBRIEFING AND THE STATE FAILER To SUPPORT ENTIRE TESTNony WITH Ay CREDIARLE OR

SURSTANTIATED EVIDENCE AT ALL, LOLEN |F TESTINGNY HAD REEN TRUTHFULIT Couun HAVE,

Tue Teaw coued, IR lOSIL'\-'B’iS‘TR- 10U, . |=1%, mase 1ts Ruune To awow (Mg, Davks “Tesiimony
BAsED on THE FALs, [RIOG L, H-H)'“’me TesTimony LO8S THAT THEY NAo AEEN InvoLen In DRUG Demts Foe AT
Least Two oR TuRee \Nmes,lm‘o THAT TUIS DEFENDANT UAD COnE T STAY WITH HIm SOMETIAE, LOITHIA THE LAST
CnE To THREE mbnms,’ru;ﬂ TuazconoLtU OF THER PARTICULAL BUSINESS WAS THE WTILIZATION OF F E»E)c
Ao LIRS, Tung Tue Deucs were Aear~5€mm, TIAT (T WAS SHIPPED Fom 4:?:am7mm THIS DEFENRMT LA
IWVOWER (0 THE PRice (.‘O;v)ua OF WHUERE AN HOW TLESE DRUGS WERE setw,"

yET | LATER. DU ACTLAL TRIAL TESTImony, THE Teiml Court INTERRUPTS THE DEFENSES LROSS- EXAMINATION
or Me. D.st,Tz, 308,516, Hue,e. THE TRIAL Cougt ASKS THE UtLovers To APPLOAGH THE RENU, And ACTuALy
smc;s,“I DONT WanT To Run THIS TURY ouT, RuT 1 LOMVT To GIVE Wbt A Fiie. OPPORTuNMY Tu CRUSS- EXARINE.
on TS REUSE WES TESTIFIED CONTRARY TO LONAT TS DOCLIMENT SAYS AND 115 ConTriRY.

See 12.303.61, wwen Me. Teustowo questions Me Divis 45 To LOUAT 5. STATED 10 THE. DeBrierinG,
SPECIFICALY, TUAT HE HAR BBER DERUAG DRUGS LITH MR meeeu, A'Ppeuﬁm, foe Two Yeaes PROR To His
ARREST. n'\e. DAws Eﬂm)s,“[)o : Iqe\@ SL\:DT LWAS DEAUAG DRUGS W1TA iy for Two VEAR.S.”'J/LJ\;
LJAS ‘rmure.-s-nmonv./lua FOLLOLING LOAS EVIDENTIARY HEARING TE,STlmOﬂV-TR.qg,U\.I 7'7.5,/“1& STmE (UAIFIED
s QuESTIon OF, HOW MANY YEARS LERE TUE Wriness A APPeu,qm,m.c‘ o DEAU{)(,Z ﬂ’le, Davis’s Reseonse
sl |

AJ \A/eu, REFORE~KEFORE ML THIS HAPPENED, CAD\P&E,LL LIOAS STAYING DO

LOMTE ME PRORALY AROLT A MONTH TO THREE MonTis PROBARLY.

[s



Q: Okav,
[\: Lruar,

Now see Tr |00, G, Roitin, ENIRENTIARM HEARING TesTimony, THE STATE ASIUNG HOL) LONG WAS MR.

C;\mpgcu,, APPELLL\«\‘I, STAMING AT mf?. BA\MSS PUILE. Tue RESPNsSE L.)A-S‘\A k)ulLE.”A—ﬂﬁ;‘ QUITE SomE Tmafl
Tue:\ see Tr, 100w, 21-25, wuert STATE Questions dow Me, CamegeLL GoT To THE TRALER, OACE e

ARRIVED In Fuoeence. Cowm MP, wals RESPONNDED SRYING ,C\mPam:kzewﬁo IN A Teuck T ANOTHER. Gy, BY
Testimony, Tue, .OTHER G IMMEDIKTEL LEFT FOC THE AIRPORT, Tueu,ﬂ’la CAMPAELL- AN M(L DAWS, {An To GO
TETRIE( TUE VEHILL FRom THE AIRPORT, AFT B2 LUK, SOMEcE CALLED SOMEONS EWE To ComE Plek THE
Tewer ue. Tuis Persow CAME TuE FOLLOLING DAY ToPick 11 Up From Tiew, 1e.]0],u <17,

Nowsee To 270,tn.22-25, 1. A1 . )'QS)TR’)\'IZ,M. }-23, TR 273, 128 anp 2N
\'11."541»5 LS ANCENTIREW DIFFERENT TIME AS To How Lot aPPELL&m STAYEQD. AT THE Re.xmmce..l‘r
ONLY ARDS LPTo APPROYIMATELY TEN DANS. I‘T CounTs AS Fouozas;(l.) APPELUMT CAMQQELL AND Someone
namen as Ruseloy Aerive i Fovere prins A Touck Das 172,270, 2225, (2) RuneBoy S7A%en PRy
g ony To 272, |, Davg2 037 tso T 272, n 12 1Y, eeree Runenor eanaes b Fuet Feom CoLtmai.
(3) Quoenos cares Foe Areednr and MeDis o come Piccup, 1R A7, L, \-¢, Ruoe 8oy Toue A Fug

| MMEQATELY. (W) Tue Cuy EROM (CeoreeTown LwHY CAmE TO RETRIEVE THE TeULL AFTER. RETURNING FLon

Covuman, Las 10 ane 0w TR 73,00 25.(8) SeeTe. U141y L 20, Tee STATE AL How Wons LoAs

s Reroee Tuey Leee Austen, (Me Das pesronse tis & Coupte oF ks, (0110, JoeYonus
AT MOST THiIs Coubh ADD uf To TEN DAYS FROM LOREA APPELLAnT Cnn\raw FIRsT CAME To FL»REACE, Ano
WHER APP&LLM‘( LOAS ARRESTEN AT Tué REYAENCE OF nli. Davis | LT How, BU THEe MATY ,

SE.ETIL?\%,U\. | l, LOMERE THE STATE TRIES T0 GET CLAUFILATION OF APPELLMT STAYMG AT THE
RESIDENE FOR fx monmofrw-—rua\ Fowow THROMsE To LInE 0. no MATTER. WUAT,IF Arppuww
FlesT ARRIVED 10 THE TRUUL AN WAS AT ARRESTEN A CoLvLe O DAYS AFTEL SOMEOAL From

@ED%ETO&)NLLAME Te RETREVE THE TRUCK AT n\uSr,Appt—:LumT LAY THERE { D D/ws) noT THe

1%



ONETo THREE MONTHS,

low waz To 12298, L.G-23,- Tr RG4,10.1-22, ere Derense 18 Questionns, AGout T4e BESRIEFInG
Anp PROFFER AGREEMEBNT, Ir\ Tuts seenod [Ne, DAVIS Adm s HE LAS ORLY TAHGAL l\ﬁsou-r(Tw w) Anwm\
EADA\{. AND ‘:menz VAQUCUS DRUG DEALS An AL OF HIS DRUG ACTNITES. noT Z}PPEMAT :

O Te. 307,110, Me. Davis savs Tue FRL maoe 4 mistace A To WHAT He Tous THem. Me.
Davis 1a’tn, §-10, eeaey savs Tiar 1wk was sengine Hin Mo, Davis, THe  dRucs OVER” Tuxo e THeee
\/em,‘\/er Tue Sate, eR- Me, B'\Vls’ HAVE NoT SHaon AN EVIREACE (LOHATSOVEVER “TUAT ANY. PACKAGES WERE
DELYERED, OTHER THAn THE THZGET PARCEL, AT MMTINE 1A TUE UAST Twoo or Tueee VERRS, Fon Evnele:

Tue Conww ok, IRGL i 1¢-25- 12.GT L 13, evibenTines Wereinc. SurposeEnl A PAUKGE 1Was

Neuvezen To somedeee in (onwny TusT 2 0A4s Pelon To ARREST 0F Mz, Davis ano AepeLiant Ie
TS Las TTeu€, TUE STATE SHoULD HAVE PRoVIOED EVIDENCE OF THIS In THE Fota OF An ADDRESS, A NAME,
AnD DocumErTATIOA 0F TUE PAQUAGE REING REUEVED BY SOMEDONE, SOME.'(L{H\(: TUAT Loould SHew THAT 'qhs ACTUALY
~ToDL PLICE, LOITHOUSY SONE oM OF PUNSICAL EVIEACE | THIS (S NOT LLEAR AND convncing. Bote LIPS ann FenBx
oS K RECCabS For A1 LEAST LIE YERR, F not ueee, Foe Thy: Pueroses. So ueee 18 ONLY “Blinence
OF OnE PALYAGE COMING (N THE MAIL, THE TARGET PARCEL. \Jurul Couln HAVE Reen THE ONM PAUKAUE, THus

PALInG Tels TESTMony FASE | Ana INADMISURLE | Unsee. Jug HOY (D) Ortuee Crimes, Lrones oe Aers, SCRE,

now AST0 PANMENT BEING MADL FOR THE PACKAGES THAT LOBRE AUELEDLY REURJED BY Me. Davis. Sex
TGS, 0. 132U, Me. Davis anmits He was 6ot To Banks (WA(UOV/L)'TQ DEROSIT MOAEY 11 AN ACLOUNT,
YET THE STATE FAILES 7o SHOW ANY PROOF &7 THIS ,Az.so! juaeu( ,ﬂ’)a[ Davis coutn Jave Peovinen B
ALOUNT NUMBELS OR A DePosiT SUP, T 4 oo LEGAL FACT TUAT BAALS KEEP REWEDS, QET |
AGAIA, THERE 1€ NO &VIAEILE PROVIRED, . ()O pROOF' %E TURM LOAS LEFT To SPELUUATE. ﬂ)a |
D'\Vls A4S THN APpeuAnT CAMPBELL LWAS THERE “To. ConTeuL AND GET THE MONEY 'T07[\HX. \{e;( AT THE
Time OF THEIR ARBEST, THERE 1§ N0 RerD OF Aeoeian HAVING ANy MONEY AT 4LL. \ex \ ME Dayis
S Aepegren irh Almosy § G000 000n tis Person, over, § 33000 1n e Tuunk OF His Che A

A FEW ThousAna 1A HIS (Pe-eson»;d MASTER RENROOM SeE, AnticerToRy SEARCH WARRANT RETURY,

11



Fuuu.E,n,, se€ 12 A%, (0. 3715, n s secnon Me. Davis stares, Aeeerant ser Tue DERLUP,
Rereeng To e Taecer Paecel Vet 1 s e, Davis, on day 0. AReest, WHo CALLS - TLK, Lot 13
SUPPOSED To RE In Aumn&,&wm(, Tuar T HE' wouln NOT ACCEPT THE PAKAGE UNLESS HE WIS Tolm
LKL THE PACIAGE LIAS SENT THeoueH  UPS or Fenfx

' IA'LSO,% SAYS THAT Him ANK APPELU)I\‘( BOUGHT A PlUone AT DOU#& @G\Ef?nb.({w« T NowS
ot CLiA owo e PHoRe. 15 102, To. 33,0 2124, Now see TR 2T, 4~ 17, Suveseoct Me, Davs
Hap uis PHOAES RETURAED NFTEL THE ARCEST, (h& Dahis Apmrts HE 1S THE Preson Wil CAUEN TwIY, On
THE DAY OF THeR AeREsT, No ONE HAS Peoven ' APP'CLLﬁm CALED ANONE. [LS ME. BAVLS'S Plones LERE
NOT ConFrscaren TUAT USAVES TWu LOGILAL. CONCLUSIONS yETHER HE USED Appwn'ris Puong 10 CALLTLJM
or. e S.LE D A6eATS 10ENIFIED THE LRONG PHONE 43 Aevernnts,

Fméu-w, (T SHoutn Re noten TuaT Me Davis onwe TESTIFIED 0o MADE AN REFERENEE To
'APPEUJ{IIT CAﬁ\ﬂBEu..,Of\c& He RErAmE ALARS HE COuwy REUEE ADDITIONAL REDULTIONS On WS
SONMELE RY TESTIFNING AGAINST ADDITIONM PELSONS. gno &/En TuoucH tim ara Me. Camerer
LWERE ARRESTED ToGETHER. AND THE FACT HE SIONED TiHE PERRIEFING, HE SAYS TTUAT HE LOAS NUT TRIUNG
noor Aerewir in TiE NeRRErMe Conceening ALL” oF s Deue ACtviTy HisTors Bur Tuea
tesnries AchinsT APrauant saving, TR, 313, L 18-19, Shine 1T LouW BE AICE IF THE STATE Loulo LRITE
A LETTER FOR M. LT SHOuw RE NOTED THERE 1S MENTION OF } PusIBE 35 (b) Mmation For
TIME REDLUTION FOL TUTLILE PROSELUTORIAL TESTIMONY On HIS PAET.

: APPELLAI\T &\mf’tseu Has No Padoe Cenmnsl CoONPICTIOn RELORRP,

Crine. Sae Ve 125 .. 4900 18 S.L 903, (16273) " Berore Guiay intent nIaY BE InFeeeen

Feom OTUER SIMILAR CRIMES, THEY musT RE ESTAGUSHED RM LEGAL AnQ COMOETENT E\/:OE.I\LE.”‘IF yTuE
TesTivony oF Me. DAVIS 15 TTo RE RELILVED THE STRIEA SHOoULD HAVE. SUPPLIED FACTS AND DOCLULEATATION
AS SPECIFED ABIVE, ALSo sec STare v Smim, 300 3. 2L, 387 8.6.2d QHS,UQ%QSJ lo Re ADMISSIBLE,

. "
DEOOF OF PRIOR RBAD ALIS MUST AE CLEAR And CONUINGING, €3 PECIALLY olen, NOT THE SUBTELT OF &

13



CeviCTion. AS APPFJLAM HAS N0 CRIMIAAL .CCVICTION RECURQ, TUE STATE FAILED In TH(S ORUGATION,
ReCAUsE |F Teld | THERE LAY FRATUAL SUPPORTING E\/menc_z:: AVEILABLE,

“WL(E(L'TUEZE 1S ) SERIOUS DOUBT AS To TUE ANMISSIRIUTY OF EV[DEM:_E("TUA—'? DOURT SHOULD AWLIAMS
BCA'E,&SOLU&D in DEFOWANTs Favoe LI, supes: B&sm OR THE Couexs STATER REASOAS. FORTHE
MIOLANCE OF THE B&\/:S TESTIMOAY, LOHICH THE TRIAL CouRT LATER CAUED INTO QUESTION AS STATED
ARovE, TuE ConTeary TesTimons OF Me. Davis, T Lh; oUW SHOW A SERIOUS DOUBT, ESPEUMLY in REGARDS

THAT Tue TRAL COULT FIRST MOOE A STATEMENT, see 12.90 1. 2/-25- T Gl |-2, Hee Tae T
Courr sTAED ,\'\ I MeEan RASEN Upron WHAT Tve HEnRl TUUs FAR, SImPLy R ARGUMENT, T nont THne
118 ApmissIBLE. TTmnlcTue PEEJURICIAL EFFELT OUTWEIGHS AN PRUBATIVE \I"A-Lut;, RWI T o Hese
wusr Me. Davis das "ro SAM AT THE APPROPRIATE TIME BEFOLE Yol KNOW, Comine TQ A GoneLusion =~

) iV

Bl EDACLUASIOn On MY TUNG,

@4560 on T4e TOTAUTY OF THE COoNTRARM T&STIMony AS STATEN ABKVE  Ano THE STRTE NOT
PROVIDIAG AN SUPPORT NG PROOF LOHERE IT ORVIOUSLY Coutn Ank Silowdd HAK, THE TRt CoueT
SHOULD NOT PAVE ALLOWEN THE TeSTimony OF mr{, Dkvu WHERE TUE ONLY PROBATIVE VALUE WAS
To Be PREJuniCAL. -AL&;, Me. D_A\ns's CONTRARY TeSTIMONY -UAS REEN ESTARUSHED DURING THE EVinenTIAZY

'_ HEA@AG;/&FME THE TRIBL LOURT MUNE Y Rutm(,! o o R

FuHHEE,BISED On THIS ACGUMENT, THE TRIAL COURT § HOULD LJAVE GRANTED APPmAn-(S

NRECTED VERBCT YMOTION.

[



™ Aﬂﬁumen'r

7)) Tue TRAC CuRT €RR 10 DEnving Joveriant Campael’s motion FOR A DIRECIED VERDICT

WUeN THE S747€ DID (10T PROVE BEVOND A KEASONABLE. POUAT, THRoUGH THE TESTIMONY OF n’lR.

SLMwn Luron DAVlS,THA‘i APpeuAm CAmP(’)ELL. HAD ARY KNOLOLERGE OF LOUAT WAS IN THE
PACKAGE THAT WAs DELVERED BY S.LLED acems on Feruary 29,2027

In Smrev. Hepaurn, 404, S.CHI, . 183 S.E. 2d Ho, ( 20@'%% Surrenie (our SummARIZED

THe STANDARD For A4 DIREIED VERDICT: L (4S8 LOLERE The STATE HAS FAILED To PRESENT EVIOEICE

OF THE OFFENSE CHARGED, A CRIMINAL DEFENDAMT 1S ENTITLED To A DIRECTED VERDKT. Staev CHERRV\ 30!

$.C.5%% LOLS.E. 20 Y115 (2004). DURInG TRIAL, LLEn Ruune O & MoTION FOR. 4 DIReTED VERMCT,

Tue TRIAL COURT 1S CONCERAED WITY THE EXISTANCE OR NONERISTANCE OF EVINENE, NOT (TS LWEIGHT.,

crmine Lo k1S3, LOL S.E.0d 47 477-1%, Tue Trias courr Shown GRANT THE PIRECIED VERAICT

MOTION WUHEN TUE ENIOBNCE MEREBLY RASES 4 SUSPICioN TUAT THE ALCUSEN |5 GUILTY, AS SUSPILION IMVPLIES
A BELIEF OR OPINIo. AS To CUILT BASED LIPON FACTS OR CIRCUMSTANCES LOHICH DO NOT AMOUAT TO FROF.
Syare. v. Cueeen, 36l S.C a1 544, LOb S.E.24.47% (2004), On Te oTee 4ann, ATRAL Tuace 15 NT

REGUIRED To Find “THAT THE. EVISENCE INFERS GUIG To THE EXUUSOL OF ANy UTHER REASONAME HYPCTHESIS.

1d.

T Svaze v. Bostiex, 392,S.C.134,770% S.E. 24174 (201), Tue Supceme Couer Hewo Tuat
e, STuTe PRESETen INSUFFICIENT EVInENCE To SUBMIT THE MUENEL CHARCE To THe Jury, Te (ouer Hew
TUAT THe TRAC Couer SHOUU) HAVE (seanTen A DIRETED VERDICT BEWAUSE THE STATES EVIDENCE ONLY |
BAISED A SusPicion oF uier,” Bostice WHs (HARGLD COMK TTHE MURCER OF HIS NEIEHBOR, WHO LIAS An
OWee M)&).THE &N0ENCE ALAINST BOS‘ML CCNSISTER OF 1TEMS (CAK KEVS, CALCULAT o&) BELONGING T
Te VicTim WUILH WERE Foun In THE go&nq{ FAMIGYS BURY PILE) THE FIRE NLELERANT |\ THe BURA
PILE WAs onE NOT (SED RY BDSTIQS mO'(HER;/BQﬂICK HAD A PATTERA ON His JHOES TUAT MATLHED

'-me- ALELERANT LOH jCH WAS EASDUNE ) THE Bloun Fouip CA Eosmt's T&ans DID NOT MAT THE V&Tonfsl
TnSney ATTAEDOI, A3 S.C.94¢0, U1 S.E.2d 863 (‘)‘%’15),'&15 Sueremie: (oueT HeLn Tyat &

Basic PANUPLE OF (AW 1S Tudt TUE STATE HAS THE BURDEN OF PROLF 43 T ALL ESSEATIAL ELENENTS GF THE

crime. Ciring Sare vl PAuLK) 1§ 5..514, (18%3),
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Tl STATE OID NOT PRESENT ANY EVIDENCE LOUATSOEVER, THAT Appercamt CAmoreie L Any Knowwense
OF WIKT LoAS In THe PAckAGE DELVEReD:. By S.L.ED. Acents, on Tue Seeurk DATE OF Feaury 2§, 2012

n{q.DAw:'s TESTImony WAS EQRONELUSY AlLoven (SEPERATE ISSUE) Unber SCRE, Rue YOy (6 O7uee

Caames,l\x/koms.,m AL}L \/urcu IS TusT TUAT, ENIDEnce of PRIoR BAN ACTS, AND TTHEY ONLY RAISE A SUSPICION

OF GUILT, AS o THE CRIME NowW BEFORE THE Coua‘r. FuETHER,THLT‘ZIAL COUET, on TS OWA mﬁme, INTeER-
Rusren e Derenses cgoss eximinarion, R30S, n, $~ 25-TR 30Li{n.1-3, oF The STRIES witness, Me. Dauss,
To:CALL1NTo- QUESTION THE VERY zeason, 1RO, 1023725 = T 1 0L, 11 §, THe Triac couet Awowen Me. Dawis
To TeSTIFY, SPEUFICALY TUAT 17 Las “conreagy” To M. Daviss S.L.E.D. (LS. Coverament ) DeaRes NG,
APDELLAm ASSERTS, TUIS 1S A ADMISSION THAT THE TRIAL COURT ERRED | AUOWING Me. Davis T Testiry,
FL&KTHO?‘AS TUE CONSPIRACY 1S ONLH 1 RELL(ION To THE PACUGE DELIVERED OR THe SPECIFIC DATE OF
Feavuney 2%,.2011. Bagers on M. DAISS Oon TESTINONY, He 4CCERTED AND SIGNEND FOR THE PACLAGE, HE CAUED
“His'’ DRue souz(e,}.le CARRIED THE PALLAGE UNOPENED 1nTo TUE HOUSE, LICH REMANED LUNOPENEN UNTIL
Tue S.LEND. Acents. RETCOL POSSESSION OF THE PALKNGE, Awo, Me. Davis Apmits To KIS DERUAG LIITH
Deucs Prive To APPELLAYW &-MP&':ILLS Very mucH DEGATEARLE ARRIVAL I Errinciam. \«/mlowrsuoum(,
KNOWLERGE F LOMAT WAS In TUE UNDPENED PAGE DELIVERER ON THE SPECIFIC PATE OF FEeunes 2§,
QDI Tt LerVES only A SUSPICION 6F GUILT, WUICH DOES AGT AMOUNT To PROLF, LEAVING ONLY MERE
presence a1 e seene, Crrnedate v. (omrey, 3498.C18Y, 155,562 S.£.2d 320,325 { Cr.hon.

ZQOZ),[mjw PRESGNCE AT THE SCENE OF A CRINE. IS INSUFFILIENT T COMWICT ONE A4S A PRINCIPAL ON THE

TUEDRY OF AIDING AN ARETTING. See Issue 2, Sunon Wieon Davis, Priog Bao Acts, SCRE ., Ruce HOU(bY.

/mezer'oze‘ DIRECTEN VERRICT SHouLd. HAVE BEEN GRANTED,
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4R(>uMEJ\T
q) Tue TRIAL COURT. ERRED In AUOWING NATIONAL ORIGIA BASED (RACE) DISCRIMINATORY
TesTmony BY Acaﬂ Dannrs TRACY TUAT LWAS NOT Ai 1SSUE BeFoRe THE (OueT AN VIOWTED
SCACR, Ruie 501 Junicise Connuc; Canon 3 B, Tyxt ad noteing BUT A PRETUIMCIAL
ercect Acainst APPeuant CAmpael. |
"—SCA.CR,PuwS()lJuuaAquM:(. Canon 3B (L) PROVIDES In PERTINENT PART THAT:

/.l TUIDGE SHALL REQUIRE. LAWNERS In PROLEEDINGS BEFDRE JURGE To

REFEAIN ERONM. MANIFESTING, BY (UORNS OR CONDUCT, BIAS' O PREJUNICE
BAED uPd\ R}ca,s Ex,RELIGION, NATIONAL ORIGN, DISKRLUTY 0 AGE, ACRAST
PARTIES, LOITAEKES ,COUNSEL DR OTHERS, Tuis secion 3B(L) Does not
PRECIUOE LEGATIMATE AIWOCACY LOHER 'EACE,,SEX;QEHGIO&'\II]AT 10NAL OR)-
LN DISABILITY, OR OTHER SIMILAR FACTORS, ARE 1SSUES I THE PROCEED

InG..

:45 THIS 1S A MINISTERAL OBUEATION {1} NATURE, THERE SHout BE NO NEEd FoR A\ CRTECTION BUT

g W ¥
{N ~TUE EVENT. THis Honoenste Couar toes nor Rewsize Pan ERror s SET Formd 10 US.v. C,EomegL

384 F3d LbZ ( FApe 'lOOLIL Appeiant Wouss RESPETFULLY PRESERVE Tilis ARGUMENT TOR [EDERAC

Haseas Coerus, 17 nezoen.
See Te, 137, tn. 14-25 - TR.IS3,L0.[-/0, Wi Tihis TesTimony Whs 1nTRODULED 45 expeeT, THERE
WAS DD FOUNRATION LAI.D FOR T8 INTRODUCT 1on, NDR. LYAS THERE FOLULL-Uf BY e STATE TO TUSTIFY 115
INTRODULTION .Tueeefom,ﬂ S ONLY PROGATIVE VAWIE LOAS To BE PRETUBICIAL. AGAINST APPELIANT, Tue FACT
Tunt APPtuAnr WAS OF Jamaan DISSENT WAS NDT AT 183U BEFORE Tue Cowrr.
Tl-aeeroae, THE TRIAL oURT SHoutd NOT HAVE Alowen Tits TESTIMDNY, (R ARy REBUIOTAL TEsTMony FOL

THAT MMATTER. DRLL657 n:F\RLDTlts‘E?ILC. HAVE ALtOAYS BEEN A MATTER OF IﬂTEKS'f,\TE TRAFELCLING [N ONE fopm

OR ANDTY P.Kl
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BA&ED On TUE ABVIE, THE CONVICTION AN SENTENLE SHLULD BRE REVERSED AND TUE CASE REMMDED

Fok 40 EnTRY OF A DIR&LTEN VerbicT on Lssue 3 Anp & new Terat on Lssues 1,2, 4,

Resrecrrawt Susmtren,
8
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