
Here is an outline of the court opinion following the requested format:

1.0 Case name(s): People of the State of Michigan v. Douglas Arnell Prude

1.1 Court name: Michigan Supreme Court

1.2 Docket (or file) number(s): No. 165664

1.3 Argument (argued) date (if any): Not specified

1.4 Decision date: July 5, 2024

2.0 Statement of facts:

2.1 Relationship or status of parties (include parties' full names):

Plaintiff-Appellee: People of the State of Michigan

Defendant-Appellant: Douglas Arnell Prude

2.2 Legally relevant facts (facts tending to prove or disprove an issue before the court):

On May 30, 2019, around 6:30 p.m., Officers Nicholas Deleeuw and Nathan Belen were patrolling
the parking lot of Fox Ridge Apartments in Kalamazoo.

They noticed Prude parked alone in a vehicle with the engine off in an area of frequent criminal
activity.

Officer Deleeuw approached Prude and asked for identification and if he was a resident.
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Prude declined to identify himself and said he was not a resident but was visiting his girlfriend who
was a resident.

Officer Belen arrived and told Prude he was being detained.

Prude started his car and drove away at high speed.

2.3 Procedurally significant facts (set out the (a) cause of action, (b) the requested relief, and (c) 
any raised defenses):
(a) Cause of action: Prude was charged with second-degree fleeing and eluding, and assaulting, resisting, 
or obstructing a police officer.
(b) Requested relief: Not explicitly stated, but implied that Prude sought reversal of his convictions.
(c) Raised defenses: Prude argued there was insufficient evidence that the officers lawfully detained him.

2.4 Acronym(s) defined:

LEIN: Law Enforcement Information Network

I/LEADS: An internal Fox Ridge Apartments database

3.0 Procedural history (the case disposition in the lower courts):

3.1 The lower court(s) decisions:

The trial court denied Prude's motion for a directed verdict and motion for a new trial.

Prude was convicted by a jury of both charges.

The Court of Appeals affirmed Prude's convictions.
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3.2 Any awarded damages: Not specified

3.3 Who appealed and why:
Prude appealed, arguing that the officers did not lawfully detain him.

4.0 Issues

4.1 Substantive issue(s)

4.1.1 The disputed point(s) of law:
Whether the officers had reasonable suspicion to lawfully detain Prude.

4.1.2 The key case facts related to the disputed point(s) of law (legally relevant facts):

Prude was parked in an area known for criminal activity.

Prude declined to identify himself.

Prude admitted he was not a resident but was visiting his girlfriend who was a resident.

4.2 Procedural issue(s)

4.2.1 What is the appealing party claiming that the lower court(s) did wrong:
Prude claimed there was insufficient evidence that the officers lawfully detained him.

5.0 Judgment:
The Michigan Supreme Court reversed the judgment of the Court of Appeals, reversed Prude's 
convictions and sentences, and remanded to the Kalamazoo Circuit Court to enter judgments of 
acquittal on both charges.
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6.0 Holding:
The officers lacked reasonable suspicion to detain Prude, making their actions unlawful. As lawful police 
action was an element of both offenses, there was insufficient evidence to support Prude's convictions.

6.1 Opinion author: Justice Megan K. Cavanagh

6.2 Any case law overruled (with citation(s): None specified

6.3 Any provision of law declared constitutional or unconstitutional: None specified

6.4 Any newly announced legal standard(s):
The court clarified that while the jury acts as the finder of fact when lawfulness is an element of a 
criminal offense, the court remains the ultimate arbiter of whether police actions were lawful under a 
particular set of facts.

6.5 List the (a) sentiment, (b) emotion, and (c) tone for the opinion.
(a) Sentiment: Critical of the lower courts' decisions
(b) Emotion: Concern for Fourth Amendment rights
(c) Tone: Authoritative and analytical

7.0 Rule of law or applied legal principle:

An officer can detain a citizen for a brief investigatory stop if the officer has reasonable suspicion
that the citizen is engaged in, or is about to be engaged in, criminal activity.

Reasonable suspicion requires more than an unparticularized suspicion or hunch.
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An officer must have an objectively reasonable particularized suspicion that the specific individual
being stopped is engaged in wrongdoing.

Presence in a high-crime area alone is not enough to support reasonable suspicion.

A refusal to cooperate with police, without more, does not provide reasonable suspicion for a
detention.

8.0 Reasoning:

8.1 Explain the way the court applied the rules/legal principles to the particular facts to reach its 
decision:
The court analyzed the totality of circumstances known to the officers:

1. Prude was parked in a high-crime area, but this alone is insufficient for reasonable suspicion.

2. Prude declined to identify himself, but a refusal to cooperate does not provide reasonable
suspicion.

3. Prude admitted he was not a resident but was visiting his girlfriend, which is not suspicious
behavior.

The court concluded that these facts, even when viewed together, did not provide objectively reasonable 
particularized suspicion that Prude was trespassing. Therefore, the officers' detention of Prude was 
unlawful.

The court emphasized that finding reasonable suspicion under these circumstances would effectively 
create an exception to the Fourth Amendment for people in certain neighborhoods, which is 
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unacceptable.

As the lawfulness of the officers' actions was an element of both offenses Prude was convicted of, and 
the officers' actions were determined to be unlawful, there was insufficient evidence to support the 
convictions.

8.2 List the opinion's headings and subheadings in text. Use sentence-case capitalization.
I. Facts
II. Standard of review
III. Analysis
IV. Conclusion

8.3 Note any image(s), figure(s), table(s), or charts in the majority opinion, and (a) repeat any 
text-based caption, and (b) describe each image, figure, table, or chart as they appear.
No images, figures, tables, or charts were mentioned in the majority opinion.

8.4 Note any dictionary references and (a) list each dictionary name, and (b) repeat any text-
based term and the cited dictionary definition.
No dictionary references were mentioned in the majority opinion.

9.0 Non-majority opinion(s)

9.1 Name of each concurring (only) judge. Explain their reason(s) for writing separate from the 
majority opinion:
There were no concurring opinions mentioned.
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9.2 Name of each dissenting (only) judge. Explain their reason(s) for refusing to join in the 
majority opinion:
Justice David F. Viviano, joined by Justice Brian K. Zahra

Reasons for dissent:

Believed the lower courts did not clearly err in finding the officers had reasonable suspicion to
detain Prude.

Argued that the totality of circumstances, viewed in light most favorable to the prosecution,
supported reasonable suspicion.

Criticized the majority's decision to overturn the jury verdict without complete briefing or oral
argument.

9.2.1 List the headings and subheadings used in each dissenting (only) opinion in text. Use 
sentence-case capitalization.
No headings or subheadings were used in the dissenting opinion.

9.2.2 List the (a) sentiment, (b) emotion, and (c) tone for each dissenting (only) judge's opinion.
(a) Sentiment: Disagreement with the majority's decision
(b) Emotion: Frustration with the process and outcome
(c) Tone: Critical and analytical

9.2.3 Quote the sentences the judge used to express their dissent (such as "I respectfully dissent" 
or "I dissent").
"For these reasons, I respectfully dissent."
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9.2.4 Note any image(s), figure(s), table(s), or charts in each dissenting opinion, and (a) repeat 
any text-based caption, and (b) describe each image, figure, table, or chart as they appear.
No images, figures, tables, or charts were mentioned in the dissenting opinion.

9.2.5 Note any dictionary references and (a) list each dictionary name, and (b) repeat any text-
based term and the cited dictionary definition.
No dictionary references were mentioned in the dissenting opinion.

9.3 Name each judge who wrote an opinion that both concurred in part and dissented in part 
from the majority opinion. Explain the reason(s) for it:
There were no opinions that both concurred in part and dissented in part.

10.0 Nonparticipating jurists

10.1 Name of each judge who did not participate in the decision and outline their reason(s) why:
No nonparticipating jurists were mentioned.

11.0 Additional comments or impressions:
The decision highlights the tension between law enforcement's need to investigate suspicious activity 
and individuals' Fourth Amendment rights. The majority opinion emphasizes the importance of 
protecting citizens from unreasonable seizures, even in high-crime areas. This could have significant 
implications for police practices, potentially limiting officers' ability to detain individuals based solely on 
their presence in high-crime areas or refusal to identify themselves. The dissenting opinion, however, 
argues for a more deferential approach to officers' judgments in the field, which could provide law 
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Claude can make mistakes. Please double-check responses.

enforcement with greater latitude in conducting investigatory stops. The case underscores the ongoing 
debate about the balance between public safety and individual rights in the context of policing.

Copy Retry
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