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STATE OF MONTANA,

Plaintiff and Respondent,
ORDER
V.

ROBERT LOUIS MEZA,

N N N N N N N N N

Defendant and Appellant.

We affirmed the decision of the District Court of the Thirteenth Judicial District,
Yellowstone County, in the above-entitled action on August 29, 2006. The Defendant
and Appellant Robert Louis Meza (Meza) has petitioned for rehearing and Plaintiff and
Respondent State of Montana (State) filed no response.

Rule 34, M.R.App.P., applies to petitions for rehearing. It states:

A petition for rehearing may be presented upon the following grounds and

none other: that some fact, material to the decision, or some question

decisive of the case submitted by counsel, was overlooked by the court, or

that the decision is in conflict with an express statute or controlling decision

to which the attention of the court was not directed.

Meza bases his petition on the fact that the Court relied, in part, on the fact that the
legislature amended § 61-8-336(2), MCA, in 2003. He points out that the incident in
question took place in 2001 and, therefore, the 2003 amendment has no application to it.
We agree that the 2003 amendment to 8 61-8-336(2), MCA, has no application to Meza’s
conduct in 2001. Accordingly, we grant Meza’s Petition for Rehearing to the extent of
making the following nonsubstantive corrections. Strikeouts are deleted and underlined

language is added:

20 Meza fails to recognize that the-Legislature-amended-5-61-8-336;
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24+—Furthermore,—Meza he committed a separate traffic violation by

parking in the middle of the street. We therefore need not address the
question of whether Meza’s failure to use a turn signal actually impeded

traffic and thereby violated § 61-8-336(2), MCA. Meza also violated 8§ 61-
8-311, MCA, when he parked in the middle of the street. Meza’s parking
in_the middle of the street impeded traffic as evidenced by the fact that
Officer Feuerstein had to drive around his vehicle. tratfic-actuathymust-be

Feuerstein—to-drive—around-his—vehicle—As a result, Fthe District Court

properly determined that particularized suspicion existed to stop Meza’s
vehicle when he committed twe at least one traffic violations.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that Meza’s Petition for Rehearing
iIs GRANTED to the extent of amending our Opinion as outlined above.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that in all other respects, Petitioner’s
Petition for Rehearing is DENIED.

DATED this day of October 2006.
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