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Before Armstrong, Presiding Judge, and Aoyagi, Judge, 
and Kistler, Senior Judge.

PER CURIAM

Reversed and remanded.
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	 PER CURIAM
	 In this criminal appeal, defendant raises four 
assignments of error. Defendant argues that the trial court 
erred (1) in denying his motion to suppress the confession 
he made, which he asserts was obtained in violation of 
his Miranda rights; (2) in denying his motion to suppress 
evidence obtained from an inventory search of his wallet;  
(3) by instructing the jury that it could reach a nonunan-
imous verdict; and (4) by accepting nonunanimous jury 
verdicts.

	 Miranda violation. Defendant’s Miranda rights 
were violated and his waiver of those rights was not volun-
tary; the trial court erred when it denied defendant’s motion 
to suppress statements obtained from the interrogation; and 
the erroneous admission of the statements was not harm-
less. See State v. Dean, 309 Or App 249, 481 P3d 322 (2021) 
(holding same in related case involving same interrogation).

	 Inventory search. Defendant argues that the inven-
tory search of his wallet was unlawful. We reject that argu-
ment. State v. Mundt/Fincher, 98 Or App 407, 780 P2d 234, 
rev den, 308 Or 660 (1989).

	 Nonunanimous jury verdicts. Because we reverse 
and remand the judgment on the basis that the trial court 
erred in denying defendant’s motion to suppress his incrim-
inating statements, we need not reach defendant’s assign-
ments of error that rely on Ramos v. Louisiana, 590 US ___, 
140 S Ct 1390, 206 L Ed 2d 583 (2020).

	 Reversed and remanded.


