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A21-1523	In re State of Minnesota, Petitioner, State of Minnesota, Respondent, vs. 
Brian Lee Flowers, Appellant.
Court of Appeals.
1.	The Sixth Amendment right to counsel is not implicated when the State provides a process for an incarcerated defendant to communicate with counsel on an unrecorded phone line, and the defendant instead chooses to communicate with counsel or share defense strategies with a third party by a method the defendant knows is recorded.
2.	The court of appeals properly granted the State’s petition for a writ of prohibition because the district court was unauthorized by law to order the State to implement a taint team when the Sixth Amendment was not implicated and enforcement of the district court’s order would result in injury to the State for which there would be no adequate remedy.
Affirmed. Justice G. Barry Anderson.



A21-0275	State of Minnesota, Appellant, vs. Joel Clarence Velisek, Respondent.
		Court of Appeals.
	1.	Minnesota’s statute prohibiting operation of a motor vehicle by a person whose driver’s license is cancelled or denied as inimical to public safety, Minn. Stat. § 171.24, subd. 5 (2022), is enforceable on private property.
2.	Because the defendant sought appellate review of the district court’s dispositive pretrial ruling through Minn. R. Crim. P. 26.01, subd. 4, this court’s interpretation of Minn. Stat. § 171.24, subd. 5, requires reversal of the court of appeals’ holding, which results in reinstatement of the defendant’s convictions. 
Reversed. Justice Anne K. McKeig.



A21-1001	Taquinia Kokela Douglas, Appellant, vs. State of Minnesota, Respondent.
		Court of Appeals.
1.	Under the plain language of the possession of shoplifting gear statute, Minnesota Statutes section 609.521(b) (2022), an “instrument designed to assist in shoplifting or defeating an electronic article surveillance system” means any item produced with special intentional adaptation to assist the defendant in shoplifting or defeating an electronic article surveillance system.
2.	The evidence presented by the State that appellant covered security sensors on unpurchased items with aluminum foil to carry the unpurchased items out of the retail store without detection by the electronic article surveillance system is sufficient to support a conviction under section 609.521(b).
	Affirmed. Justice Gordon L. Moore, III.





ORDERS

A21-0929	In re the Petition for Reinstatement of Randall Fuller, a Minnesota Attorney,
Registration No. 0180762.
	Supreme Court.
	Reinstated. Chief Justice Lorie S. Gildea.



A21-0878	In re Petition for Disciplinary Action against Peder K. Davisson, a Minnesota 
Attorney, Registration No. 0257461.
Supreme Court.
	Conditionally reinstated. Justice Natalie E. Hudson.



A22-0922	In re Petition for Disciplinary Action against Grace I. Gardiner, a Minnesota 
Attorney, Registration No. 0282248.
		Supreme Court.
	Suspended. Justice Natalie E. Hudson.



ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER


ADM10-8049		General Rules of Practice for the District Courts.
ADM09-8009		Supreme Court.
	Order promulgating amendments to the General Rules of Practice for the District Courts.

