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SUMMARY

The Wyoming Supreme Court affirmed the denial of a joint motion to suppress more than 300 pounds
of marijuana discovered during a traffic stop. The court held that the trooper’s conduct in pursuing the
vehicle, including speeding to catch up, did not cause or contribute to the expired registration that
justified the stop and therefore did not render the stop constitutionally unreasonable. The court also
declined to consider the appellants’ racial-profiling argument because it was raised for the first time on
appeal.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Consolidated criminal appeals from the denial of a joint motion to
suppress evidence. The appellants entered conditional guilty pleas
preserving their right to appeal the suppression ruling.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The court views the evidence in the light most favorable to the district
court's determination and defers to factual findings unless clearly
erroneous. The ultimate question whether a search or seizure violated a
constitutional right is reviewed de novo.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the district court was required to conduct an independent analysis under Article 1, § 4 of the
Wyoming Constitution.

2. Whether the trooper's conduct before the traffic stop was objectively unreasonable and invalidated the
probable cause supporting the stop under the Wyoming Constitution or the Fourth Amendment.

3. Whether the court should consider the appellants' racial-profiling argument, raised for the first time on
appeal.

HOLDINGS

1. The district court was not required to conduct a separate analysis under Article 1, § 4 because the
appellants did not present a precise, analytically developed argument that the Wyoming Constitution
afforded broader protection than the Fourth Amendment.

2. The traffic stop for expired registration was objectively justified and reasonable at its inception; the
trooper's speeding pursuit did not invalidate the probable cause for the stop.

3. The court declined to consider the appellants' racial-profiling argument because it was raised for the first
time on appeal, was unsupported by cogent argument or relevant authority, and rested on an
undeveloped record.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“When analyzing the constitutionality of searches and seizures under the Wyoming Constitution or the Fourth
Amendment, we have rejected the adoption of a bright-line rule and have instead required a fact-specific
reasonableness inquiry, which includes objectively analyzing the officer’s conduct to determine if he was
justified when he initiated the stop.” (¶ 28)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

A Wyoming state trooper observed Ramirez and Zapien-Galvan traveling on Interstate 80 in a white Ford
Expedition with out-of-state plates. Before checking the vehicle's registration, the trooper pursued it at speeds
that may have reached 120 miles per hour because he suspected possible drug activity, then stopped it after
discovering its registration had expired. The occupants refused consent to search, but a certified canine alerted
near the rear cargo area, where officers found 320.6 pounds of marijuana concealed beneath blankets.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

After a traffic stop based on expired registration, a canine search of the vehicle led to the discovery of 320.6
pounds of marijuana. The district court denied the appellants' joint motion to suppress, concluding the stop was
reasonable under the Wyoming and United States Constitutions. The appellants entered conditional guilty pleas
to possession of marijuana with intent to deliver, and the Wyoming Supreme Court consolidated their appeals.
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