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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Illinois affirmed suppression of evidence obtained after a traffic stop, holding
that the police lacked specific and articulable facts to justify extending the stop for a canine drug sniff.
The court also concluded that the approximately 15-minute detention exceeded the permissible scope
and duration of the traffic investigation. A dissent argued that the illegal-detention theory was waived
and unsupported by the record.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE The State appealed from an appellate court judgment affirming an
order of the circuit court of Wayne County suppressing evidence
obtained after a traffic stop. The Illinois Supreme Court granted the
State's petition for leave to appeal.

STANDARD OF REVIEW A suppression ruling presents mixed questions of law and fact. The
reviewing court gives great deference to the trial court's factual
findings but reviews de novo the ultimate legal determination whether
the facts establish an unconstitutional seizure.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the police unlawfully prolonged a traffic stop and conducted a canine sniff without specific and
articulable facts giving rise to reasonable suspicion of drug-related criminal activity.

2. Whether the evidence recovered from Cox's vehicle and person was properly suppressed as the product
of the unlawful detention.

HOLDINGS

1. Although the initial stop for the traffic violation was lawful, the officers unlawfully broadened and
prolonged the stop by calling a canine unit without specific and articulable facts supporting suspicion of
drug activity and by detaining Cox for approximately 15 minutes while the dog arrived.

2. The circuit court properly suppressed the evidence recovered from Cox's vehicle and person because the
canine sniff and ensuing detention were impermissible.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“In sum, Officer McCormick did not have "specific and articulable facts which, taken together with rational
inferences therefrom," reasonably warranted an extended detention of defendant's vehicle, and the ensuing
drug-sniff test.” (202 Ill. 2d at 470-71)

“We conclude that the dog-sniff test of defendant's vehicle was impermissible.” (202 Ill. 2d at 471)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

At approximately 2:21 a.m. on July 18, 1998, Officer McCormick stopped Cox's vehicle because it lacked a rear
registration light. Without smelling cannabis or identifying any other fact suggesting drug activity, he called a
canine unit at the outset of the stop. About 15 minutes later, while McCormick was still writing the traffic ticket,
the dog alerted during an exterior sniff; officers then searched the vehicle and patted down Cox, finding possible
cannabis seeds and residue in the vehicle and cannabis on her person.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

After Officer McCormick stopped Cox's vehicle for lacking a rear registration light, a canine sniff led to a
vehicle search and a pat-down that uncovered cannabis. The circuit court granted Cox's motion to suppress, and
the appellate court affirmed. The Illinois Supreme Court affirmed the appellate court.

DISPOSITION

affirmed
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