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SUMMARY

The Wyoming Supreme Court reviewed the State's petition challenging suppression of drug evidence
discovered after Colin McAuliffe was arrested for refusing a probation-condition search during a
traffic stop. The court held that the probation conditions permitting random searches for drugs were
reasonable under the Fourth Amendment and that the detectives had probable cause to arrest
McAuliffe for interference, reversing and remanding the suppression order.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether a probation condition authorizing random searches of a probationer's person and vehicle for
drugs was reasonable under the Fourth Amendment.

2. Whether the detectives were lawfully performing their official duties when they sought to enforce the
probation search condition.

3. Whether McAuliffe's refusal to consent to the search and false statement that he was not on probation
supplied probable cause to arrest him for interference.

HOLDINGS

1. A probation condition permitting law-enforcement officers to conduct random searches of McAuliffe's
person and vehicle for drugs was reasonable under the Fourth Amendment because it bore a reasonable
relationship to his drug-related criminal activity, rehabilitation, and society's protection from future drug
violations.

2. The probation order authorized the detectives, as part of their official duties, to question McAuliffe
about his probation status and conduct a random search for drugs on his person and in his vehicle.

3. McAuliffe's refusal to consent to the random search and his false statement that he was not on probation
gave the detectives probable cause to arrest him for knowingly obstructing, impeding, or interfering with
peace officers performing their official duties.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Thus, we find that the probation search conditions permitting random drug searches of probationer
McAuliffe by law enforcement officers pass Fourth Amendment muster.” (¶ 23)

“We further hold that the circuit court's probation order, with the attendant reasonable search conditions,
authorized the detectives as part of their official duties to question McAuliffe about his probation status and to
conduct a random search for drugs on his person and in his vehicle” (¶ 24)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

McAuliffe pleaded guilty to misdemeanor possession of a controlled substance and was placed on unsupervised
probation with conditions requiring him to submit to law-enforcement searches of his person, vehicle, or
residence for controlled substances and to provide chemical testing when contacted in Laramie County. During a
traffic stop for failing to signal, detectives confirmed that he remained on probation, but he denied that status and
refused to consent to a search. He was arrested for interference, and drug evidence was subsequently found on
his person at the jail.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

McAuliffe pleaded guilty to misdemeanor possession of a controlled substance and received a suspended jail
sentence and unsupervised probation subject to conditions authorizing searches for drugs. After detectives
arrested him for interference when he denied being on probation and refused to consent to a search during a
traffic stop, drug evidence was discovered at the jail. The district court suppressed the evidence, finding the



probation condition and resulting arrest violated the Fourth Amendment. The Wyoming Supreme Court reversed
and remanded.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The matter is remanded to the district court for such further proceedings as may be appropriate.
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