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SUMMARY

The Illinois Appellate Court, Fourth District, reviewed the suppression of evidence in a misdemeanor
DUI prosecution. The court held that deputies had reasonable, articulable suspicion to stop the
defendant’s vehicle based on dispatch information about his alleged involvement in a bar fight, the
vehicle description, its location near the bar, and confirmation that it was registered to the defendant.
The court rejected the trial court’s characterization of the information as an anonymous tip and
reversed the suppression ruling.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether defendant made a prima facie showing that the traffic stop was unlawful.

2. Whether the information relayed through dispatch, together with the officers' corroboration and the
ongoing investigation of a reported bar fight, supplied reasonable, articulable suspicion for the
investigatory stop.

3. Whether the trial court improperly shifted the burden of proof to the State at the suppression hearing.

4. Whether the trial court erred by relying on the effectively anonymous-tip analysis in People v. Holmes.

HOLDINGS

1. The deputies had reasonable, articulable suspicion to conduct a temporary investigatory stop because
dispatch reported a recent bar fight, identified defendant and his vehicle, Deputy Lewallen located a
matching vehicle near the scene within minutes, confirmed its registration to defendant, and acted at the
request of the officer investigating the fight.

2. Defendant failed to make a prima facie showing that the stop was unlawful; therefore, the trial court
erred in granting the suppression motion.

3. The trial court's reliance on People v. Holmes was misplaced because Holmes's effectively anonymous-
tip analysis misunderstood and misapplied Alabama v. White and did not properly apply a totality-of-
the-circumstances analysis.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“For a traffic stop to comport with the reasonableness requirement of the constitutional guarantees, the
police officer must have at least reasonable, articulable suspicion that a violation of the law has occurred.” (¶
21)

“A police officer has authority to briefly detain a person for investigatory purposes if the officer reasonably
believes that person has committed or is about to commit a crime.” (¶ 40)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

A caller reported a fight between the Redding brothers at Sliderz Bar and Grill and told dispatch that one brother
had left in a black Chevrolet Silverado. Approximately six minutes later, Deputy Lewallen located a matching
truck near the bar, confirmed it was registered to defendant, and stopped it at the request of the deputy
investigating the fight. After arriving, Deputy Burgener observed signs of alcohol impairment, conducted field
sobriety tests, and arrested defendant for DUI.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Defendant was charged with misdemeanor driving under the influence of alcohol after deputies stopped his truck
while investigating a reported bar fight. He moved to quash the arrest and suppress evidence, arguing the
deputies lacked reasonable suspicion to stop his vehicle. The circuit court granted the motion, and the State
appealed.



DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Remand for further proceedings consistent with the opinion.
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