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SUMMARY

The United States District Court for the District of Columbia considers Ablie Kujabi’s motion to
suppress physical evidence and statements arising from a traffic stop and subsequent search of his
vehicle. The court finds that the initial traffic stop was supported by probable cause and was not
unlawfully prolonged, but concludes that the warrantless vehicle search violated the Fourth
Amendment. The court grants the motion to suppress physical evidence and denies the motion to
suppress statements without prejudice to refiling.
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DISPOSITION other

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Defendant Ablie Kujabi moved to suppress physical evidence obtained
from a warrantless search of his vehicle and statements made to police.
Following an evidentiary hearing, the district court granted
suppression of the physical evidence and denied suppression of
statements without prejudice to refiling.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The government bears the burden of justifying a warrantless search or
seizure. Probable cause and reasonable suspicion are assessed based
on the totality of the circumstances and the facts known to officers at
the time of the intrusion.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Published district court memorandum opinion; persuasive authority
within the District of Columbia but not binding precedent outside the
case.
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PRACTICE AREAS

criminal procedure constitutional law evidence

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the officers had probable cause to conduct the initial traffic stop.

2. Whether the officers unlawfully prolonged the traffic stop.

3. Whether the warrantless search of Kujabi's vehicle was valid as a search incident to Darkwah's arrest
under the evidentiary rationale of Arizona v. Gant.

4. Whether Kujabi's unidentified statements should be suppressed as fruits of an unlawful search or seizure.

HOLDINGS

1. The traffic stop was constitutional because the officers had probable cause to believe that Kujabi had
violated Virginia and District of Columbia license-plate requirements.

2. The officers did not unlawfully prolong the traffic stop.

3. The warrantless search of Kujabi's vehicle was unconstitutional because the government failed to
establish reasonable suspicion that evidence of Darkwah's firearm-possession offense would be found in
the vehicle.

4. The motion to suppress statements was denied without prejudice because Kujabi failed to identify which
statements he sought to suppress or establish the basis for suppression.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“When Officer Hossain entered the car to conduct his search, he had nothing more than a hunch that it might
contain evidence of Mr. Darkwah’s crime of arrest. The Fourth Amendment requires more.” (27)

“A per se rule would flout that requirement by allowing the police to search a vehicle’s passenger
compartment incident to arrest even when it is wholly unreasonable to believe that evidence of the offense of
arrest is inside.” (20)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

MPD officers stopped Ablie Kujabi's vehicle after observing what they believed were violations of Virginia and
District of Columbia license-plate requirements. During the stop, passenger Phil Darkwah fled while clutching
his waistband, and officers later found a firearm along his flight path and arrested him. Without a warrant,
Officer Hossain searched Kujabi's vehicle after Darkwah's arrest and found marijuana or THC products and a
loaded firearm under the driver's seat. The officers had not observed evidence connecting Darkwah's firearm-
possession offense to Kujabi's vehicle, and a preliminary plain-view inspection had revealed no such evidence.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY



A grand jury indicted Kujabi and Phil Darkwah under 18 U.S.C. § 922(g)(1). Kujabi moved to suppress evidence
and statements; Darkwah initially joined the motion but later pleaded guilty. After briefing and a December 2025
evidentiary hearing, the court ruled on Kujabi's suppression motion.

DISPOSITION

other

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

None. The motion to suppress physical evidence was granted; the motion to suppress statements was denied
without prejudice to refiling; and Darkwah's motion to join was denied as moot.
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