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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Wisconsin reviewed the validity of Amerie Becker's detention during a
narcotics investigation and the voluntariness of her consent to search the apartment she shared with
Bradley Vorburger. The court held that the officers had reasonable suspicion for the initial stop and
that Becker's continued detention while executing a search warrant was lawful. It also concluded that
Becker voluntarily consented to the apartment search and reversed the court of appeals.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Becker's initial stop and detention were supported by reasonable suspicion under the Fourth
Amendment.

2. Whether officers lawfully detained Becker before and during execution of a search warrant for motel-
room contraband, even though she was not the registered occupant.

3. Whether Becker's continued detention after execution of the warrant escalated into an unlawful arrest.

4. Whether Becker voluntarily consented to the search of the apartment under the totality of the
circumstances.

HOLDINGS

1. The officers lawfully stopped and initially detained Becker because they had reasonable suspicion that
she was committing, was about to commit, or had committed a crime.

2. The officers lawfully detained Becker before and during execution of the search warrant, even though
she was not the registered occupant of the motel room.

3. Becker's continued detention after execution of the warrant did not escalate into an unlawful arrest.

4. Becker voluntarily consented to the search of the apartment, and the State proved voluntariness by clear
and convincing evidence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“"[F]or Fourth Amendment purposes, we hold that a warrant to search for contraband founded on probable
cause implicitly carries with it the limited authority to detain the occupants of the premises while a proper
search is conducted."” (255 Wis. 2d 561)

“"To determine whether consent was given voluntarily, a reviewing court must determine, under the totality of
the circumstances, that the consent was not the result of duress or coercion."” (255 Wis. 2d 576-77)

“We conclude, therefore, that the circuit court properly denied Vorburger's motion to suppress.” (255 Wis. 2d
582-83)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Police investigating suspected drug activity at a motel observed Bradley Vorburger and Amerie Becker approach
a room registered to Cory Cramer, after officers had detected marijuana and were obtaining a search warrant.
Officers handcuffed and detained Becker, told her she was not under arrest, and held her while the warrant was
obtained and executed. After the search revealed approximately 14 pounds of marijuana, officers questioned
Becker, read her Miranda warnings, and obtained her repeated consent to search the apartment she shared with
Vorburger. The apartment search revealed marijuana, cocaine, psilocin, drug paraphernalia, cash, and documents
connecting the apartment to Becker and Vorburger.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The Dane County Circuit Court denied Vorburger's suppression motion. Vorburger pleaded no contest to
possession of cocaine with intent to deliver as party to the crime and was sentenced to 30 months in prison. The
court of appeals reversed, concluding that Vorburger and Becker had been unlawfully arrested and that their
consents to search were invalid. The Wisconsin Supreme Court reversed the court of appeals.

DISPOSITION

reversed

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

None stated. The court reversed the court of appeals decision and upheld the circuit court's denial of the
suppression motion.
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