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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Arizona held that police could not justify a warrantless search of the
defendant's Jeep as a search incident to arrest under the Fourth Amendment. Because the defendant
was arrested approximately two and one-half hours after leaving the vehicle and inside a house far
from it, he was not a sufficiently recent occupant under New York v. Belton. The court vacated the
court of appeals' decision and reinstated the superior court's order suppressing the evidence.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE The State appealed an order suppressing evidence obtained from a
warrantless search of Dean's vehicle. The Arizona Court of Appeals
reversed, and the Arizona Supreme Court granted review.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The facts are viewed in the light most favorable to sustaining the
suppression order, and the superior court's ruling is not disturbed
absent clear and manifest error, which is shorthand for abuse of
discretion. The legal question concerning the applicability of the
search-incident-to-arrest exception is reviewed under the Fourth
Amendment.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the warrantless search of Dean's Jeep was valid under the search-incident-to-arrest exception to
the Fourth Amendment's warrant requirement when Dean had left the vehicle approximately two and
one-half hours before his arrest and was arrested inside a house.

2. Whether the warrantless search could alternatively be justified under the abandonment or administrative-
inventory exceptions.

3. Whether the vehicle search could be justified under the automobile exception to the Fourth
Amendment's warrant requirement.

HOLDINGS

1. A defendant is a recent occupant of a vehicle under New York v. Belton when arrested in close proximity
to the vehicle immediately after exiting it. When the arrest occurs long after the defendant has left the
vehicle and far from the vehicle, the Belton search-incident-to-arrest exception does not apply and the
Fourth Amendment warrant requirement governs.

2. The superior court did not clearly and manifestly err in finding that Dean's Jeep, parked in the driveway
of his residence, was not abandoned.

3. The search of the Jeep was not a valid administrative inventory search because it was conducted to
search for evidence rather than as a routine community-caretaking procedure.

4. The automobile exception did not justify the search because the record did not establish probable cause,
and the State conceded that it could not rely on that exception.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Under any reasoned analysis, Dean simply was not a "recent occupant" of the Jeep for Belton purposes
when he was arrested.” (437)

“We therefore hold that when, as here, the arrest occurs long after the defendant had left the vehicle and far
from the vehicle, the warrant requirement of the Fourth Amendment applies.” (437-438)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Police observed Dean drive a Jeep Grand Cherokee away from a Phoenix residence and attempted to stop him.
Dean returned to the residence, parked in the driveway, left the keys in the ignition, and fled into the house.
Approximately two and one-half hours later, officers found and arrested Dean hiding in the attic, then searched
the Jeep and found methamphetamine in the passenger compartment. The State used that discovery to obtain a
warrant to search the residence, where officers found additional drugs, paraphernalia, and weapons.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The superior court granted Dean's motion to suppress evidence seized from his Jeep, rejecting the State's
abandonment, inventory-search, and search-incident-to-arrest theories. The court of appeals reversed, holding
that the search was incident to Dean's arrest. The Arizona Supreme Court vacated the court of appeals' opinion
and reinstated the superior court's suppression order.

DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

The court vacated the court of appeals' opinion, reinstated the superior court's order suppressing the evidence
seized from the Jeep, and remanded to the superior court for further proceedings consistent with the opinion.
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