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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Louisiana held that a deputy did not violate La. Rev. Stat. 32:295.1(F) by
stopping the defendant for a seat-belt violation, ordering him out of the vehicle for safety reasons, and
observing signs of intoxication. The court concluded that the deputy's subsequent field sobriety testing
and arrest were supported by independent observations of intoxication and reinstated the trial court's

denial of the motion to suppress.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Louisiana Revised Statutes 32:295.1(F) prohibited the deputy from ordering Benoit out of the
vehicle and observing him after stopping him solely for a safety-belt violation.

2. Whether the deputy's administration of field sobriety tests and related investigation violated Louisiana
Revised Statutes 32:295.1(F).

HOLDINGS

1. Louisiana Revised Statutes 32:295.1, as amended in 1999, permits a traffic stop based solely on an

officer's clear and unobstructed view that a motorist is not wearing a required safety belt.

2. An officer does not conduct an unauthorized inspection under La. Rev. Stat. 32:295.1(F) merely by
ordering a motorist out of a vehicle for safety reasons and passively observing the motorist's gait,

speech, or odor of alcohol.

3. Once the deputy observed independent signs of intoxication, La. Rev. Stat. 32:295.1(F) did not prohibit

field sobriety testing, breath testing, or related investigation.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“The legislature, through its employment of the words "inspect" and "search" in the statute, clearly and
unequivocally expressed its intent to prohibit law enforcement officers from obtrusive examinations or

physically searching a motorist's person or vehicle for simply failing to wear a safety belt.” (16)

“However, it does not prohibit an officer from investigating signs of intoxication independent from the seat
belt violation.” (16)

“After examining the text of the statute in its entirety and in light of the above analysis, we conclude that
La.Rev.Stat. 32:295.1 clearly and unambiguously allows law enforcement officers to conduct field sobriety
tests, and the like, upon determining signs of intoxication subsequent to stopping a motorist for violation of
the Seat Belt Law.” (16)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

A deputy observed Benoit driving without wearing a properly fastened safety belt and stopped him. After Benoit
exited the vehicle, the deputy observed that he used the truck for balance, was unsteady, slurred his speech, and
smelled of alcohol. Benoit failed a field sobriety test, refused a breath analyzer test after being advised of his

rights, and was arrested for third-offense driving while intoxicated.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A Jefferson Parish deputy stopped Benoit for violating the safety-belt statute, observed signs of intoxication,
administered field sobriety tests, and arrested him for third-offense driving while intoxicated. The district court
denied Benoit's motion to suppress. The court of appeal granted writs, ordered the conviction reversed, and
remanded, concluding that the safety-belt statute prohibited the deputy's conduct. The Louisiana Supreme Court
granted writs, reversed the court of appeal, reinstated the district court's denial of suppression, and remanded for

further proceedings.



DISPOSITION

reversed_and_remanded

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

Reverse the court of appeal's order, reinstate the district court's denial of the motion to suppress, and remand to

the trial court for further proceedings consistent with the opinion.
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