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SUMMARY

The Arkansas Supreme Court affirmed Christopher Coy Gamble’s convictions for capital murder and

aggravated residential burglary. The court held that his custodial statement was not subject to

suppression based on a pretextual arrest, overruled State v. Sullivan, and concluded that the arrest was

permissible because officers had probable cause to believe Gamble possessed drug paraphernalia. The

court also held that the circuit court did not abuse its discretion by refusing to strike the venire after a

prospective juror stated that Gamble was guilty.
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Gamble appealed his convictions for capital murder and aggravated
residential burglary, challenging the denial of his motion to suppress a
custodial statement and the denial of his motion to strike the venire

panel.

Denial of a motion to suppress is reviewed de novo based on the
totality of the circumstances, and the ruling is reversed only if clearly
against the preponderance of the evidence. A trial court's refusal to
quash a jury panel is reviewed for abuse of discretion; an irregularity
warrants a new trial only upon timely objection and a showing of

resulting prejudice.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether Gamble's custodial statement was obtained as the product of an unlawful pretextual arrest and

therefore should have been suppressed.

2. Whether the Supreme Court of Arkansas should overrule State v. Sullivan, 348 Ark. 647, 74 S.W.3d 215

(2002), which treated pretextual arrests as unreasonable under the Arkansas Constitution.

3. Whether the circuit court abused its discretion by refusing to strike the entire venire after a venire

member stated that Gamble was guilty.

HOLDINGS

1. State v. Sullivan, 348 Ark. 647, 74 S.W.3d 215 (2002), is overruled. An arrest supported by probable
cause for a lesser offense is not unreasonable merely because police are subjectively motivated to
investigate a more serious offense; the officer's subjective intent is irrelevant when probable cause

exists.

2. The circuit court properly denied Gamble's motion to suppress because his arrest was supported by
probable cause that he possessed drug paraphernalia in Officer Smith's presence, notwithstanding the

officers' interest in investigating the murder.

3. The circuit court did not abuse its discretion by refusing to strike the entire venire because the offending
venire member was excused for cause and the court gave a comprehensive admonition directing the

remaining venire to disregard her opinion and decide the case based only on the evidence and law.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“It is not unreasonable to arrest someone for a lesser crime (when there is probable cause for that arrest) if

the real motivation of the police is to investigate a more serious crime.” (at 11)

“The officer’s subjective intent for making the arrest is irrelevant if there is probable cause for that arrest.”
(at 11)

»

“Gamble’s possession of drug paraphernalia was an offense that was committed in Officer Smith’s presence.
(at 12)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Police investigating Van Stevens's murder focused on Gamble based on his proximity to the crime and evidence
connecting him to items later found in a neighbor's burn pile. On August 18, 2020, police encountered Gamble at
a hotel, searched him under an asserted parole search waiver, and took him to police headquarters after he agreed
to an interview. After receiving and waiving Miranda rights, Gamble admitted that he had been inside Stevens's

residence and typically carried a knife; police later detained and arrested him for murder. During voir dire, a



venire member stated that she thought Gamble was guilty, but the circuit court excused her and admonished the

remaining venire to disregard the statement.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A White County jury convicted Gamble of capital murder by premeditation and deliberation and aggravated
residential burglary. The White County Circuit Court sentenced him to life imprisonment and a concurrent sixty-
year sentence. The circuit court denied Gamble's suppression motion without findings and later denied his

motion to strike the venire panel. The Supreme Court of Arkansas affirmed.
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