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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Tennessee affirmed the defendant's murder conviction and the denial of his
motion to suppress. The court held that officers had probable cause to arrest Kevin Lawrence based on
the circumstances surrounding the shooting and his flight, including the discovery of a firearm, mask,
and duct tape. Although Lawrence was detained for more than 48 hours without a judicial probable-
cause determination, the evidence at issue was obtained during the initial hours of detention and was
not tainted by exploitation of the later constitutional violation.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the officers had probable cause to arrest Lawrence without a warrant.

2. Whether the absence of a judicial determination of probable cause within forty-eight hours violated the
Fourth Amendment.

3. Whether the duct tape and gunshot-residue evidence obtained during the initial hours of detention was
subject to exclusion as fruit of the poisonous tree.

HOLDINGS

1. The officers had probable cause to arrest Lawrence because the totality of the facts known to them,
including his flight immediately after gunshots, his evasive conduct, discarded jacket, duct tape on his
fingers, and the discovery of a handgun and mask along his route, provided reasonable cause to believe
he committed the offense.

2. Lawrence's detention violated the Fourth Amendment because he was held from December 28, 1998,
until January 1, 1999, without a judicial determination of probable cause, and the State failed to show a
bona fide emergency or extraordinary circumstance justifying the delay.

3. The duct tape and gunshot-residue evidence was not subject to suppression because it was obtained
during the first few hours after a probable-cause arrest and was not obtained by exploitation of, or as a
consequence of, the later constitutional violation caused by the excessive detention.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“When a judicial determination of probable cause is not made within the first forty-eight hours of arrest, "the
burden shifts to the government to demonstrate the existence of a bona fide emergency or other extraordinary
circumstance."” (154 S.W.3d at 77)

“We conclude here that the evidence at issue was obtained neither by exploitation of nor as a consequence of
the violation of the Fourth Amendment.” (154 S.W.3d at 78)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Police responded to a 911 hangup call at a Memphis condominium complex and heard gunshots shortly after
arriving. Officer Jensen saw Lawrence running from the area, and Officer Howell pursued him; Lawrence
discarded a dark jacket, had gray duct tape on his fingers, and attempted to hide the tape in the patrol car.
Officers then discovered a handgun and a sleeve-like mask along his flight path, while witnesses reported that
two men had committed a robbery and shot Rodney Foster. Lawrence was held from December 28, 1998, until
January 1, 1999, without a judicial determination of probable cause, but the duct tape and gunshot-residue
evidence were obtained during the first few hours of his detention.



PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The trial court denied the motion to suppress, finding probable cause for the arrest and concluding that the
detention period was irrelevant because the evidence was obtained within the first forty-eight hours. The
defendant was convicted of first degree felony murder and second degree murder, with the offenses merged and
a life sentence imposed for felony murder. The Court of Criminal Appeals affirmed, and the Tennessee Supreme
Court affirmed that judgment.
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