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SUMMARY

The Georgia Court of Appeals affirmed the denial of Christopher Grant Faulkner’s motion to suppress
and his convictions for driving under the influence and violating the open container law. The court
held that the officers had reasonable, articulable suspicion to stop the vehicle based on a particularized
BOLO and observed conduct, and that probable cause supported Faulkner’s DUI arrest based on his
attempted flight, reckless driving, odor of alcohol, flushed face, and slurred speech.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the investigatory stop of Faulkner's vehicle was supported by a reasonable, articulable
suspicion of criminal activity.

2. Whether Faulkner's arrest for driving under the influence was supported by probable cause.

HOLDINGS

1. The stop was supported by a reasonable, articulable suspicion of criminal activity because the officers
had particularized information linking the specifically described Jeep and its occupants to suspected
impaired driving. In addition, Faulkner's subsequent attempt to flee and reckless driving constituted new
criminal activity that would have purged any taint from an otherwise unlawful stop.

2. The arrest was supported by probable cause because the officers had reasonably trustworthy information
establishing a probability that Faulkner had physically controlled a moving vehicle while under the
influence of alcohol to a degree that rendered him incapable of driving safely.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Particularized alerts issued by police officers for specifically described vehicles possibly involved in
criminal activity have long served as a legitimate basis for investigatory stops.” (425)

“The test of probable cause requires merely a probability—less than a certainty but more than a mere
suspicion or possibility.” (426)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

An off-duty officer observed three men leaving a bar in an obviously intoxicated condition and later saw three
men matching that description enter and speed away in a black Jeep Cherokee, jumping a curb. The officer
broadcast a BOLO identifying the vehicle's color, make, model, number and race of occupants, location, and
direction of travel; another officer located the vehicle about a block away approximately thirty seconds later.
After the vehicle attempted to flee and crashed into a curb, officers observed that Faulkner smelled strongly of
alcohol, had slurred speech and a flushed face, attempted to conceal that he had been driving, and had open
alcohol containers in the vehicle.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

After police stopped and arrested Faulkner, he moved to suppress the evidence, challenging the legality of the
vehicle stop and his DUI arrest. The trial court denied the motion to suppress and found him guilty in a bench
trial. The Court of Appeals of Georgia affirmed.
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