U.S. SUPREME COURT TO DECIDE IMPORTANT TRAFFIC STOP CASE

Criminal Law Section

Chair: Matt Luka, Trombley & Hanes, P.A.

T

he United States
Supreme Court will
soon hear the case of
Navarette v. California.
The court’s decision could have
a huge impact on traffic stop cases
in state and federal courts.
According to the legal briefs
filed with the U.S. Supreme
Court, in 2008, Lorenzo and
Jose Navarette were traveling a
California highway in a pickup
truck with four large bags of
marijuana in the bed.
Unbeknownst to the brothers,
an anonymous caller had alerted
the California Highway Patrol
(CHP) to a “reckless driver,”
identifying the make and color
of the pickup truck and providing
license plate information. A CHP
officer spotted the Navarettes’
vehicle. The officer did not
observe reckless driving or any
other illegal activity while
following the vehicle. Based solely
upon the anonymous tip, the
officer conducted a traffic stop.
The Navarette brothers were
charged with transportation of
marijuana. After losing a motion
to suppress, they pleaded guilty
and were sentenced to probation
and 90 days in jail. The California
appellate courts affirmed, and the
United States Supreme Court will
consider the case this term.
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