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SUMMARY:

The trial court did not err in denying the defendant’s motion to suppress, because the warrantless stop of the vehicle in which he had been a passenger was supported by reasonable suspicion where the police officer testified that he had stopped the vehicle based on its proximity to the scene of an armed robbery, the number of occupants in the vehicle, the vehicle’s attempt to elude him and the occupants’ lack of reaction upon being spotlighted in the vehicle.    
JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED
JUDGES:
OPINION by HENDON, P.J.; FISCHER and MOCK, JJ., CONCUR.  
