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SUMMARY:

The police officer had probable cause to arrest defendant for criminal trespass where defendant was sitting in a car in the parking lot of a business; defendant was parked near a “no loitering” sign; the officer had observed defendant remain in the vehicle for approximately ten minutes without entering the business; and when asked his purpose for being on the premises, defendant told the officer that he was just “hanging out.”  
The warrantless search of the vehicle in which defendant and another individual were sitting was permissible under the automobile exception to the warrant requirement where the occupants were arrested for criminal trespass, the vehicle was located in an area known for drug activity and heroin was found on one of the occupants.
The absence of a traffic stop did not prevent the application of the automobile exception to the warrant requirement, because it did not detract from the automobile’s inherent mobility or affect the officer’s belief that the vehicle contained contraband.    
JUDGMENT:

REVERSED AND CAUSE REMANDED  
JUDGES:
OPINION by MYERS, J.; MOCK, P.J., and CUNNINGHAM, J., CONCUR.  
