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MEMORANDUM.

After a preiminary examination, defendant was bound over to circuit court on charges of
carrying a pistol in an automobile, MCL 750.227; MSA 28.424, and possession of marijuana, MCL
333.7403(2)(d); MSA 14.15(7403)(2)(d). The circuit court granted defendant’'s motion to quash,
based on defendant’s argument that there was insufficient evidence to support the traffic sop of the
vehicle in which defendant wasriding. We reverse.

At the prdiminary examination, defendant stipulated that the arresting officer was trained in the
area of narcotics. The officer tetified that he observed defendant as a passenger in an automobile
smoking what gppeared to be a marijuana cigarette. Defendant held the item between his thumb and
forefinger, and took three drags on the cigarette. Each time defendant took a puff, he held in the
smoke, then exhded. The officer tedtified that he was rdaively certain that defendant was smoking
marijuana

A police officer may make avdid investigatory stop if he or she possesses reasonable suspicion
that a crime is afoot. People v Champion, 452 Mich 92, 98; 549 NW2d 849 (1996). Reasonable
suspicion entails something more than a hunch, but less than the level required to establish probable
cause. Id. A vdid stop may be justified by an objective manifestation that the person stopped was
engaged in crimind activity, as judged by those engaged in the field of law enforcement when viewed
under the totdity of the circumstances. 1d.
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The drcuit court erred in granting the motion to quash. The officer, who was trained in
narcotics, testified that he observed defendant smoking an item which appeared to be a marijuana
cigarette. The officer reached this conclusion based on the manner in which defendant was smoking the
cigarette. The officer had a particular and objective basis for his suspicion of crimina activity. People v
Shabaz, 424 Mich 42; 378 NwW2d 451 (1985).

Wereverse.
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