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ounee to appear ak the Julv 14, ¥ secure hisher appearance at the

m:\“'l.l_\ﬂl [ the Superior Court of pext session by taking bail in the

':l:i;tlt E:I.“”._L_.__ [ailed to appeat sUm |:I' $5.000.00, or I;u -:.|I'|.-.':l.i||

ORDER: You :nrc-_u|||.|1.m||-]|-c| tu :!z':'t_'cl thereof, by committing him/her to
the person paned iII:III'.\.: anil I.~:-n_.,_, |'|II'|!. the county jail of this county

his seasion of this eourt. Should eommit him'her to the county jail of

this county to be held without bail.”

pefore ¢
"4 b unable to execute this process
L’ r the end of this session, you are

dupretel T

Legal Periodicals. For article on  durez and related issues, see 13 Wake
profuation i parale revocation proce- Forest L. Rev. 501977

CASE NOTES

Order of Arrest Referring to At-
tached Affidavit or Complaint.
When 1he order of arrest referred to  the prior bond, but was a new bond for a
sttached affidavit or complaint, the affi-  new felony indictment. State v Hunt,
davat or ramplaiml beeame o part of the 123 N.C. App T62, 475 S.E.2d
<, State v. Teaslev, 9 NJC. (199461
: S E2d 538, ¢ W dis- Applied in State v. Koberlein, G0 N.C
ITT NG 458, 17T 5 O App. 356, 209 S.E.2d 444 (19583); State v
pTie, alevice] under prior low Koberlein, 308 N.C. 601, 308 5.E.2d 442
svew Bond, — Additional 330,000 11954
bl il sevond arrest order that were Cited in Cox v, Cox. 92 N.C. App, 702,
watpe] alter defendant had been released 376 S E.oad 13 194800

ArmicLE 18.

$1 153A-306 through 15A-353: Reserved for future codifica-

tion purposes,

Apricre 19,

1 15A-354 through 15A-400: Reserved for future codifica-

tion purposes,
SUBCHAPTER IV. ARREST.

ArTicLr 20,

Arrest.

¥ 15A-401. Arrest by law-enforcement officer.

I.—". Trest by Officer Pursuant to a Warrant. —

Wirrant in Possession of Officer. — An officer having a
warrant for arrest in his possession may arrest the person
‘ii'-l‘-1'-_'d or deseribed therein at anv time and at any place
.".f.”l“” the officer’s territorial jurisdiction. -
VWarrant Not in Pogsession of Officer. — An officer who has
Enowledee that a warrant for arrest has been issued and
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hapeleers
al 1A
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haz not been executed. but who does not have the warrap,
in his poz ion. may arrest the person named therein g
any Lime licer mu=t inform the person arrezted thy;
the warrant has been issued and serve the warrant upog
him as =oon as possible, Thiz subdivision applies evg
though the arrest process has been returned to the clerk
under G.5. 15A-30].

by Arrest by Officer Withouwt a Warrant., —
i1

(4]

(Hfense in Presence of (MAcer, — An officer may arrest
without a warrant anyv person who the officer has probahl,
cause to believe has committed a eriminal offense in the
officer’s presence
Offenze Out of Presence of Officer. — An officer may arreg
without a warrant any person whao the officer has probahle
rause 1o believe:
a. Has committed a felonv: or
b, Has committed a misdemeanor, and:
1. Will not he apprehended unlezs immediately ar-
rested, or
2, May cause phyvsical injury to himself or others, or
damage to property unless immediately arrested:
ar
¢. Has committed a misdemeanor under G5, 14-72.1, 14-
1543, 20-135.1, or 20-158.2; ar
d. Has eommitted a misdemeanor under G5, 14-33ia,
14-33cn 10, or 14-33ick 2} when the offense was com-
mitted by a person whao iz the spouse or former spouss
of the alleged victim or by a person with whom the
alleged victim is living or has lived as if married

137 Repealed by Session Laws 1991, ¢, 150,
tet How Arrest Made, —
11 An arrest i complete when:

a

a. The person submits to the contral of the arresting officer
whio has indicated his intention Lo arrest, or

b, The arvesting officer, with intent to make an arrest
ta a person into custody by the use of physical force.

I Upon making an arrest, a law-enforcement officer must:

a. Identifv himszelf az a law-enforcement officer unless his
identity i otherwise apparent,

b. Inform the arrested perzon that he is under arrest, and

¢. A= promptly az2 12 reasonable under the circumstances,
inform the arrested person of the cause of the arrest,
unlesz the cause appears to be evident

idl Use of Force in Arrest, —
{1 Subject to the provizions of subdivizion (21, a law-enforce-

ment officer is justified in using foree upon another person

when and to the extent that he reasonably helieves it

ECcEssary:

a, To prevent the escape from custody or to effect an arrest
of a person who he reasonably believes has committe
a eriminal offense, unless he knows that the arrest 15
unauthorized; or

b. To defend himself or a third person from what ht;

reastmably believes to be the use or imminent use W
phyvsical force while effecting or attempting to effect an
arrest or while preventing or attempting to prevent an
CRCAPE.

§154-401 ART. 20. ARREST #15A-401

121 A law-enforcement officer is justified in using deadly phiys-
ieal force upon ansther person for a PUrpose :-C]H'('.iﬁl'.'\"l. in
subdivision (10l thi= subsection only when it is or appears
ta he I'l'.‘l:—lll'l-illl]_'n NECEEsAry therehy :

a. To defend himself or a third person from what he
reasonably believes to be the use or imminent use of
deadly physical foree;

b. Toeffect an arrest ar to prevent the escape from custody
of a persun who he reasunably believes iz attempting to
escape by means of a deadly weapon, or who by his
L'nl]_dud ar any other means indicates that ke pr\:__-;-cg-nT_-\'.
an imminent threat of death or serious physical injury
to others unless apprehended without delay: or .

¢ To prevent the escape of a person from custody imposed
upon him as a rezult of eonvietion for a felony

Nothing in this subdivision constitutes justification for willful,
malicious or criminally negligent conduct by any person which
injures or endangers any person or property. nor shall it be con-
strued to excuse ar Justify the use of unreasonahle ar excessive foree

le) Entry on Private Premizes or Vehicle; Use of Force, — -

111 A law-enforcement officer may enter private Premises or a
vehicle to effect an arrest when:

a. The officer ||;|-I in his possession a warrant or order {or
the arrest of a person or is authorized to arrest a
person without a warrant or order having been iszued,

h. The o et has reasonable cause to helicy |_.-. the person o
be arrested i= present, and

t. The officer has given, or made reasonable effart to give,
notice of his authority and purpose to an oceupant
thereal, unless there is reazonable canse to believe that
the giving of such notice would present a clear danger
to human life.

12| The law-enforcement officer may use force to enter the
premises or vehicle if he reasonably helieves that admit-
tance is being denied or unreasonably delaved, or if he is
authorized under subsection fe¥ 1ic to enter without Fiving

_ notice of hiz authority and purpose, .

fﬂr ]]_Iki‘ ui. [].f_-aul_l_\' Weapon ar Deadly l-'r_u'c{' t Resist Arrest, —
A persom is not justified in using a deadly weapon or deadly
force to resist an arrest by a law-enforcement officer using
reasonable fores, when the person knows or has reason to
know that the officer i= a law-enforcement officer and that

" the officer is effecting or attempting to effect an arrest,
} The fact that the arrest was not authorized under this
section is no defense 10 an otherwise valid eriminal charge
@ 1-\-:rl.tn!w_‘: out of the use of such deadly weapan or deadly force

4] Nothing contained in this subsection (f} shall be construed

to excuse or justify the unreasonable or excessive force by

an officer in effecting an arrest. Nothing contained in this
subsection if) shall be construed to bar or limit anv civil
action arising out of an arrest not auwthorized by this
Article. (18659, ¢, 178, subch. 1, 85 3. 5 Code, ss, 1126
1128; Rev., ss. 3178, 3180; C.8,, ss. 4544, 4546; 1955, c. 58-
1973, ¢. 1286, s, 1: 1979, ¢. 561, 5. 3; c. 725, 5. 4: 1983, c. 762,
s. 1; 1985 r. 548; 1991, ¢. 150, 5. 1; 1995, c. 506, s. 10
1997.458, 5. 3.1 S
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Whether an arrest warrant must
be ohtained is determined by State
Lawe. Srare v Weat 34 N App. 5.
BT 5E.2d 30111977

Formal declaration of arrest by
the officer is not a ]'u e |,||.|n|1|
making o

Tis L7
L2510

tas Show Logality
1l upon Che
thie evi
that

Burden on Stat
of Arrest It w
State to satizfi t
dence bevand a

defendant committe ;
enee of the officer, ¢
reasongble groumds ta b
dant had done so, in o
the authnrity and
make the arpest

Custody Tantamount to Arrest for
Search P TP, A finding 1 con
/! n that it was taken in
unt ta fndi and
wnt wns under ar-
a search. State v

1 establizh |-.-||-:I||I|._Llh. 2
afficer ta  rest at the time

- warrant. hson, 11 MO
soate v. Fenner, 26 1. affd. 260 N
4 ¢ 4 1

Cer’s Statement as to Whether [t was not necessary to read defen-
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§15A-401 CH. 15A. CRIMINAL PROCEDURE ACT

dant the Miranda rights in order to
make lawful arrest, where defendant
was advised by the arresting officers that
he waz being arrested on a charge of rape
n compliance with subdivision (cH2ic
State v. Kinch, 314 X.C. 99, 331 S.E.2d
GGS | 19850,

For purposes of a false arrest tort

action under State law. the existence of
legal justification for a deprivation of

liberty iz determined in accordance with
this section: thus, it 1= possible, i somne
imstances, for an arrest to be constitu-
tionally valid and vet illegal under State
. Alvrick v Cooley, 91 N.C. App. 200,
371 5. E2d 192, petition
additional  1==ues,
5.E

votlended o 1o
N, AT, 373

=D 1 1Y9RE

Civil Liability of Arresting Officer
for Mistaken Identity, — A= Lo the cival
liability for false imprizonment of an

a walid

arrest w whis arrests the wrong
person beciuse of g mistake o the wen-
tity of the person arre=ted. see Robin=on
; ESalem, 3 XA App

Ml G2k 14955

Conviction Estahlishes Existoenos
of Probable Cause. — In the absenes of
a showing that the district court's convie-
tion of the defendant
duct and resisting aree
1| rlv. the: convic

inm of L, 1l exis

leerly eom-
abiliined

FE

case Tur his arres=t and da || ali luis
federal amd Stite elaims rres=t
or imprisonment. even though on appeal

to the =uperior courtl the

Ol
s wore
dismizsed at the ¢lose of the 2"'\-‘ I H BV
dence. Myrick v. Cooley. 9] Ar ||'-
4, 1.-1 L' |' 2d 492, petition r|||-'| i
MN.C. 477, 373

duct and resisting »

additional  issues,
5.E.2d 865 11948
Search and Secizure Upheld,
Where officers w lawfully on the pre-
mizes pursuant to a valid search war-
rant, and were authorized under § 15A-
256 to initially detain defendant in
house, their discovery of a packet of
cocaine which fell out of defendant’s
clothing was the result of their lawful
detention and the seizure of that packet
was authorized under the “plain view
dectrine. Moreover, once thiz packet had
heen discovered, the officers had proba-
ble cause to arrest defendant without
benefit of a warrant under subsection (h)
of thiz zection, and thus, =econd packet of
cocaine found as a result of a search
incident to defendant’s arrest was prop
erly seized and admiszsible at trial. State

v. Patrick, 88 N.C. App. 582 364
150 (19881,

Applied in State v. Williams, 17 X
App. 237, 220 5 E.2d 63 (19761; Autn
Mitchell, 420 F. Supp. 967 'FHI\.{('
19761 In re Johnson, 32 N.C. App 4049
232 S E.2d 486 (19771 State v, [-'|-|I'||r-:-
32 N.C. App. 666, 233 5. E.2d 603 ¢1957,
In re Jacobz, 33 N.OC Ap |-. 195 -5'3--1
5.E.2d 639119 State v. Cunninghgp,
34 K.CoApp S.E .f.I .{ 34 11975
State v. Thompzon. 37 _\'_I'__-'||.||r:-_ B2E 21_;.
S.E.2d 527 119780 ~41 ite v Allizon, 9o
N.C, 135, 25T S E2d 417 11979): St
Whitehead, 42 N.CC ..-'l._.||. oG, 257 ¢
131 e 14979 Siate v, Collins, 44 N.C, fo
141, 260 SE2d 650 11979 State +
Hunter. 299 N.O. 29, 261 SE2d 189
11980 State v. Whitt, 289 N.C_ 393, 25]

200 914 (18H0n Hinton v City of Ra.
leigh, 46 N.C. Ap 5, 264 S E2d 777
[1980; State v, Spencer. 46 N.C App
A07. 265 5.E.2d 451 (1980, State v. Gra-
ham, 47 N.C, App. 303, 267 5 E2d 3
118800 State v. Duers, 48 N.C. App. 262,
271 5K 2d 51 019500 State v. Ladd, 306
NG, 272, 302 5.E.2d 164 11983 ); State v.
Bethea, 71 K.C App. 125,421 5E 2d 520
tlasd e Annie Penn Mem. Hosp, ®
Cazwell County, 72 N.C. App. 197, 323
S.E2d 4587 1984 State v. Grady, 33
N.C. App. 452, 326 S E.2d 126 (19857
Stote v. MeNeil, 99 N.C. App. 235, 393
S.E.2d 123 11990k State v Mills, 104
NO App. 724, 411 SE 193 11991«
State v, Trapp, 110 N.C. App. 554, 430
S.E.2d 454 019931 Marlowe v. Piner, 119
N.C. App. 125, 458 S.E.2d 220 (1995

Quoted in State v. Hogler, 32 NC
App. 444, 232 8 E.2d 712 11977); State v
Perry, 316 _m' B7. 340 SE2d &0
11986); State v. Swift, 105 N.C. App. 550
414 5.E.2d 65 -]F!'.-'.fl.

Stated in Siate v. Hardy, 31 N.C. App
67, 228 5.E.2d 487 11976); State v. Udﬂ'?"
35 N.C. App. 374, 241 S.E.2d 372 (1978
State v. Atkins, 304 N.C. 582, 284 SE2d
206 (1981); State v, McNeill, 54 NC
App. 454, 283 5.E.2d 565 11981); State ¥
Wall, 304 N.C. 609, 286 S E.2d 68 (1952
State v, Medlin, 333 N.C. 280, 426 SE2
402 (1993).

Cited in State v, Weddinglon, 28 N, C-
App. 269, 220 S E.2d 853 (1976); Ste
Robinson, 40 N.C. App. 514, 253 SEM
311 (1979); State v. Guy, 54 N.C. App
208, 282 S.E.2d 560 (1981} qu'“',,“
Cromartie, 55 N.C. App. 221,
T2ZB (1981); State v. Adams, 55 ""
599, 286 S.E.2d 371 l]“ha. 4
Primes, 314 N.C. 202, 333 H]" 2d AII}
(1985}); State v. Alston, h_’: N.C. ApP ‘;9-0
346 S E.2d 154 (195861, State v. Leak.

116

1

N/
St
56




yRRES]

ikl |' ul "\l. e

Subsection 'h
thority of a L

Maouley, 240 w2 4T, Ba

hroadened the au
VW nﬁ-u--m--nt office
it

1 Wi ||| wlliess 0

(1. WARRANT NOT IN ite e presence. In re
P(‘F"\""\-i "‘-“*“.r\ OF OFL "MTCER. ar 10y \ 1] G 51 S E.2
&t
Probs: hle Cause Fxists When Of- _;.\”r:"" ———
ficer Has e |--||I'| 1 Hnowledge of  shia zer e
Wwarrant. Probable capse 1o helleve .|.' pal |
that the pe apn T corn i | & felon: ik - :
”'."'I::' b JUERT offiee to Tedomaes, whien wits T il
has I e warrant pround 10 (Rt TOR R 1!
has been 1 e risl !_ ! 4 | et ly | é
Lﬁ|ﬂ.l_‘|l:'| -..\||||| wirranl eharges @ [ebomny Thi i | d
State v n., 17 N0 App. 684 195 'y S T iy §
3 h 1. 2nd N . hse wn olicer sl 111 Ttk
. j A10 1 hE i | pachiennn 1
gervice of 1'|’h'|]l.|1l.|."- Aer Reguest L bl
for Altorney. When I- fendnnt i peEs it
arrested pl 11 [ vk .y
gubdivisior 1 T W
the arrest thn lav=1t s
defen Faach clial Rip  jarLip 1 1 )
that il prostudl [TV el Lo
was mad i 1 12, 4 [ SLCE A Ty 11Tk
an attormne " Siatute Applics Oy Lo =tate Of
of zuch de e fleers. Thue stiluby geverisin 1
imitiat Y il bl A il . utrly
Underwood, ] | phe o
S E.2d 89S (1 Th OvVEerrs 4 on other
EI':'UE:' 5, Stat Thony=en e WA L ral Teeey
477, 402 S E.2d 286k 119491 niet e Ux
Defendant was not guilty of resist- ra by o federal
ing arrest by © g his door Lo flicers :
who were arresting him a civil war | law, State v. Burn 1, 1o
7 110 S F. ses 1wl

and 1hey
arrest him.

App. 128, 362 BE.2d ¢ 574 11

enteri

State v

957
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A, In General.

tu(-:nsl]luthm does not dictate cir-
m;t':“m‘-ﬁ 1l11ﬂur W h.il.-h arrest war-
warran trfh..r“]'}“rml' Whet arrest

must be obtained is determined

Binte law &l
bI] l-.a";e law alone. Likewise, Sla W
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,“ﬂ wf;{'.ri' one 15 |--.-||'l_|i_:|'|'1|.
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(1973). L 2RI W 196 5. E..
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Hill, 277 MN.C. 547, 178 S5E2d 462

19710,
Statute Mot Intended to Legalize
Warrantless Entry. — The statute wias

never intended to legalize a warrantless
; UpGn Premises which could not
wize be lawfully entered except un-
der authority of & valid warran late v.
Miller, 16 N.C pp. 1, 190 5 i 588
119721, modifi 22 N.C. 633, 14
5.E.2d 353 (1973}
Information Must Be Sufficient to
Have Required Issuance of Warrant,
One de Ve aballe cause

guire
State v, Harri

p. 184, 193 5E
119721 State v. Phillips, 300 N.C. 6
268 S5.E.2d 452 119801

sProbable Cause” Defined. — Frab-
nble cause extats if the facts and circum-
stances known to the affieer
prudent man in believing tha the of-
fense has been commatted v. Har-
rig, @ N.C. App. 645, 17 445

irTant &

162 5. E2d
r, 283 N.C

i5e for an arrest has been
defined to be a reasonable ground of
=suspicion, supported by circumstances
sulficiently strong in themse war
rant a cauti believing the
aceused Lo be guilty. State v Harris, 279
nC. 307,182 5E T 364 (1971 State v
Alexander, 279 N.C A4 S.E.2d 274
119711 State v. Coaper, 17 N.C. App. 1584,
196 S.E2d 3 State v. Shore,
d GRZ (19740
g, 226 5. E.2d

20

1125, 97 . Ct. 1160, 51 L. 2d 573
119771: State v. Phillips, 300 M.C. 678,
266 5 E.2d 452 (19800 State v. Thomp-
som, 513 M.C. 167, 426 S.E.2d 18 119855,
State v. Adkersen, 90 N.C. App. 333, 368
S E.2d 434 (1968); State v, Marcisse, 30
N.C. App. 414, 368 S.E.2d 654, cert.
denied, 323 M.C. 368, 373 SE 2d 553
{18881,

An arrest without n warrant is based
upon probable cause if the facts and
circumetances known to the arresting
officer warrant a prodent man in believ-
ing that a felony has been comenitted nnd
the person to be arrested is the felan,
Giate v Alexander, 279 N.C. 627, 184

o Bod 974 {1871k State v, Shore, 285

CH. 15A. CRIMINAL

PROCEDURE ACT 15A-401

N,C. 8268, 204 5. E 2d 682 19740 Biate v
Camphell, 30 N.C, App. G52, IRE S E o4
52, pppeal dismissed. 201 N
g E2d GTT (19761 State v Hudolph, 34
N0, App. 293, 250 SE.2d 318, cen
eried and appeal dismissed, 297 N
179, 254 S.E.2d State v,
atrick, 88 N.C . 364 SE 24
1198861
varrantless arrest is bazed oo prob.
ahle cause if
known to the arr
prudent man in
has been committ

App. b

selieving
anel the g [T .-,_-
arrested 1= the . The standard is the
came as thet required by the United
States Constitution. State v, Mathis, 295
noC. 623, 247 S E.2d 91911978
Whether proba couge  exists de-
i wheth W )
rireumstances within the ofic
ledge and of whicl
sonahly trustwarthy infa
fickenl to warrant @
helieving that the 8
ar is commitiing .
Matthews, 40 M., App. 41, 251 SEM
YT 119791
Existence of probable couse depends
upen whether at the ne af the arrest
there were facts Wi circumstantes
af the arreslng
Justify prudent
suspect. had commit-
te v. Rinck, 303 K.C

man's belief the
ted an offense. S
551, 260 5.E.;

One does not. have pr
less he has information of facts whic
submitied to n magie
the issunnce of an arrest
v. Thompsen, 313 MO 157,
19 (19850

“Probable cause” and “reasonable
ground to believe” are substantinlly
equivalent terms. State v. Hurt is, 279
N.C. 307, 152 5.E 2d 364 119715 Stale
Cooper, 17 M.C, App. 164, 193 5.E,24 352
(1072); State v. Hardy, 31 N.C. App. B0
008 G.E.2d 487 (19761, appenl disnuisses
291 N.C. 713, 232 SE2d4 202 11977
State v. Small, 263 N.C. 645, 219 S.E24
4289 {19771 In re Gardner,
557, 251 S.E.2d {1979K Eﬂﬂ:_"-
Matthews, 40 N.C. App. 41, 251 3E *"j
RAT (1979

*Reasonable ground” and :17'3*-'-""":
couse” are basically equivalent ter™
with similayr meanings, State ¥ """"'_"_""
27 N.C. App. 308, 219 5.E.2d 261 (1970,
vert. denied, 288 N.C. 455, 223 SE¥
164 (19761 ;

Existence of probable cause 19 b
pragmatic gquestion to be determ!
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Where deteclive had given inform:
maney 10 make drug purchase fron
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(19881.
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Investigatory Stop Justified, —
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tory stop. Staee v, Williams., 87 X0, App
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ate v. Dickens, 278 N.C. 537,
180 5.E.2d 844 11971
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taken into custody. State v Bell, 270 N.C.
153 5.E.2d T41 (19671 State «
Dickens, 278 N.C. 5337, 180 5. E.2d &44
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Where the police had a description of
defendants, including  their  he
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identified from photographs by two eyve-
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informer whose information had led 1o
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volved in this robbery, had told police
how he came into possession of this in-
formation and how it was revealed to
him, the tetality of these facts and cir-
cumstances would warrant a prudent
min in believing that the felony of armed
robbery had been commitied and that
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§ 15A-402. Territorial jurisdiction of officers
make arrests.

{a) Territorial Jurisdiction of State Officers, — Law
officers of the State of North Ui iwlina n ay arrcst
place within the State.

(b} Territorial Jurisdiction of County and City Officers, — L
enforcement officers of citics and countios migy arrest persons wil
their particular cities or vountics and on any property and righ
af-way owned by the city or county outsiee its limits

(e} City Officers, Dutside Territary Law-enforreno
dties may arrest persons al ainy il whieh i vne mile or Jes
the nearest point in the boundary of such vity, Law enfireem
officers of cities may transporl 4 person in custody Lo or from

ace within the State for the purposc of that person attend
eriminal court proceeding:. While cngag
persons for the purpose of st vinal court procecdings,
enforcement officers of Cities WY arrest persons al any place wit

State for offenses oceurring in connection with and inciden
tranS]JUF[aiil.:-n of PEFsen:

(d) County and City Offic

e in the transportatin

muding erin

in cuslod
r=. Immediate and Continuous Fli;
w-enforcement officers of citivs and countivs mayv an
Persons outside the territory deseribed in subseetions thi and
the person arrested has committed a criminal offense wil
that territory, for which the officer could have arrested the [t
mithin that territory, and the arrest is made during such per
hllrm}e%ate ;dﬂd continuous fl ight from that Ic_-l'l'illll'\'.
&) Lounty Officers, Outside Toerritory, for Folonies, — |

o
reement officers of counties may arrest persons at any pla
on tﬁizflhﬁf]“'}!l Carolina when the arrest is based upon a ful
0 Cam ‘_':TPI‘J_“JE' territory described in subzectivn (hh.

cam pus ohpe OiTieers, ]||.'||'|'.-.'-_||;_|.I,|_- and Continuous Flight
pus F'UI"?'-' officer: 1i) appinted by o campus law-cenloreen
Eﬁtahll-“hﬂd pursuant to .5, 116-40.5a; or (i) com
mplm-egbt]ﬁ:e Attorney {ic:llc-l':l_l pursuant o Chapter T4E
from iil::—'n-:;b b L"I'_Il'-'?-fl" or university which is lieensed, or exemy
= ri:i] '_L.:"'.'_-L? _-'_‘-"_(:.:"Jn ]'[I'--'l.';- may arrest a person |:-I_1I,:-CI.l'||'
rimin ur!.}‘_‘]]'f[_m'p““_ when the \'34-.||1_:||'!'1'.~'~'.1-c| |1:L:—'_t'u||:|;1||ll-
mfcuu].;{ ]“_’_‘"\_'_~‘~ﬂllll1 the territorial jurisdiction, for which
1ave arrested the person within that territory, and
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rest generally.

Upon the arrest of a person, with or without o warrant, but not
necessarily in the order hereinafter listed. o how-cnforcement officer;
(1) Must inform the persen arvested of the charge against him
or the cause for |I1'. arres=t,
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