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 CROSS-EXAMINATION OF A DRUG OFFICER 
 
There are multiple issues which frequently surface in trials and hearings on drug related issues.  The following 

is a non-exhaustive list of considerations to explore with the officer during cross-examination. 

USE OF AN INFORMANT/SNITCH 

These considerations can be addressed with the snitch himself and/or the controlling investigator.  

1. What was he told? 

A. The time he was facing 

B. Potential deportation 

C. That he had to get people who were more involved than himself 

D. What the officer would tell the DA and the judge 

E. That more targets and results are better 

F. The informant was told that his fate is in his own hands 

2. Written proffer letters, correspondence between the DA’s office and the lawyer for the informant, 

letters from the informant to the DA or the court, transcripts of prior testimony, sentencing transcripts, 

debriefing notes. 

3. Determine whether any payments have been made to the informant which include bus fare, 

telephone bills, cell phone. 

4. Are there written rules which have been provided to the informant? 

5. Was the informant tested for drugs and/or alcohol? 

6. Is the informant’s lawyer in court when he testifies? 

7. Will the informant agree that he is simply acting as a good concerned citizen? 
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INDICATORS OF DRUG DEALING 

1. Jewelry 

2. Scales 

3. Records, figures, and drug notes, including computer entries  

4. Cell phones 

5. Pagers 

6. Vehicles 

7. Safes 

8. Plastic baggies/corner cuts 

9. Cut, i.e., Inositol 

10.  Buckets of water 

11. Guns 

12. Absence of legitimate employment 

13. Money 

14. Electronic money transfers and money orders 

15. Empty drug wrappings 

16. Vehicle with hidden compartments 

17. The amount of the drug seized 

18. Cooking materials  

19. Re-rocking equipment, i.e., vice 

20. Subpoenas for phone records, including pen registers 
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21. Grow operation materials, including books, fertilizer, empty pots, grow lights, water access for 

hydro phonic, temperature control devices, timers for lights, drying rooms, air exchanger. 

22. Receipts for large purchases 

23. Multiple ID’s 

24. Canvas of neighborhood to determine the amount of foot traffic 

25. Guard dogs 

26. Chicago gates 

27. Security systems 

28. Police scanner 

INDICATORS OF PERSONAL USE 

1. Multiple small baggies 

2. Empty corner cuts 

3. Empty snow packs 

4. Needles 

5. Burned spoons 

6. Razors 

7. Mirrors 

8. Tourniquet 

9. Track marks 

10. Small amounts of money 

11.  Smoking pipes and/or other paraphernalia 
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12. Rolling papers 

13. Weight of the drugs 

14. Used aluminum foil 

15. The absence of those factors listed under the Indicators of Drug Dealing above 

16. What was taught during drug training 

17. What was learned during street investigations, including the fact that users may buy in bulk and cut 

the amount to extend it. 

18. The frequency of use of the specific drug to demonstrate that the weight is not significant, i.e., 

multiple grams of cocaine and an ounce of marijuana in a day. 

CROSS-EXAMINATION OF THE OFFICER WHEN A SEARCH IS CONDUCTED AND THE 

DEFENDANT IS FOUND ON THE SCENE, BUT WHERE THE DEFENSE IS THAT HE IS 

NOT CONNECTED WITH THE PREMISES. 

1. The history of the other people living there 

2. The lack of inculpating fingerprints 

3. The lack of identifying papers 

4. The clothing present that does not belong to the defendant 

5. The identification found belongs to others 

6. The utilities and the lease are not in the defendant’s name 

7. A canvas of the area indicates that no one recognizes the defendant as a regular to the premises 

8. Nothing was found on the defendant’s person at the time of entry 

9. No buy money on the defendant from the previous controlled buy 
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10. The drug dog didn’t hit on the money found on the defendant 

11. When the police entered the defendant didn’t make any furtive gestures 

12. All the inculpatory items seized were found in places away from where the defendant was at the 

time of entry 

13. The defendant was not named on the warrant 

14. The defendant did not have keys to the apartment 

15. The defendant’s name was not on the mailbox 

16. The defendant’s coat was with him at the time the police entered 

17. The defendant did not have keys to the safe or interior bedrooms of the apartment 

18. There were many other people who had access to the house 

IDENTIFICATION OF THE DEFENDANT 

1. Length of time between the controlled buy and the identification of the defendant 

2. Means by which the defendant was identified as being involved in a previous drug transaction, i.e., 

single booking or surveillance photos 

3. Number of investigations in which the officer was involved between the time he purportedly saw the 

defendant and the time of the arrest 

4. Establish that the officer only saw the person who he identifies as the defendant on only one 

occasion 

5. The circumstances of the meeting between the officer and the person who is purported to be the 

defendant 

6. Establish that there are no identifying characteristics noted in the investigative report authored at the 
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time of the incident 

7. Establish that no recording was made of the person’s voice at the time of the transaction 

8. That there were no fingerprints taken from the drugs which were sold during the undercover buy 


