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PER CURIAM. 

 Verhuel challenges the State’s voluntary dismissal of criminal 

operating-a-motor-vehicle-while-intoxicated charges.  The defendant 

asserts that the dismissal was not “in the furtherance of justice” under 

Iowa Rule of Criminal Procedure 2.33(1) because the prosecution offered 

no reason for the dismissal unrelated to the merits of his pending motion 

to suppress.  If Verheul prevailed on the pending suppression motion, 

Iowa Code section 321J.13(6) would require the exclusion of the 

suppressed evidence in a civil proceeding to suspend or revoke his 

driving privileges. 

The issue of the interplay of rule 2.33(1) and section 321J.13(6) 

was addressed in a companion case decided today, State v. Taeger, ___ 

N.W.2d ___ (Iowa 2010).  Based on the reasoning contained in Taeger, 

the order of the district court dismissing this case is reversed and the 

matter is remanded to the district court for an adjudication on the 

motion to suppress. 

REVERSED AND REMANDED. 

This opinion shall not be published. 


