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JONES, J., CONCURS WITH REASONS.

While I concur in the result, I write separately solely to emphasize the 

critical role and credibility our system places in the importance of testimony 

of law enforcement officers.

The only evidence justifying the violation of Anderson's Fourth 

Amendment rights comes from the testimony of Detective Stovall.  There is 

no other testimony which corroborates the basis of the warrantless search.  

No other officer testifies that he nor she either witnessed purported drug 

transactions, or stopped and searched an individual after an alleged drug 

transaction in this case, nor did the confidential informant corroborate the 

testimony of Detective Stovall.

Yet, I agree with the majority herein that the district court did not 



error in finding that the warrantless search met Constitutional muster.  

However, I caution, that this case clearly and unequivocally exemplifies why 

the testimony of peace officers at all times must be above reproach.  There 

can never be a loss of confidence by the criminal justice system in the sworn 

testimony of law enforcement officers.  The damage to the system when that 

credibility is called into question is far too detrimental to the legal system to 

contemplate.


