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Dwayne Edward Best appealed from his judgment of conviction for possession of a 
controlled substance with the intent to deliver, trafficking a controlled substance, and unlawful 
possession of a firearm. Best’s charges were based on evidence found during a warrantless search 
of his room by probation officers and other law enforcement. He moved to suppress evidence 
obtained during that warrantless search, claiming the search violated his Fourth Amendment rights. 
The district court denied the motion because Best was on probation at the time of the search, and 
one of the terms and conditions of his probation allowed any law enforcement officer to conduct 
a probation search without a warrant.  
 

The case proceeded to a jury trial. Prior to Best’s closing argument, the State moved to 
preclude Best from discussing the lack of body camera footage for a particular interview, asserting 
that the argument was prohibited under Idaho Criminal Rule 16. The district court granted the 
State’s motion. After the trial concluded, the jury found Best guilty on all charges.  

 
Best timely appealed the district court’s denial of his motion to suppress and its decision 

limiting his closing argument. His appeal was assigned to the Idaho Court of Appeals, which 
affirmed the district court. Best filed a petition for review with the Idaho Supreme Court, which 
granted the petition. 

 
On review, the Idaho Supreme Court affirmed Best’s judgment of conviction. The Court 

declined to address Best’s challenge to the district court’s denial of his motion to suppress, holding 
that Best failed to preserve his arguments that the search was not permitted by the terms and 
conditions of his probation. On the closing argument issue, the Court noted that the State conceded 
the district court erred in limiting Best’s closing argument and therefore focused its analysis on 
whether the error was harmless. Applying the harmless error standard, the Court concluded that 
the effect of the error on the jury’s verdict was minimal compared to the probative force of the 
record establishing Best’s guilt beyond a reasonable doubt and therefore held that the district 
court’s error in limiting Best’s closing argument was harmless. 

 
***This summary constitutes no part of the opinion of the Court, but has been prepared by court 

staff for the convenience of the public.*** 


