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SUMMARY

The Supreme Court of Kentucky vacated Johnathan Parks's convictions for manufacturing

methamphetamine and possession of anhydrous ammonia with intent to manufacture

methamphetamine. The court held that the Commonwealth's evidence disproved the required intent

element and that evidence of starting fluid and lithium batteries should have been suppressed because

it resulted from an unlawful detention. The court also rejected the Commonwealth's complicity theory

because the alleged principal never possessed the relevant materials.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the evidence was sufficient to prove that Parks possessed anhydrous ammonia, chemicals, or

equipment with the intent to manufacture methamphetamine.

2. Whether Parks could be convicted under a complicity theory when the person he allegedly aided never

possessed the chemicals or equipment and therefore never committed the underlying offense.

3. Whether the stop and search of Parks's vehicle were authorized by a search warrant, the Summers

exception, or Parks's probation search condition.

4. Whether evidence obtained from the vehicle was suppressible as fruit of an unlawful detention and
whether the Leon good-faith exception applied.

5. Whether Parks could be reprosecuted for the lesser Class D offense of possessing anhydrous ammonia in

an unapproved container after the Class B conviction was vacated.

HOLDINGS

1. The Commonwealth's evidence was insufficient to prove that Parks possessed the anhydrous ammonia
with the intent to manufacture methamphetamine. The evidence instead established that the ammonia

was intended to be traded to another person for already-manufactured methamphetamine.

2. Complicity liability does not eliminate the requirement that the Commonwealth prove every element of
the underlying offense, including that the person allegedly aided or abetted actually committed that

offense.

3. A search warrant for a residence and persons or vehicles at that residence did not authorize police to stop
and detain Parks's vehicle approximately five miles away after the vehicle had left the premises and

before execution of the warrant.

4. Evidence obtained from the vehicle was the fruit of an unlawful detention and should have been

suppressed.

5. The Leon good-faith exception did not save the evidence because the warrant was valid but improperly

executed.
6. The Commonwealth could not reprosecute Parks for the Class D offense of possessing anhydrous
ammonia in an unapproved container based on the same facts after the Class B conviction was vacated.
KEY QUOTATIONS

“However, instructions in criminal cases should conform to the language of the statute.” (326)



“Thus, to convict a defendant of guilt by complicity, the jury must find beyond a reasonable doubt that the
offense was, in fact, committed by the person being aided or abetted by the defendant.” (327)

“Nor could the facts of this case fall within the Summers exception authorizing detention of the

owner/occupant during the conduct of the search.” (334)

“The 'good faith' exception will not save an improperly executed search warrant.” (335)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Police stopped Parks while he was driving his wife's vehicle after observing two passengers leave a residence
that was the subject of a search warrant. A search of the vehicle revealed anhydrous ammonia in a modified
propane tank, lithium batteries, a flashlight, and starting fluid. The Commonwealth's witnesses testified that the
anhydrous ammonia was intended to be traded to another person for already-manufactured methamphetamine,
and the Commonwealth's expert testified that the seized chemicals alone could not manufacture
methamphetamine. The vehicle stop and ensuing search occurred approximately five miles from the residence
before the search warrant was executed at the residence.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Parks was convicted by a jury of both charged offenses and found to be a second-degree persistent felony
offender. The trial court imposed consecutive twenty-year sentences, for a total of forty years. The Kentucky
Supreme Court vacated both convictions and sentences, holding that the evidence disproved the required intent

element and that evidence supporting the manufacturing conviction was obtained through an unlawful detention
and should have been suppressed.

DISPOSITION

vacated

REMAND INSTRUCTIONS

None stated. The judgments of conviction and sentences imposed by the Grayson Circuit Court were vacated;

the opinion did not order a new trial or remand.
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