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PER CURIAM:  Randy Jarrod Crosby appeals his conviction for possession with 
intent to distribute crack cocaine.  Crosby argues the trial court erred in: (1) 
refusing to suppress the evidence seized during the search of the vehicle when law 



 

 

 

 

 

enforcement did not have reasonable suspicion to justify the traffic stop; (2) 
refusing to suppress the evidence seized during the search of the vehicle because 
law enforcement did not have probable cause to believe the vehicle contained 
evidence of criminal activity and no exigent circumstances existed to justify the 
warrantless search; and (3) finding a sufficient chain of custody existed to admit 
the evidence seized during the search of the vehicle and the drug evidence found in 
the police car. We affirm pursuant to Rule 220(b), SCACR, and State v. Pope, Op. 
No. 5261 (S.C. Ct. App. filed August 20, 2014) (holding in the appeal of Crosby's 
co-defendant, the trial court did not err in: (1) denying his motion to suppress the 
evidence seized during the search of the vehicle because law enforcement had 
reasonable suspicion to justify the traffic stop; (2) denying his motion to suppress 
the evidence seized during the search of the vehicle because law enforcement had 
probable cause to believe the vehicle contained evidence of criminal activity; and 
(3) admitting the scales found in search of the vehicle and the drugs found in the 
police car because the scales were a non-fungible item and the officer identified it 
as the set he found in the vehicle, and a complete chain of custody was established 
for the drugs, which were a fungible item). 

AFFIRMED. 

FEW, C.J., and SHORT and GEATHERS, JJ., concur. 


