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W agree with the district court that the decision of the
police officers to “knock and tal k” was reasonabl e on these facts.
The officers did not snell the odor produced by the manufacture of
met hanphet am nes, nor see the two anhydrous amoni a tanks on the

porch until they had exited their unmarked car and were approachi ng

Crcuit Judge of the E ghth GCrcuit, sitting by
desi gnati on.

Pursuant to 5" QR R 47.5, the court has determ ned that
this opinion should not be published and is not precedent except
under the limted circunstances set forth in 5" CR R 47.5. 4.



the front door of the house. Wile this confirned the informant’s
tip and made plain that the officers had probabl e cause to search,
they were at this point commtted to the course which foll owed. No
warrant is required to “knock and talk.” At the sanme tine, police
of ficers who possess probabl e cause cannot avoid their obligation
to obtain a warrant by creating exigent circunstances. Wile this
is aclose case, we are not prepared to say that the district court
was in error.

AFFI RVED.



