
AN INTRODUCTION TO THE CASE OF MAPP VERSES OHIO SUPREME

COURT CASE IN THE UNITED STATES

Mapp v. Ohio, case in which the U.S. Supreme Court on June 19, , ruled (6â€“ 3) that evidence obtained in violation of
the Fourth Amendment to the U.S.

At best, "There is, in the record, considerable doubt as to whether there ever was any warrant for the search of
defendant's home. In this jealous regard for maintaining the integrity of individual rights, the Court gave life to
Madison's prediction that "independent tribunals of justice. If you have two days. The courts of the country are
entitled to know with as much certainty as possible what scope they cover. No search warrant was introduced
as evidence at her trial. Though I have joined the opinion of the Court, I add a few words. Denying shortcuts
to only one of two cooperating law enforcement agencies tends naturally to breed legitimate suspicion of
"working arrangements" whose results are equally tainted. The officers again sought entrance some three
hours later when four or more additional officers arrived on the scene. It is an appropriate case because the
facts it presents show--as would few other cases--the casual arrogance of those who have the untrammelled
power to invade one's home and to seize one's person. The Ohio Supreme Court believed a "reasonable
argument" could be made that the conviction should be reversed "because the methods' employed to obtain the
[evidence]. Colorado, at 46 , we did indeed rob the Fourth Amendment of much meaningful force. When
asked about the warrant during oral argument at the Supreme Court, the Cleveland prosecutor arguing the case
cautiously deflected the question, which the court did not press. Yet the double standard recognized until
today hardly put such a thesis into practice. United States, supra, at , and that such evidence "shall not be used
at all. We hold that all evidence obtained by searches and seizures in violation of the Constitution is, by that
same authority, inadmissible in a state court. The Court overturned the conviction, and five Justices held that
the states were bound to exclude evidence seized in violation of the Fourth Amendment. Reversed and
remanded. In the search of Mapp's apartment and in a footlocker in the basement of the house police found a
quantity of "California Gold" betting slips and paraphernalia. Appellant's lawyer appeared on the scene, and
one of the policemen told him that they now had a search warrant, but the officer refused to show it. If you
have three days. The search spread to the rest of the second floor including the child's bedroom, the living
room, the kitchen and a dinette. Thus, the State, by admitting evidence unlawfully seized, serves to encourage
disobedience to the Federal Constitution which it is bound to uphold. The appellant, who had retained an
attorney in connection with a pending civil matter, told the police she would call him to ask if she should let
them in. Ohio Historical Background The Warren Court left an unprecedented legacy of judicial activism in
the area of civil rights law as well as in the area of civil liberties-specifically, the rights of the accused as
addressed in Amendments 4 through 8.


