Criminal Procedure
Thursday, August 26, 2010
Agenda
I.		Review
II.		Discussion / Preview
III.		Assignment for Next Time

I.  Review

(A.)	Is it Relevant?			(B.)	Then it is Admissible
	Rule 401			If it is			Rule 402
										
						Unless




(C.)	It violates the Fourth Amendment
	1.	How do you know the Fourth is implicated
		Because there was a Search or Seizure
		Opinions defining Search or Seizure
		Boyd  - Court order commanding citizens to 
				produce an incriminating invoice
+
			Admitting that invoice into evidence
		Olmstead – trespassing and seizing tangible 
					(houses, papers, effects) items
		Katz – Majority – Concurrence – Dissent
				Ms. Roe – 2 part – tangible
						     test	      items




II.  Discussion / Preview

Continue – Defining Search or Seizure
				United States v. White      - - - -
				Oliver v. United States     - - - -
				Hester v. United States     - - - -
				California v. Ciraolo         - - - - 
				Florida v. Riley		        - - - - 
				California v. Greenwood  - - - - 
Let’s get here!  	Kyllo v. United States       - - - -
    on 8-26-10








III.  Assignment – Page 19 of Syllabus
Monday, August 30, 2010
(A.)	United States v. Bond - - - - - - - - - - - - on the web
(B.)	Illinois v. Caballe - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - on the web
(C.)	Probable Cause
	1.	Draper v. United States  - - - - - - -  on the web
	2.	Aguilar v. Texas - - - - - - - - - - - - - on the web
	3.	Spinelli v. United States - - - - - - - - on the web
	4.	Illinois v. Gates - - - - - - - - - - -  page 426 of cb
	5.	Maryland v. Pringle - - - - - - - - page 442 of cb



