Mapp v Ohio
A Case Briefing
 
Citation 
Mapp v Ohio, 367 U.S. 643 (Ohio 1961) 
Parties 
Parties involved include the appellant Miss Mapp and the State of Ohio, appellee. These parties were the same plaintiff and defendant in the lower court, as well. 
 

Facts
In the underlying case, police sought a bombing suspect and related evidence at petitioner Miss Mapp’s residence. After initially failing to gain entry from Mapp on advice of her attorney, the officers returned with what they claimed to be a search warrant. They forcibly entered the residence and conducted a search, during which obscene materials were found. 
 

Procedure Below
Mapp was tried and convicted by the lower court for being in possession of lewd and lascivious materials, which are in violation of § 2905.34 of Ohio's Revised Code.
 

Issue(s) 
Should evidence discovered during an illegal search and seizure (one that violates the Fourth Amendment) be admissible in State court proceedings?

Holding 

No, evidence obtained by searches and seizures, if the search is in violation of the Constitution, is inadmissible in a state court. 

 

Rationale
The argument against the admissibility of illegally obtained evidence reasoned that since Wolf v Colorado, many states have adopted an exclusionary rule that excludes evidence obtained through illegal means. The 4th Amendment, further, provides for a basic right to privacy, enforceable through the Due Process Clause of the 14th Amendment.

 

Disposition 
The court reversed the lower court’s ruling in favor of Mapp, holding that evidence obtained through illegal measures could not be used in state courts. 

