VYV 2 Y00 o OVAF (e (oS g 0 lacd oo Jlo o5, o> gl

w2 3 (Sloghs (0T (SBdiml 9 of podd 3ali  ow il Cus giow
OT S glws 9 (2Uad S99 18 ek (o gas

(8179 2y gy AF/V/YE 1L 55 5 )6)

BV S

Jisal 55 ge 3 3l g kol o3l 1 S5 men (85 6 n S g e ol pen il w5
U ozt Sl ot 51 ey el 53,8 515 s Hlasl s wle e LY a0l bl (55 O3 s S
3 S 5d 5y e olpon A 4 o 0ol ol Sl st ladle 3 558 L Jlgal ) )
ok sl alis ol S o a1y 0ol ol e Colal oS el 0l arl e plalis 5 L gl
G038 Godisn 03 YO o ys S 5,8 S eteae VL o Las I P PRCEE P g
45 (S5 (6 S 31 g e oo Al 33 ot a3 o Old (S S ol LB oYtz
J_\U,;yJwtg,béucw}K;t;,_u&J,dﬂéuﬁb,ﬁbﬁg};gﬁ6;»,,L.z

el 4 S 15 ks

u‘“" Olgss (P pa m~ “5}:{:«: 3l o (..g:.» wjj\g 4&\.&5 &gy :‘5.\.1.15 Qlfjl_,

edoee YL

Javadsaleni@pnu.ac.ir -1, ol ;5 ply o8l Yol G il stil *



\Yvas dw)‘éjwo)w‘wdbcdﬁd}bw&}}iuw %YYA

-

TPRY-Y
Sl 2 oS Sl adomia VU (LS (e 0553055 o g g0 51 (6 K3 31 oy (o3
G2 o Sl S 6l el ol LDeryl I, 2011: 395) ol gzul 55 il
w oy 528 gadS wlul 056 s 45 ST .(Tomkovicz, 2007: 1417) Cl wilo pes |V
2 OS el 0dd ASTE G5, a5 5 g3l p3 e sl 5 S (5 ot e G
Blane, ) Coul pgie (5,80 31 g (o23b 4 Lst o szl (nl )l o (Sl o e
(Logan, 2001: 381) wal et ,Krws 056 ulul 3 i &K1 4 bs 2 (2010: 905

A 53 edoute VU oL (e (95 55 0T (658 Sla S Saan g s
Arizona v. Gant, 2009: 338; Katz v. United States, ) Caals s glulis V42 (cans
Slas Low g Hbodsl gl odels ol (1967: 357; Chambers v. Maroney, 1970: 90
2L e Ol Slas .l os IS wlL " o igois 53 edoe VLI Jle Ol g
sl Y Al O3y iles ST pel Sloma 1y ey (6 s S (55 L;ﬂi;mlmr@;ﬁ
<Las (Chimel v. California, 1969: 763) wiS™ sl ys o sls 511, 6 s Lol e
o Jlgal 5 0kt ;Kaws o (65 b o5k los ST IVl oy ol 55 Jle Ol
R 8l 05 3l m L Golata e e oY cliz b (63 50 51 6,8 sl 6l 65 I S
3 Bl B 6 Ks aB I Sgme n G5 5 0ol oyl il 4 e
Il gol 3 3n s 5 gy 3lare V3 Uit b (630 51 (6,8 o 610 5 e S5 (5 S
3513, 6 O el S

228 53 Jlgal 5 smee 9 (w3l Sloe (ke e NS i) (6555 Ll 5 cpl S
Sl Gl 03 Jsb 53 555 ol oS el 35 55 ks b5 os ;Kas pge

Ly 355 oy 45 o b ol 5 S alios (6, Kms 1 oy Sismme sy oy 3b 5B (g3loms]

1. Search-Incident-to-Arrest.
2. Chimel



e 80T a9 ol o 8l cw il Cus ge
v

Sme O (o3l aile e Y Li b Lo e 8 s 05000 gadST 5o ol il Sl
Sl b a8 (i B 5 ol ¢ puy e ol (St 13313 e 5l o Jl gl
Slas s 596 glogla 1y el (SAB o pl Ldd e O gustol s G0y LS &S
S dlgel Same 05 (m03b Sl ol &5 Lo S0 el ol oty O guisly (Sois
LG ey e ol 51300 e e Vs B a5 40 S5 08 Sas e O3 i
o) 03 ey el (6 JMMJ‘}“)@%&)}\W}\»W&@MWJ
e S ST S gme 05y g3 0 oS Sl 031 Slome e O g3 LGB it ey
Olps Sl Lol b cpl )3 bl g5 o35 o (28 05k ol Sl 05 3l
)>u~:LgJ*°65‘}Tj61-<i°J:j>‘)<‘mli Coal Lodo) (6 95 0 sl y S0y s e
L (United States v. Robinson, 1973: 226) 53 s » 4= S K3 3l s oyl
b ool DS e 1S e ol 3 BT S ezt Sl S ey el
BT 0T 35 51 Ll oo e S5k b b6 5 E ol dETE LOT 5 5 5l ey &
el S5 b aobal 355 pde 1 (5 Bl o Jlgal 5 gt (o p3b b AL e o5
Sl oy & S 5L 53,l5n iz 53 (2B 05 relae s 5 el Lol g1y ST o
e 5 Sns (Sl b 6 K S 56 S mmn (55 s S gl o 5 e oy
Al ds o8 sl )
bl Sl 2l Lol pan Ul 5 5gh b sl laans 55 pgme (6, 8s 1 iy o3k
S5 3 e 65T 2 las s @.ﬂj@;m\j;ﬁf)w;p.ui o 4 50
el sls (0 AYAY (o S) oo g o DL Caley ps) s el
Warfield, 2010: ) wuis axl ge el)T Cii b ol jon 525 a5 oy 5l (6 md 3 scdoeze VL)

L;}...a)'\d)L;ﬁiswajiqu:.aalﬁm&ibw))’liﬁwﬂl;lAalf:\:&\j\?,;.(lﬁS

1. Robinson.



\Yvas dw)‘éjwo)w‘wdbcdﬁd}bw&}}iuw %YY

S o e ol Sl l (6, 3l ey 3l b s bl 5SS ey
a5 5l Lol 1 51y ol (5 ol S gy 5l 4y S 5 (6,8
Sl Olss oldd agy OT fpidde & Lud Juge e LYs 4 i o
Sl 58K 55 ol Job b slas,sT 5 dols & Sl ' 655 (Gobis 5 )3 otomza VL
g ol o Gl & i 5 (6 8 31 ey o3l 650 Slasly oy nl 53 Jle Ol
Shyls Cnl a;u&;owc)‘yw@wcbd;g\p)“fw,&_‘.@m;ﬁﬁ
4 o5 oo 5 6,6 S W5 o BOT 53 SIS 5 oy 25 45 ol (g5 (slas sl
AE 1)) B slaplsi L
5 e olpon Al oy 5k Ol 5 OBl ge Vs Il o575 5 e SN Sl 5 ) 5o
oda VL) Il Ol s oLas g5y 55 OT odkdias 2 (6las 5 5T wd s 0T (Slaatsl

J}.&ﬁ‘)\é}bdd&db@d‘\-&@t&jQJ;J\}M‘;A)J;J)}A

383 G ) e ol o Gl )5 Ol 5 Ol JYs
O gaaal
L (Oxton, 2010: 1157) (5 szen 03 (o130 psghe 53 (S5 5o 31 g e (23
(day 4 YO ¥ ¢ ollo 53) o gt o o Sl 1 (36 Sl s gdoe 4 4r 5
P9 Sl e Cpad Lo LAl (5l a5 O S Lo Sl &ST s
b sl 58 6yl "0l olg o 1, T (6,58 e YL Jle Ol s Solas L
S il w‘/db, b aser Olboar talaz leod g8 oo ol i ol 5l (&
Osh o 53 Jle Ol ©las (Lee & others, 2010: 1403) s,1s &5 55 s 1,

1. Wurie.
2. Container Doctrine.
3. Belton.



e 80T a9 ol o 8l cw il Cus ge
v

S sll 4 Sl (Sas ogin O3 a8 S b f 5 Al e (g3l 03,5 IV izl
United States v. Belton, 1981: ) wili 55 (oo a5 > o Jsadin (S5 (S0
i o SB35l Lol 8y aST A 0y sy s ) 53 Jle Olgs Dlas g,0n050 (459
e Y Gk ol SUIG 3,03 553585 5315 65 i o (o y3b G ey 35355
ol & Jl= ey (United States v. Belton, 1981: 460) wles L 4 é,,ch Iy
Slilaze Wil g5 oo 457 Sl SLEN @alS” Joli 5 Jsaidlple O gl 0y 55« 5 S 00
53 odoe YL slrolsls S (Lawton, 2012: 89) was gl 5 = L5, o s
S om il sl 4 agme ol pen Gl gz O (o 3L 53 ek D35 Sle Sy
PRI K3 31 e (o3l OBl g . Lilols (oDl sl glaans s (o, Kaws
A g3l S 0T ge a3 31 oy 5ol OWloen 5 Wlosls (6 of yon A6
33 0 1SS diles S s 0o B ol 5| a0 2 1 (GE6 DL bl 4ol e

.\.v}&@w)j&Sﬁm&.b)!;&ud‘ﬂm\&?éﬂfcay4.9-):):::3;

B 5 93 59 G i e ol e GG g3l ORI ge N
S 05 Ty e 5l 53 e g A (il G ey 45 s gy e O gl 0 gy LIS
«5’) > .(United States V. Robinson, 1973: P. 235) 5,15 o8 sls 5l 48 lux j smee sl 4,
Draper v. United ) s 52 o (i 55 55 G sl Ssme e 6550 (S O o0
31 s e el Cou sl g S w3l sl x5 (States, 1959: 307
i LD o 51 6,8 sl (11 o5k ) (Preston v. United States, 1964: 367)
L 45, (p1 oS (Chimel v. California, 1969: 763) ol vgie bow 5 0 > ¥ 05 5
United )3 .8 o 55 1y 555 09,5 ,505 63k sl 0sls (gl Sl L gle sLsl 3L
Jmee Ogds (epib &5 W g A O guisly oy 5 L23 (State v. Smith, 2009: 954

United States ) Cous 056 Lai oils ,Kaws Laded (3 pa Cou sbdl 5 oo Sl gies



\Yvas dw)‘éjwo)w‘wdbcdﬁd}bw&}}iuw %YYY

B G5B Lot g gy Ul gt (6 ;Ko 4 e o3l (V. RobiNsON, 1973: 218
Chimel ) 557 ;x5 Jo (o 0is 5 05 Wy 49, (pl 55001l oLl 5131 (g0 505 0 o~
.(v. California, 1969: 752

@J};ﬂgjihgﬁizw;r&,yuwg,m_mg.\fgj,_o,u»m\‘yﬁo,u,ﬁ);
4 e Sl ol 0303 1 e 43955 Go5la) ek 40 o (et 5 Sl 0l Lo
ol Slas ol wistls (55 e (ol 4 e 5 o |y gl ey (ol 28 e
3580 G5 Sal p e 155 5 1) (g3l Gl gt b sl (sl e s
B das 515 Sy o3l 30 |y ol Kows Lt ey el ol ity 0358 oo i
o3l (6, 8ns 31 (6,8 sl b 515 (sl Ty ol Sn 457 (500 S o ekl 68 1
}mﬁ,u@u.gig.g.‘.\@\og”Q,ya\ﬁ;,g.g,-uc)uwwﬁu;\\pj;
1 p3Y DLl gze (6,83 51 s 4 3513 G el 12 5 o g0 e b aind (5,8
|,uoTr€»4§;i|5\J;‘.\M plsil e 32l p2 0 LYo wﬂcwwwusu
ar g 95 Olas 63 g, e L .(Chimelv. California, 1969: 762) (A4S 5 ub b jises
3553 gt (K0 3l a3 0B s 1y 0 Y5 By 5 1 ey el
35 S8 0ds dlos S (w3l 4 Ay 5 Ogminl) o8 Iy DLES bl e
3k 0T o pate ade LV a5l pl a3 STz o 35l SIS gie O3 o
.(United States v. Robinson, 1973: 223) &l sl

5 4,5 SE LB a5 085 6 S 3l g e b OBl se Loyl 3 ) Lo
Loin) (o S5 ke Olos Lo Lol e 0l o y3b 0 S 15 O gl 5 Jo (o lrentis
555 3 e Ol g .(Corradi, 2013: 943) wsls (6 s (Luddy Ctol oi g wils e Jy¥s
o Sl Doy eizils SIS (65 Ol i sl (3l S T e (6505 g

United States v. Finley, ) Lab «sls &g b w3l ol 6l ooy S 51 6,505 4 55



e 80T a9 ol o 8l cw il Cus ge
g

sk Sl 4 Llodew y ame opl & O guisly (So iy 53 Jle Ol s> L3 (2007: 259
53 e S o5 Sl (55 (6, 8s e e G503 a5 s 0dh Sens et
20T Jlzl i 51 s o ogne s Glate s (5 52 o735 0k PVl § gy (5055
2358 B 6 Ss S ey 50p3b o dsB Jgatia il 5 n ale s JY5 L OO aiS
Lil s s blse Ole S ol 5145 5,8 IVl baoki 5 [S03 55 Sl bl (et
sk 1 .(United States v. Gordon, 2012: 1011) 5,1, 545 3,3 T e S 5
Sl 51 B slassstome bl 4 ol jon il w3k pke SLcubem (Soulis 0T
A sl s (g i Ll b o S| oS S e o
Sl 5 03,8 S ey oSl 3550 bl 3 0953 sbbl 53 s Lal Lo usles 330l e
5L ooke sLsl S gme s LT s SI SleMbl ol zals
Soisp Sty ool a8 dis S IVl 5l oy 53,08 Jle o sls ol
S 4 5 n 4 1 09k (55 (5 Kws (S 3oty Wl 5 o i ol ya 8 (0 g
35 Sk Gamd Slas (People v, Diaz; 20111 501) 3,8 515 ek (owy3b 3,40
5Bt s (6 3 e olad b5 5 gmn D9y gy 3b 48T L3 ST IVl T B 50 (50
S 9k sand SLas (United States v. Murphy, 2009: 405) Coul jles 4l zee JJs Loa>
S 0 (o33l 53 ey Sl Lo a5 L) 35 SBlge 55T o) 5o sk g p o
B ) 55 (o )3 ity o8 ks LS S s S pel ga ol jan il
Mol b agma ol an 52l 5 oen Oy o3l Sl oy 857 25381 (65 Gamd SVl
550 0 (el & e 9 35155 ey Sl 5 aile e Vs a g DI U L5514
JYs 5168 05 8 s it and Sulg 3 (s cdles pll ol pen il Sl

1. Diaz.
2. Murphy.
3. Flores-Lopez.



\Yvas dw)‘éjwo)w‘wdbcdﬁd}bw&}}iuw %va

2 oST (sl 4235 5 gmn O gy sl 5 8o e Js Lo Ole dlasly slaml 53 g 55
i (Gl LS Olosl ol b o)l Gl Sl egin oy (25 o0 s oy~
5 8lo s b5 4 s Sy b5l 5 padeis Gl lodeld mn 58l 5H 0 0 kiy 5 0o
(Lendino, 2012: P. 2) xzzd8 0T JUS™ 51 Solua Culg 3 5 63,55 €11 Ll ol
S o5l Sy & s o8k ekin s 55 hiddas (gand DS o,Lal U5 (S
o33 0B (6 1 OWlbus dor ST pl 3 LS b oS 1o ol 500 o o e il 1 5L
ol B n s cles S el oo a0 o (a1 OT ol o il 0 (8, K0s 5l oy
O3 3 ol il Szt Sl 51 S0 1SS L 658 S Wlesls gl Ul
£55 J O Sl 5L

ol yar G G ol ks Lol o o 0I5 4y (6, K0 Sl gy 3l 0k (6 i Sl
ah Al OT 3 eddgslule b ladins 5 Ogminly B CSTL Aslen 0T SleMbl
33 8350 bl ol (ilulr s s e OT 53457 (6 &K Syl oS I s
S 1y o s ol e ol S i ST 03,8 0 513 o o S szl
23 odota VLT (slaolSsls lad ST 25l ey e tees I I O b 03,55 b
Dot pgre oMb (3l O pSa sl 457 5 bOles Llos S ASTE IVl ool 4 5
S IVotrl Olos L s i 015 51 55 o s il el 6,003 S g (05
Sl by BB o831 58 e (glaass iews )3 K3 3 e s 3b 3 Jeol bV
United States v. Gomez, 2011: 1134; United States v. Valdez, 2008: 3; United )
o o opdli Sl cwy5L 51 Jol= LY v cen 4 ((States v. Deans, 2008: 1085
SlﬁewewdsudYMla\M,@#qw&\l{..u;l{j,l.'\i&ls.u_l{)grp
3503 5533 &S5 4T Sl AL 1 (6 iy e 0S5 itale Blod 4y of o il
ST o 35 ol pan A (g9



e 80T a9 ol o 8l cw il Cus ge
rro

Gt 5l S & g bl il 3 2 o jan il glac bl s gladle s
5 et Dbl sLj ez Ljls 5 )8 OT 51 i bt 5 5 9ealS S5 ilen 0T
O e lad ¢ Jals g a (Al (g s BB OT 5o b 51 0,55 0T 53 Wl 3 0 o7 o0 5o
(S SleMbl (S gl 5815 da gy s Ko g0t 18 1 ys aSL ¢ wled Gl
b 3 e s bo 33 B o gas g il e Sl il il e g4l slaasl
Sadle &5 15 SNl 5 slal 3,0 o8 ol ot ol fo JlE $SC3g S oKaws oyl
OTL 5 S 055 ol yad 5l 53 05 00 (s S oo od (SO (5la 3 508 5555 iy
s 13 613 pe 350 L SN Gy b I
3950 Jail & (cIES ) sluws STTus  SSU Voo Ul gy 45505 &K o
Coin b g pbar b (ot Sl (S S0 3 1) ASL Bl 55 ol er pge
st b ST A8l axbls 5 g5 ol jen ol sl gl ) (Kb i L &K G 5 Sl
bl sl SU gdelS ladw) 03, o jan Jlois| Combge b Coyg,0 0T OUS
2335 50 (SN (Ss SI G S 1555 Eand s ped (S 35 e itte Jlo DYl
2l el 1 g lagl Bl Y sane Sl 48 0T oils alas sl
G 3 Dl 0l (6 8 Sl b ol i 1B et g ol e il 2 S 555
S Oologl opl bl s B ol jen (558 5 ml Slomis 53 &SSL 0T o8 s
355 r S OT Sl ey GLOOb] ST &) e gte ol pon il 5 gudoeall g5 oy 0
sdloms LAl msl 5, 0plil s o )18 ey Slastl 5o (Jlaws b Lal DL giee oS
53 FesBE L 3 S 5,5 5 (6 ke bt L 0T & gie (6,503 3l g (o03b 58
;W\Q)jf.éQj.,\g.slfé\Gpra;'-Qb)&blj\&:&jg&&:ﬂi&l{olﬁﬂw)jlf

.bbjf



\Yvas dw)‘éjwo)w‘wdbcdﬁd}bw&}}iuw %YY?

2L 4y 53 659 680w I s ol yon il w5k O Y-
35 05k (0w S|y (3l ol 2 (f2e Oy Soin 03 LB 3 So s 4 S|
oo ;53 SleMbl 5ol s il w3l (5 0ol ol S e o515 31 BLSH  gee 4
)t{,ﬁalﬁﬁ&wpgc.\ﬁ;f\‘gmb@,ujﬁ@j@,guj,;.;,\mﬂ,\sﬁ,;
oyl (53l B o oS Wilos g1 135 95 1 3 gekmn sl 3,58 5 Skl b ladite 1L lazsls
ol Lol ol o (25 Jgame las )8 5o o aie ol 515 OLbleas suee (sl pules
Al 51 5,118 o o il & L O il s (Sokin 53 43 5 S (g 5,4

ol o 526 53 Olgs ¢STU b o iS4 e S ol an ol SleMbl oy 5L
4 i oo b Jas e o zes f¥s Lais 5 (05T mer 4 (o 3500 ST 50 S 058 oo
o 523 OWs (A s i b (KeIT, 20131 405) S o1 $SGST 55 gite (5 S
il S pe (11 0T bl (6 s BB ol i 5 iy 5l i 5 0T (5 800
Sl ol b6 S5 daly o8 Wl S sl LNV 4 el jos 5 o )3b & o 0
o 35 oS B A 5 Sl oyl IS 3 ediidand ol jon (A () 681 aar
oo ;53 SleMbl ¢ 4 (Y (Snyder, 2011:155) 358 S el sy 50 o3 LS
Sl il 4 B3 L Ol bl a5 &K s i Sl 1 Sgline of on a5 s
JY> i lis 55 o pas o Dbl i (¢ (United States v. Park, 2007: 9)
Smallwood v. United State, ) coul Hls,y e 5 (6 2w Caeal )l e DL o ale e
oo ;5 SlEMb! CaaS 5 CutS 0 S5 @ 55 Lol e ol 3l amel (F ((2013: 740
col yan ks (&5 (United States v. Park, 2007:8) 5,151, oo gz o > (AU &5 oT s
5 Blay Bigiomn o sl> o guatnn szme O3 (g s3b 51 b & Sl B3 o 0 >
523 o A Sl e Dol por G5 53 5 g g0 ke e Jlo| Y Lod
.(United State v. Smith, 2009: 955) 5 ;I Sk Coenl



e 80T a9 ol o 8l cw il Cus ge
rv

),m{r@.gﬂ;;\6631},,1,\;\0;;,\;%‘&);1%L;a,u,ﬁ,;w,\{éwaw
3 5 09y (g3l Jgadin 55,8 oo 513 o JolST U287 55 5 553 o0 2ol IS
Gois 5 L5 ,als” JILus o sls Las .(United States v. Chadwick, 1977: 15) & ,8
o5 oyt e 5oty B0 i ol o il Lo b oy 57 Wle 57 IVl TS
o sls Las (United States v. Park, 2007: 1) s OT SleMbl oyl 4 jlons
(i (503 31 g (53 i ol it il 487 Wikizen S5l 0ulig o' 087 o
A 313 1y g SUeMDI I (315 a0 53 SblE ol pen il oK oS
(Fre s Solis Slaely (o 5 G205 el oled bs g L SB o s
ol o il Lo gy 5) 35l 3 3 1y ekt Gl Koy o sy sla kb ¢ oo
L5k 03 S ol jen il 58 31 55 e el G35 e el S
pla 2% 5 056 Coles awlid i Uil e oS (United States v. Park, 2007: 8)
el o513 o gaden  gmen Ok SleMbl
A jo (L s ol por 5 (o 5l 4 S SKaws g 5023l S
5 omely ool Lade Jald gme (peed Gt LBl o )5 Sl ol e il 5L S
4 a3 3 g 3 6 e 8 Blian S 5l 5515 LY (6356 31 (6,8 s
Ol &S 355 o SEMb! & Gk Cudgdous Oady o jiwd Easl ol an il oS
3 om o3k 4SS - (Gershowitz, 2008: 41) Cs gt oo 5> 0T eSS
Sski 5 Al o aler Sl age Ol ot LB g3 sl 35 Ol 3 (K
3 e JPoskilas ol il ol ol sl (65 Cblasly 4 B3 Oltaz (S o
4 )l3ly 1) e (0T 51 el L 3o Oledbl Cod 1 1SS 457 s (65 U3 a5 5 Jl sl

Al J ST 5 O i Sl A6 Dl ks a5 oS el OT e O 5 508 0l

1. Chadwick.
2. Park.



\Yvas dw)‘éjwo)w‘wdbcdﬁd}bw&}}iuw %YYA

U5 e ot ST 51 8 e (ol ol gitle agie (S am I OT SO 5 ol an
Ao go oo 4 (B 5 S L) s ol pen il (38 55 (61465 B S|
ol e (6, 8ns Gl 4 WOT (5l (S0 0 Sl b Al axils ogin (6,8
Wl Sl o g o a5 3 3bae 150

S ek 056 & Wlos ST IV zul el (g0 ks 53 lagl Jlo o sls Silas
United ) oS o mio 81 5 gomn st O3y ok ;S g ol o il Sl a5
s cLsl ol s o) G Jgedie ol jan 5l 45| o (State v. Smith, 2009: 956
MBI (g0 g o Sl i Olseas | ol jan 6 asale- (Parker, 2012: 429) co
S Wlos S IVl 59 Sl (Go kg 5 )3 Iy 5 Jle o a15 S5 .l 03 S Slulis
oj,\{wu'l{l{m}sqmgu;jl,ul@,b}'g\,mgwlgr@jlomwolﬁﬁd&
.(Smallwood v. State, 2013: 735) diles §guzn b ol 51 OT SleMb| s

Aol wgze (595355 (o3l Ol & Likizen S8 0y 4 0kisS Sk L3
92355 4 e (oo s Ol Sl Il bl al 3 b o5 93 Sale) b s & S 3l g
S95355 33 Gl e Y5 5 90l 1S £33 5 ABL awdls 3525 OT 05,5 Sl gimes
A Ll sl ys CEs L (Arizona v. Gant, 1970: 232) il Jazses s (sl 555 e
ot o Sl el eepbse ol pan il (6l 05 3d= B sl b b s
S (Kerr, 2018 405) s oo wgze 3 ol 3l ol pan il 5 5 4 ol ge (6 S
P 53 Ay o 4 )l 3z ol en il o et 55 Oloen 93 b G
O e 3l S ep s L3S ST b s oSG 4 LS b ol e ol gL
! 3058 5 Gl 53 ol (s &7 3,8 a5 L bl 63 87 Gl G5B ) egte of jen

1. Smith.
2. Mallwood.



80T Sl g0l ped 5l ol G s
v S

wlo e J¥s 3 s bzt Lol jon (&5 ST (w5 51 oy &2 25 25050 ST 55

(Gershowitz, 2008: 49) ol sl sl o CSCh b gme (6 Sws 4 jie p o b Lt e
ol o oyl 55 i Ol 5 LS 4w mes Jlel Hsad b sylge ST 58 s Sl
CaSi b i 45 Sl 03,55 285 ey 571 > (KeerT, 2013: 405) ool 0 oLzl s
@\O@ﬂ:pw\frﬁ); At o £ 4 sl s (6305 350 B SVl oyl
Sge Blalb 53 Bl 32 0 Olipas ogie ol jon il (28 55 il Gla oS 4l
S5 6 S 5 S ezl OS5 b odd 5151 Sla el ojled & (i s b jukons
Lot B 4 a3l sy Cand s pl ol ldS 53 ST s e al 5 e
3l jlelay ool o 585 0 AS” g b o £ 85 5l ol o il (5SS sl o
3 Bl G gt ol pon il DT (3l 53 (6 SEes & mte o BV 028 b s
Ll ol an il b Jas e ol 53 SO 1 B 8 Sl sk b od e ol e )
Sl 5o 5 Sl ol 5l (65 3l 5 J ST SN el pen 2l i S ks ar g
5 SosTpar Baa b wgma ol pan ils o3l Jarl 3 ol S Sl 485 15 ey el
b Sl Shme e Cand 53 NS ek Dl i Sl e Y i
st 53 1 ol e Gl ¢ gy 3L Dy ST L led AT 6B s 1 e ol s il DS
oo s 4 el L olpas il Lo e ol 53 (o ey S Sl e 15 B0l

.;5\%?,.&;“\,&31:@,;\{4{gifwgﬁu,o,.g.m,:dgdg;ﬂ;;\

Slgles ) slcms 5 5,55 & Ko I e ol pep G o5l oo e Y
Al o 53 53 31 5 (a3l 53 3 i Ss G SS w5 el YoV e s (65
G 33 G 5 (ST o ge ol o G 0t 1 ey (A5 o 8 028 ol e
S L 05 K Ko 5 Wz Olge L aS ol ol oyled a0 6555 15,5 o yan
Lge Vs S Gl BSOS o ) iy o okb 053 (B S 55 58T 53 S S



\Yvas dw)‘éjwo)w‘wdbcdﬁd}bw&}}iuw %Yf

AR R T a,uﬁfuﬂw oo GRS s 50,0 led SUs) 4 6500 ele!
r@wvﬁjﬁﬁw“e&wgﬁfswstg&ﬁiw‘aﬁ)‘}xﬁ*d}*}‘ww
Slser 65 (6 K3 Ol 55 e S e Sl odipdlel o psT Lods sy s .o
.@%islﬁ\)mg&»gyéﬁizw;ou;ﬁ;fdpw,mw,ﬁw'@,;.wm
“2il3 gy egin e 53 (5 i yddue g I3le 475 ST EKE Be g pl (S 53 iy
w)jl{):c\?:\:j\jﬁuwflewﬁ.Afafpbubv.g.ugj}»ml;’))wb\.v\ilf
Bl DLiS ol plal b Slams b amlal 5 58S (R3S 4 B3 egie I
b o (s ke aSn ol g iS
Lol 1y s s olan (o558 5o Oy s p3b 5 Jool Y3 Jllal o515 51 ()55
S K3 3l o o3l ) 4T Izl I b s S 3515 LS ol (6o Samds oLa5 .5 S
United States v. Wurie, 2009: ) ol 4§ iy gus it g I3 L 5 3 5doms &y gots (59
S L S IVaul o gard Dlas .ol 03;&56)?@54{&@&,(104
ot e Jlsel 53 Jsame sla oy 5b Cmslem Sl elis 1 (nl 03 ey Sz D5 (0L
ook Ay edoia VL (slaalE sl L3 5455 3 BE| o7 o ) (65 (6,50
Db goes Sk b S8z s b el T S e e sesled Clasl Ll
Jro 3T by 5 s Soslad Sblosl gy 0nl5l 0 gze Sl okbidans Jigel s
bd‘yxﬁﬂ‘a‘6@)3.@‘6&»3).\&:@)}\{()}*%“.fwyl{:hﬂj&.ka‘j‘r@
ASTE sl a5l Al el 3 b pgme s o oo e ol YHY 5 alid JISaLE (655
03,5 2R 158 (po s o ol pen G DM s gy ey b L ey 5758
odiwS bYs 5 e (69 e Sows I 5 (United States v. Wurie, 2013: 6-8) <.l

e S35 o5 50T b ot Sle 3 b )



e 80T a9 ol o 8l cw il Cus ge
ve)

Mo o ol (A ()il Casgin Slp SIBT e 8099 oy T
(59 (S ;5w
oy 3 ST AR ) (55 Can Some (T Mo Ols DS Tl S suss Blple b L
3,5 szl (6,8 5l ey 3l 4 S35 ol pod G s 3L 3 355 5 Shas gles s
23k ALl Jgl s Sy s 3 41y ek Yozl ol Jle Ols Sl oy 71 S
1o 4 Glaze 5 1 &Sl p a3 5 Sl (ol 31 (65185 ¢ Jo (o (s0is & s 3 s
bl 5 Copler my (g0 28 45 Wiy dime Jlo Olpps Slas Sy ST LABL e po 5
United ) Coul & gl s 5oy 5 53 13 9dee 5 4 50 ooy 5L SHiislata ol jon 2l 5L
S gimen 5 O gl S S Jo o b S5 ity LSS (States V. Wurie, 2013: 9
=S 5 AS sl Sl b gadar ST Dbl olien il Uigdy a sladies o OT
o sls aSul P 35 o (510gSS ol pon il 53 odspel &S ol 3131 o gt SleDb
23 okdio ;353 DleMb b il s domis Lz Ol 2815 Dol s 457 LS jallsS a5
) 0SB Calem 5550 Sl b 5,) Wl 5 ol A | (S ) 3 g 5 5 5l s 5l
Ol o503 (65855 51 (50 (o o sle Comdly ISl 51 0565 80 ok 3b
w5 S sa 5,5 45 S1.(Fishman, 2013: 1017) ol ok o5 o guast o o 40 S
Sl s (59555 5 5eb as 53 J5 el pmlio (55355 0o 55 0 sl ) o5 5 3
235 ool LTI Sl ol slowl o sas o > bdlal) 3 lo s Sl mlon
S ISt (Sl o By 4 Sl oS Bl ) g L 550050 el S
A DL w5l 4T s Adtae ey SVl B0 b LS Sl e
ssb Gy Sz s G5 o i SAE (Bl Gy 4 S L o ol e

&li;)jw))'b.;)y\)a\ﬁb&él:);oﬁokbsﬁy‘_;uwm)'\éiéfpjsjw



\Yvas dw)‘éjwo)w‘wdbcdﬁd}bw&}}iuw %Yf\’

0 tS ol jos il 5 U Cnd 51 (ST Olgd (g0ip 55 DlaE SN ST el 313 513
{(United States v. Sheehan, 1978: 30) L3 5 038" (A5 Sbes oy Lo 5 1) gt (S |
Sl 03,5 sl ey 12 1y (e s 0l rgite ol o A 45 S S ples (] 05
e kY3 S 6356 5 65 5K (78 S 4 e plad (4 gte D31 Gl 3o oS
Colil 03,8 sl (g3l (1 1) (i a5 s s a1 ol 1G5 5
ol (3l Db gimn 503 A5le ol e il SleMbl 45 s S IV izl (Jle Ol s SoLas
Sl LSl 038 b o iws S5 6356 B L oS L S oSS S
lad Sl (63 5l 5 o B (65L Db g 1 50T il nasel e pals Sled|
313 3,558 55 ey ol 3 (aka O ey (Sodig s ay STLs S IVl Jle Oy
23U 93 (6 4 &S Ls g Aizme OT bate o) 51 .(United States v. Wurie, 2013: 20)
55 b BOT o s 5l 0 pbo s 5 itz 57 4 3)15 3 g ol jan il
(Lo BOT (po s o o (236 O sl 5 Jo (i glrelis 03 my (op 3l 7 23
5 it 5 Llg e 58 ol pen il LA (05 cpl ol pan il (S5 HSSS b

Sl 03 5 o 511y LEL 5 gkome
S d S ams Jle Olps Slas o ST Cul Il s Slas bl Yzl S
Sl ol jar il ol O il sois 3 L& SIS 1 Soglize ol jan il oKaws
of yor 1l 53 Sl 90,55 fB oy el S| oyl aST Sl paded 5 o s Sledb
s o el o 20 4 S O sy S0l S 55 Jlas 0 D5l o) Blowd 4 L o
Oy e sieS S oo IVl okiy ) 5o Jle Ol Las o ST s s
s U3 Sa gy 53 odddol (6,80 5l ey il Sl elan 5 DL s
ook sads 4 JY ) ol as o5 55 SLas (United States v. Wurie, 2013: 12) (ol

1. Sheehan.



e 80T a9 ol o 8l cw il Cus ge
vev

3 oo tal Lo a4 W8 e an ulg 5o 5 S e s (6, S I ey
o 4 Jlo e )3 Wl 5 side ol e A 1 (w3l 3 s UL (b 5 (6,8 sl
;\:,u,,acwuomt,wmp&{w>,~\>ﬁr@qﬂ:¢>¢;ww”4{@\;@
S Ll § e ol o 5 SIS 5L ) st 5 o b S sk s s
ol j T D (ST 4 zmte Ll ol jar il DM 5L S 3 pdy e S S
356 31 S sl Sl ol pon S g3k 53 ey (3 1 n)  osBle 55 el @
35 ol en il &S p el e ol en il 53 3 g ge et gl zue Vs LI L
3 gnd i g 31 s S OT (o3l 5 ol €88 135 ks J 287 5 st
wab,syj‘saaﬁéwsj‘mﬂﬁcwo‘ﬂﬂjwoﬁ%w;)\ewb‘;,a‘f.
5ol pan AT a0l 03 0l e OB el 5l ol g o st o - R
(ol s Oen 3 056 o saty OT Luley 457 S 3131 o gt o o 0T AL
s S ilsn Ol ol b I sl wals (6805 (S aas nl 55 058 Sl S
a8 syls 1y Sledbl o sd Skl T cal 2wy (blge S s Jgene g3k
Lleeal i 8 Gl (slaodip s Sl S ol 313 o goast o > (slasasly
M o5, 8 1 ys ¢S Sl laolKims &8 aiS sbow | oLl b alaily 5 1y (sl
358 Jold 5 1) 13l o gt Glaply 5 s (St 113 pabd S
Ot 3k AL Al ¢y (6 5 Sl e of o A5 5L U .(Gambale, 2014: 16)

3,153,508 e ol o il ey 53 0ol oyl 550150 ST o a1 (5 Sas

I8 meio of yors (i Jwy3b b Ay 53 (5339 SON9p S 9T wd F-Y

59 S Swd
22 b 8 S a5 Ol 53 8 Conl (6, K005 5l ey s 3b gr Er S355 S0
Lyl a Yl Sl e 3l 5,05 0T o SV oSS 35 o a5 o > (Solisp



\Yvas dw)‘éjwo)w‘wdbcdﬁd}bw&}}iuw %Yff

ol (59555 4 Sl Glyss 4 by o o Gokis s Sl Soglize 0lis 93 Sl
2olse 268 5,8 JSo 600 4w s) ol o s (Son 5 555 2 5 3 3525 ol e
Soslise oy 53 53 g3l Sloien) Lol 2 (L0 AL (6 BB 55 ol en il eyl
BY5 03,5 ol s S ek Sl & T LSS e soin g 3 o
$033 Goisp 53 45 (Jlmy3 02,055 2 5 agin U5 el Comd el 00 5 (60bs Llowd 45 aile 2na
DM 03,87 ol w3 51 35 ot 31 (S e 3 s S ol e il 03,87 2505
ol a2 B G
S e G803 s mn 4 Wlos ST Vil O gl oy 53 LS 4 S
33l 5 S5y S s 5L 55 Ol o Ul gal (S S e (6,0 556
Sokis gy 53 O Comgnay 0d Saus jaind il bde p S 3 Soss Sedking
RS> M & s (it s 5 e Sl Sl 8 8 Aol § i
S Ol L8 Rl O 0 a5 Ll (0TS0, 2010: 207) 5,145 3,58 Soss Gokis oo
3335 38 5455 6 e S ool OISl Yl LT o a 1SSl 4 snza VL
D (g 33b 8 AL o) 4 S s LS Sl 0y pl 03 1y Omialy S0U52
S Osdt ol 4 o (5503 28 sl 1> (S)55 (Sois g 53 ol pen i e
Sl 5099 Sokisp 53 e Ol Slas Jlo Il Bl O guinl ) Godig p 45 45 8 &y g0
58 5 s (6553 (W5 mr 4 e Ol o el (g3l (510 IVl 51,58
ol {‘j‘}j 303 6 25 53 031 &S s ias ol Sl T (S 5L g c.Q;:i:-*’-’
ssbal Colioa bl onl )3 0314 Sl (a3l (ST gte (6 S 315 ol a4 35
Jya b o e 4 55,5 p A oge S s & Gy s> Ll st Sl 031 55 fes
o8 b b e 4 3555 1 031 cpl 3 (S dpene 55 o 5 06 b il 0 53



e 80T a9 ol o 8l cw il Cus ge
reo

4T Bl B> o3l b ek s 031 £ 5 ol S e PO I I
B bl o8l e 5 s Sl Jlsal s b 2o st e (6,8s 1 ey aboBO
R N N R N A T LR e PR
swldjjf,é.b“l,&al@a.;j\;ﬁ(ﬁ&Y;;L&;&lg@ﬁu«{.\;\}zwmw}
(23l sl 3 5 Il ST 13 sl 0l b Ll Sl g ol ) Sl (6l e
e 3 STl ety (S Sn g3le g5 31 el ol ST Jal sl Ol Jlgal a1
ol STl sl wsls s 1y @it Sl s Wil 5 o 0T (glgome &7 Sl s sl
Jilos (b las e 6 5 Sl plgl &5 Jlm s ksl 5 3 QBT col e 5 ¢ 55 51 sl
O3 (o3 & oo i 4 (bl (el DB I3 5 (o sl g1l ol Stea)
3 S o il b )y ey ST S G568 GYSGI L5 0T 5 e
.3)13l,cwds@_us@f;u?&@g(ﬂ;fu&Mfdljw1

SN e Ok (o 3k (2 brand b e b (Jlelss OLad &y 25T ) 0 o
United ) Liles " ololid g5 (oo od o (b0 oy S 511 a5 ol en )
oalee sl Ll bl 4y ol ma el ¢ Jle Ol g5 Solas (States v. Wurie, 2014: 14
Jgame g 25 Jgodin ply 3 530 5ie oSe 3T oo 513131 paded LDl (0,55 53
g0 3 g S LR b Bl 65150 sl p3m il gad o b 51 (LS 53,
S st o yat e by e Db S o 0Baly 5 it (S
Sl 103l sl Lol e a5 (Stillwagon, 2008: 1165) AxS” e oslewul dlaw g oy
S o o2l 5 S ol pon A e 5 Ll ez Jame (05 S Sl 5
AL oS OT 5 Ogmily 5 Jo (05 5 (slas 55T s

6l zee LYs Lads 5 ol Citel Lo a9 93 (B8 i e b e Ol OLaS

S s o B a Ll s ol ot Ly e |y e ol e A e D5 o0k 1



\Yvas dw)‘éjwo)w‘wdbcdﬁd}bw&}}iuw %Yf?

A S I3 el osbias ot 4 s Sl (555 o s Ll 5 55 Lol sk LOT
s e b 5 el w38 513 ek US55l 3 0T ez Oledb| 5 ogre o o
S O3 (ol 4 al B o8 21 T BT L el s 36 055 Lol 5 g 50
s AL 03 ST 5L 55 ~ Mo o505 5l 0¥ Sgmme STOT 51 5 051 0T Sl
23 3 gn Bl e JY5 Bis bl 4ol an il S| y3l sl st se 5
St e Jlol 2w 5 ol oy J 287 5 O3 i )3 ol o il & (I3 €310 0T
S bl SIS 885 (1 ek Sl 1 00 o sl e 0T DM 031 o
OT et Sl 51,8 gl b oo ol o il 53 b pnian (sle s ez JiYo
sl 1 S el Jomn ¢S5 53 OT (6,106 col jad il 05 87 i salst 4 il 5 a5 1

Sl OT SleMbl 5L st OT

‘el
s e 0 o3l B s euotaOVL Bl LS8 sa 5, S sa S e ol
Sl ol yon Gl 5 jal8 515 5 diley 3 g e g0 sm 53 b odd ;Kaws 55 Ul el
ol a8 ABL e (LB s 5 U sain b gt ol jad 20 050 il DL
Sla bbb agte ol pen (AL o, 5 5o ey el 0l BT 5 plerl Ll )l
e e OT SAeMb 5 g2 09y 55 40 p1B1 e e V> Lo 5y el Lo € a3
2bls o g ol il L pan (slo e JiV3 (5558 (o3l S1n (st sm > Sl S
0335 ek Sl o b ol ) Ces el #Oo (65 o e S e 45 AL
o e 9 RS ST oY e P63 a e S sl L ek D)5
Sl ooy g2 ol s 45| €310 1 oo ol jar 5 DADLI (5 4 o e DL
4 ) e o il oS Sl o515 (g0 OT 5 s (sllasl 5 5131 (o st o > LA

(53 53 31 o e ol o IS o) 31 5 g (50 3L o5 5505 1 0T o5



e 80T a9 ol o 8l cw il Cus ge
rev

el 03,8 sl 5 OT sdomza VU1 o Ol (1d 455 7 ool a3 5domn mb0
03 A s 08 a3 ) ey 53l S Likiznn (S35 Soin 53 Sl Olgs DLas
3,08 (65 (5Kt 1 ey e Sl o dands ol Al 5 e 050k

a5 6l 6 Kams 3 e el 03 s b gl &S Wdiae Jle Ol Silas
) el (BEL I3 o st oy o 1 (Slo o Ol oty oo ol ot 20 5 gme 09y (o5
25855 s 4l ol (6 s OISl ok 5 Gl 555 (550 (Sliae 035 62 2 (61 2 UVt
Sl (6,58 (Slius 5 5 o7 Sl (5 928 4y Vil oSzl .l sl 5 ST 5 )
2 oy el S S5 S gme b (55 6 Sn 1 g e ol ped il 3l s
jlmljv.g:..aa\ﬁnd.&.l:@[o)&b\4§>)\..U&&L,,SLL,ASL;@}):W\@&)))“U}%
Ol giome 33 J gorn (5 gt S5 g3l ) STz s 13 sl 3500 (S5 (6 S
aih (SL5 45555 Glas 4 3l ol b e b EST Olaz A5l s 35 K
A3l e ek S50l ST ST Colem (65 g gt o Sl il 056 65l (635
555 ame s o3l 3ys0 LOT (6 SEus 5l L |y megie ol jad ils S| o7
Oake 53955 bl K05 ety gl sbzal 4oy T 55 o ol e s a1 3 4B
o3l 350 OT Ol (6, 8an 51 g 1y losy g5t 05 3131 ot Sij L &,
sy sTows 51 S Olssas ol e ool &S o 50 Wb osyoplil ol H1 3 S8
Dby o st o L Sl 3 3 Glej Slidtie b Opde (5SS
S5 er 538 Cale, 056 0a b ASb o e (g UaS 4 bl 5 e 53 (5 R sl
255 Kaalen by (550555 alan b3l 3 olezs



\¥4S Ol VLJW ol oid dlo (g ,aS Bsi 23y aslilad

o Al ) Sle gl 60y o8ams I ey Slma s eslize) ((VFAY) sl o Lo —

oA anlihad (OT lasysliws 5 odote VLI Jlo 01> olds gag) 45 (oo s
A S bbb adle oKsila @S G i

WO SB CaaS' o 55 53 (oo gt o Lutel 1 (A8 Culam (VT )l g (Lo —

Y 0l oRsils wlidprm gl G g asllad

/0
LS

— Blane Michael M. (2010), "Reading the Fourth Amendment: Guidance
from the Mischief that Gave it Birth”, 85 N.Y.U. L. REV.

— Corradi, Sara M. (2013), "Be Reasonable! Limit Warrantless Smart
Phone Searches to Gant’s Justification for Searches Incident to Arrest",
63 CASE W. RES. L. REV.

— Deryl 111, George M. (2011), A Case of Doubtful Certainty: The Court
Relapses into Search Incident.to Arrest Confusion in Arizona v. Gant",
44 IND. L. REV.

— Fishman, Clifford S. (2013), "Searching Cell Phones after Arrest:
Exceptions to-the Warrant and Probable Cause Requirements”, 65:4
RUTGERS LAW REVIEW.

— Gambale, Anthony J. (2014), "First Circuit Prohibits Warrantless Search
of Cellular Phones", 2:12 SUFFOLK UNIVERSITY LAW REVIEW
ONLINE.

— Gershowitz, Adam M. (2008), "The iPhone Meets the Fourth
Amendment”, 56 UCLA L. REV.

— Kerr, Orin S. (2013), Accounting for Technological Change, 36 HARV.
J.L. & PUB. POL’Y.

— Lawton, Margaret M. (2012), "Warrantless Searches and Smart phones:
Privacy in the Palm of Your Hand?", 16 U. D.C. L. REV.



80T Sl g0l ped 5l ol G s
re o

— Lee, Cynthia (2010), "Package Bombs, Footlockers, and Laptops: What
the Disappearing Container Doctrine Can Tell Us About the Fourth
Amendment”, 100 J. CRIM. L. & CRIMINOLOGY.

— Lendino, Jamie (2012), "How to Remotely Disable Your Lost or Stolen
Phone", PC, http://www.pcmag.com/article2/0,2817,2352755,00.asp.

— Logan, Wayne A. (2001), "An Exception Swallows a Rule: Police
Authority to Search Incident to Arrest", 19 YALE L. & POL’Y REV.

— Orso, Matthew E. (2010), "Cellular Phones, Warrantless Searches, and
the New Frontier of Fourth Amendment Jurisprudence”, 50 SANTA
CLARA L. REV.

— Oxton, Chelsea (2010), "The Search Incident to Arrest Exception Plays
Catch Up: Why Police May No Longer Search Cell Phones Incident to
Arrest Without a Warrant”, 43 CREIGHTON L. REV.

— Parker, Eunice (2012), "Traffic Ticket Reasonable, Cell Phone Search
Not: Applying the Search-Incident-to-Arrest Exception to the Cell Phone
as “Hybrid”", 60 DRAKE L. REV.

— Snyder, Ashley B. (2011), "The Fourth Amendment and Warrantless Cell
Phone Searches: When Is Your Cell Phone Protected?”, 46 WAKE
FOREST L. REV.

— Stillwagon, Bryan A. (2008), " an End to Warrantless Cell Phone
Searches", 42 GA. L. REV.

— Tomkovicz, James J. (2007), "Divining and Designing the Future of the
Search Incident to Arrest Doctrine: Avoiding Instability, Irrationality,
and Infidelity", 12 U. ILL. L. REV.

— Warfield, J. Patrick (2010), "Putting a Square Peg in a Round Hole: The
Search-Incident-to-Arrest Exception and Cellular Phones”, 34 AM. J.
TRIAL ADVOC.

\Ao.ﬁjﬁr

— Arizona v. Gant, 556 U.S. (2009).

— Chambers v. Maroney, 399 U.S. (1970).
— Chimel v. California, 395 U.S. (1969).

— Draper v. United States, 358 U.S. (1959).
— Katz v. United States, 389 U.S. (1967).


http://www.pcmag.com/article2/0,2817,2352755,00.asp

\Yvas dw)‘éjwo)w‘wdbcdﬁd}bw)}iuw %YQ

— People v. Diaz, 244 P.3d (Cal. 2011).

— Preston v. United States, 376 U.S. (1964).

— Smallwood v. State, 113 So. 3d (Fla. 2013).

— United States v. Belton, 453 U.S. (1981).

— United States v. Chadwick, 433 U.S. (1977)

— United States v. Deans, 549 F. Supp. 2d (D. Minn. 2008).
— United States v. Gomez, 807 F. Supp. 2d (S.D. Fla. 2011)
— United States v. Gordon, 895 F. Supp. 2d (D. Haw. 2012).
— United States v. Finley, 477 F.3d (5th Cir. 2007).

— United States v. Murphy, 552 F. 3d (4th Cir. 2009).

— United States v. Park, (N.D. Cal., 2007).

— United States v. Robinson, 414 U.S. (1973).

— United States v. Sheehan, 583 F.2d 30 (1st Cir. 1978).

— United State v. Smith, 920 N.E.2d (Ohio 2009).

— United States v. Valdez (E.D. Wis. 2008)

— United States v. Wurie, 612 F. Supp. 2d (D. Mass. 2009).
— United States v. Wurie, 728 F.3d (1st Cir. 2013).

— United States v. Wurie, 728 F.3d(U.S. 2014).



Abstract % 259

Prohibition of Mobile Inspection and its Requirements (An
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Abstract

Defendant's mobile inspection after his arrest is a lawful manner for inspection
immediately after his arrest so that police can obtain the eriminal evidence. In the
recent years, this case has confronted with some critics which-shed doubt on the
goals which had created such permission. That being the case, diversity of views
has become popular in the judicial system-of the US. However, significant
arguments were raised by the United States High Court in 2013 for the case of the
Wourie. The arguments were about the prohibition of defendant’s mobile
inspection after his arrest which broke the impasse and was so useful for the other
courts. The arguments are to be examined in the present research.

Keywords: Judicial Procedures, Defendant's inspection after his arrest, Privacy,
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