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This concludes our discussion of
the six basic requirements of the

phm view doctrine. It ;g ;mpm ant
tor the officer to reall i
order 1o jﬂiﬁﬁfﬁf
seizure of an ite

a wmmmﬂmg
of evidence under
the plain view & ctrine, all six of
these requirements must be met.
If any one of ah@m is not met, and
the officer cannot justify the seizure
under any of the exceptions to the
warrant requirement, the courts
will consider it an illegal search and
seizure, and anything seized will be
inadmissible in court.

CISIONS

MNote: Cases that arve co
pﬁmaﬂy imp@ﬁaﬁ?' %@

will be d egxgﬁam@ @
code: § - Judge, P - Py
Law Enforcement Officer.

Search and Selzure—Consent:

Pre-Trial Identification L

Defendant was convi
bery, Followingabankrobbe
f@ﬁ discovered a car

rs Eaiﬁw ﬁ@@z z,h

p@rm;«.gga@n ’f@ g@a
appeared extreme
search Gﬁgd@%&:f
uwmb%@ ﬂ;h@

whet @ﬂ?
it to be Lﬂ

v consent-

court noted, however, that

Bailey received the

M immdﬁ
igent §
ﬁ hat

%ﬂi?%
warning and signed a con

form.
These &ct establish Mm
Bailey knowingly reling

rights. The rem ining issue was
whether the consent was a product
of coercion or duress. A cloge
examination of the record dis-
closed that Mrs. Bailey consented

%@Q e belisved the search

WOUL wm@g‘ss@mﬁ her innocence.

’}% wever, expressly @;iga
AP officer’s statem

‘%’haﬁ* Mﬂ would b a “ ;ma@ﬁ

dow Tt m did not consent

1o ond search. Tlim tactic,

the said, could easily have

¢ -onsent im@hmi@;}”dm the

s had not been present.

10

was

shown

Police

14

ant,

TR

WA THR FTAT

RY

Admissions and Confessions L

Defendant was convicted of rob-
bery. He had participated in a bank
robbery in Maine. As a result of an
alert issued by the Maine State
Police Dapmtmem defendant was
apprehended and incarcerated in
‘iha/ State of Oklahoma. Two Maine
State policemen were dispatched to
Oklahoma to return the defendant
to Maine. Defendant walved
extradition.

Omne detective read the “Miranda
warning’’ to the defendant. He also
informed defendant that he was a
Maine Police Officer who was to
return him to Maine and smmd
that he wished to ask him some
questions. Defendant consented to

the interview and in the course of
questioning, gave the police a

confession and a detailed history of
the events leading up to and
E@L@Wimg the robbery. On the basis
of this and other evidence,
defendant was convicted of robbery
and appealed.

iz for the appeal was
claim that the Maine
id not fully inform him
atus in Oklahoma; that he
an Oklahoma polic

The court said tha z
a po M@ officer, acting in
i interrogates one sus-
ime he is required to
Spﬁm that (4) he is,
officer, and (B) he is
> interrogation im
ven though he i,

he jur isdiction m
k@ arrests. The
dugm question-
zen” not gwﬂ*mg
suibject o less
gg{w@ tioning by a
defe mjam was

Fﬁ*ﬁ‘; Ammj

om hig being
Q ﬁm 1, N@
detendant did
_ the ex planation
mplianc ce was m&d
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