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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 criminal 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
Waurie. The arguments were about the prohibition of defendant(sl 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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