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Violations to the Fourth amendment has frequently been happening in the US. In the case Weeks v. United States, 232 U.S. 383 (1914), the court made a decision that the constitutional rights of Weeks were violated. The case details revealed that the police invaded the home of Fremont Weeks without search warrant and seized some of the papers that implicated Weeks of transporting lottery tickets through mail. In conformity with the law, Weeks sued the police and petitioned for his possession to be returned arguing that his Fourth Amendment rights had been violated for the search that was conducted without warrant. 
In the ruling for Mapp v. Ohio, 367 U.S. 643 (1961), the ruling by the Supreme Court made a decision that the evidence that was obtained in violation to 4th Amendment could not be used in any state law criminal prosecution. This case is unique in its own way since it was the first time when the “exclusionary rule” was applied. The government refusal to return the possessions that belonged to Weeks was a clear violation of the Fourth Amendment.  The act of seizing private documents from a citizen and holding them as an evidence against them showed that the Fourth Amendment rights which protected the citizens from  searches and seizures was of no value to the police (Johnson, 2016). 
Weeks and Mapp ruling had a significant impact on the entire application of the Fourth Amendment since initially the police were not allowed to violate these rights in pursuit for evidence. Further, the unwarranted intrusion of private property was protected by the unanimous decision by the court. As a result, the evidence that was obtained illegally could not be used in the federal courts. However, the cases did not have impact on the protection the Fourth Amendment rights by the state courts. The exclusionary rule was aimed at deterring the police misconduct which was in contravention of the constitutional provisions (Walker & del Carmen,  2014). .
The case is crucial in the judicial history of the US since it addressed the question of whether warrantless search violated the 4th Amendment rights. Further, the ruling also ruled on the issue of admissibility of evidence that had been used under warrantless search and used in Federal criminal case Prosecution. All these cases strengthen the 4th Amendment protection against unwarranted seizures and searches. These rulings also ruled out the admissibility of evidence obtained in such incidences. 
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