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The Supreme Court Case ruling in Maryland v. Buie, 494 U.S. 325
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The Supreme Court Case ruling in Maryland v. Buie, 494 U.S. 325
On February 3, 1986, two men robbed a Godfather’s Pizza in Prince George’s County, Maryland. One of them had a red running suit. The same day, the police obtained arrest warrants for Lloyd Allen and Jerome Edward Buie and put Buie’s house under surveillance. On the 5th of that month, the police arrested Buie in his house. They found him hiding in the basement of his house. Once he was handcuffed, one of the officers went down into the basement to ensure there was no one else there and he saw a red running suit in plain view and seized as part of the evidence. The court denied Buie’s motion to have the running suit evidence suppressed and convicted him. The Maryland Court of Special Appeals acknowledged the trial court’s denial of the motion. However, the Maryland Court of Appeal reversed the ruling.
So the question was, does the Fourth Amendment prevent the police from making a “protective sweep” at the site of an in-home arrest if there is no danger posed to them or to others around? Justice Bryon R. White of the Court of Special Appeals delivered a ruling rejecting the motion. Potential risks for officers and other persons at the site of arrest must be assessed. In this case, the arrest took place in the suspect’s home heightening the officers’ risk of a possible ambush. The risk thus justified the protective sweep. In the reversion of the ruling by the Court of Appeal, Justice William J. Brenna, Jr. dissented the Court of Special Appeals ruling by arguing that the protective sweep demonstrated the intrusive unwarranted such that the Fourth Amendment sought to prevent.
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