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Probation Searches
People vs. Gutierrez
The case people v Gutierrez involved the Kern  County sheriff and Reynaldo Gutierrez. The main issue entailed the circumstances that an officer may detain a visitor while conducting a probation search. When the sheriffs arrived for a routine search at Timothy Beltran’s home, they noticed that Gutierrez, a defendant on PRCS, was present.  After an investigation, Gutierrez was found in possession of methamphetamine and a digital scale. He was then charged among others in possession of methamphetamine for sale. His motion to suppress the evidence was denied. He then appealed on the grounds of illegal detention and possible suppression of the evidence. The Supreme Court ruled that officers may detain all residents, including visitors, until completing the search. The rule does not apply to probation searches; hence it ruled that Gutierrez was illegally detained considering that he was searchable; thus, the evidence needs to have been suppressed. Therefore, it sums up that it can be detained in today’s life until the search is over, especially if the officers have a reason to believe that the occupants may be armed and dangerous, failure to which evidence collected can’t stand before the court.
People vs. Cervantes	
The case people v Cervantes revolved around the permitted scope of a probation vehicle search. At a traffic stop in San Diego, officers discovered that Tiffany Craft was “on probation with a standard search condition which allowed a warrantless search. During the investigation, the officers found bags belonging to Cervantes, a digital scale, methamphetamine, and heroin. When Servantes was charged, he filed a motion to suppress the drug evidence arguing that the evidence was collected through an illegal probation search. The court rejected his argument.  When he appealed, the Supreme Court determined that evidence collected due to unlawful search may not necessarily be suppressed if obtained lawfully. In this case, although the policed overreached, the evidence was inevitably obtained hence admissible.  If applied to everyday life, it equates that officers can search a vehicle the owner is on probation search. The officers can also search the entire car because it is an inevitable process. The evidence collected due to the overreaching can rationally be used before the court and can’t be suppressed.
The difference between probation and parole searches
Probation and parole searches are common but almost confusing terms in the legal arena. Probation searches are granted by a judge when a defendant agrees to specific conditions that include submitting to warrantless searches (Kaeble et al., p1). Under probation searches, the probation scope is not fixed and is determined by the sentencing judge based on the weight of the case in question. The probation is determined by what the judge wrote on the probation order of the suspect. Unlike probation searches, parolees “do not consent to search conditions.”The parolees are required to submit based on the statute. Also, all parolees are subjected to “searches of the same place and things.” (Kaeble et al., p2)They are searched for based on the same conditions. Officers can search for a residence and any other property under someone’s control at any given time without a warrant.
Requirements for conducting probation and parole searches  
There exist principle requirements for carrying out the two searches. One of them is that officers carrying out the searches must determine that the search target was on searchable probation or parole. Another requirement is that the officers need to search for rehabilitative reasons or a valid law enforcement process (Kaeble et al., p5). Also, the officers have to ensure that their search is confined to things and places they were permitted to search. The fourth requirement entails the end to hunt with moderate intensity. In this case, intensity refers to intrusion and the aggressiveness of the operation. The intensity need not damage property or be in the form of harassment, among other factors ( Kaeble et al., p 6).
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