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Terry v. Ohio or Stop and Frisk
Introduction
Terry V. Ohio was a landmark case in 1968, within the United States Supreme Court. This court case looked into the ‘stop and frisk’ strategy adopted by the police and gave a justified resolution as to whether the petitioner, Terry, and hisaccomplices could have experienced a violation of the Fourth Amendment in the US Constitution (Terry v. Ohio, n.d.). The Fourth Amendment protects Americans from unreasonable searches and seizures, but the police, in this case, searched them for being under suspicion and recovered firearms. 
Terry v. Ohio
The Terry v. Ohio case reflects on the actions of Terry and two of his accomplices who were arrested by the police in what they believed to be “casing a job, a stick-up.” The officers stopped the three men upon thorough observation of their behavior over a lengthy period. Upon being sure that these individuals were up to no good, the police opted to search them, finding weapons on two of them (Terry v. Ohio, n.d.). Terry was convicted for three years for carrying a concealed weapon as per the sentiments of the jury’s 8-to-1 decision to incarcerate him. 
According to the jury's decision, the arrest of the three was not in contravention of the Fourth Amendment, which provisions for the right against unreasonable searches and seizures, which is also associated with the Fourteenth Amendment, which does not protect places, but people. It, therefore, applies to citizens at any point regardless of their location. The court realized that the police acted on a hunch rather than subjective suspicion. Hence, the critical issues of the court were not based on police conduct but by the acquired evidence’s admissibility against the petitioner that led to the seizure of the weapons (Terry v. Ohio, n.d.). The searches were conducted in a limited scope and were aimed at protecting the officer's safety.
Stop, Question and Frisk
Stop, question, and frisk is an NYPD strategy aimed at reducing criminals from the streets via their detention, question, and frisking of pedestrians. Still, only those under reasonable suspicion ofbeing about to commit, have committed or is committing a felony (Matthews, 2013). Numerous studies have been conducted to measure the effectiveness of stop, question, and frisk. According to research done by Denis Smit from NYU expressed that there was a considerable decline in the theft of motor vehicles, homicide, burglary, and robbery. At the same time, assault, grand theft, and rape experienced no significant changes. 
Is Terry v. Ohio – Stop, Question, and Frisk?
The facts of this case present an ideal example of a perfect stop, although the frisk was incidental. Officer McFadden was only attracted to frisking Terry and the others after the realization that they had been stagnant around a particular shop for a while. McFadden was also not interested in arresting Terry as he lacked any probable cause. However, he was suspicious, from training and experience, that Terry wanted to engage in robbery or burglary.Officer McFadden, therefore, had a right to hamper Terry's freedom of movement to prevent their engagement in crime (Meares, 2014). Thus, Terry v. Ohio is a classic example of the stop, question, and frisk, justified by the officer's quest to take ideal measures for his safety, leading to frisking to gettheir concealed weapons.
Conclusion
The Terry v. Ohio case was argued against the petitioner, Terry, as he was previously suspected of burglary and robbery, a situation that led to them being stopped, questioned, and frisked. Upon being frisked, three guns were recovered from the suspects. This situation shows that the stop, question, and frisk methodology is not an infringement of the Fourth Amendment, but should instead be applied to eliminate potential criminals such as Terry. 
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