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...search warrant or the evidence derived from that warrant. C. The Statutory Privilege, Standing Alone, Does Not Permit the Search Warrant to Be Quashed [11] Finally, appellants contend that the statutory privilege by itself ( Evid.Code, § 952 ) provides a proper basis for quashing the warrant and suppressing its derivative evidence ...


Link to History 
12. Hansen v. Schubert,

459 F.Supp.2d 973, E.D.Cal., September 28, 2006 (NO. CIV. S-020850FCDGGH)
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...search. FN19 [FN19. ] Section 629.72 states: “Any person in any trial, hearing, or proceeding, may move to suppress some or all of the contents of any intercepted wire . communications, or evidence derived ...
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...unlawful search; and (6) BENDER and CARVEL conspired to violate Plaintiff's civil rights in conducting the March 7, 2000 search. 1. The Search Warrant and Supporting Affidavit. BENDER drafted and signed the probable cause affidavit upon which issuance of the search warrant for Plaintiff's residence issued. Plaintiff's residence was located at 1921 “K” Street, Bakersfield, California. Plaintiff lived at that address with a person named Santino Medina (“Medina”). The search warrant was issued to BENDER to search the following: [R]esidence at 1921 “K” Street in Bakersfield, California; the person of Santino Medina, 24 years of age, date of birth 9/30/77, 5′11″, 172 lbs, brown hair, hazel eyes, CDL # B4953090; cocaine and derivatives of the same, paraphernalia associated with the preparation of cocaine for sale and the sale of cocaine, large amounts...
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...rule of federal constitutional law, which arises after an individual has been unlawfully compelled to answer incriminating questions. Under this rule, when a compulsion to answer violates the interrogatee's right to remain silent, he may object to the admission of his answers, or any evidence derived ...
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...Unlawful Search or Seizure 110 k394 4(9) k. Arrest or Stop, Search Incidental To; Validity of Stop or Arrest. Information from investigation by Drug Enforcement Administration (DEA) regarding claimants from whom truck and currency were seized was not excludable as fruit of poisonous tree, in government's civil forfeiture suit naming as in rem defendants truck and currency allegedly used in connection with controlled substance, although officer had exceeded scope of investigatory stop of truck, since DEA information was not derived ...
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...evidence obtained or derived from the seizure and search of the package as having been obtained in violation of the Fourth Amendment. He made claims relating to both search and seizure. He asserted that there was no reasonable suspicion to support detaining the package initially; the inspector's confiscation was a seizure unsupported by probable cause; and the initial random search lacked individualized suspicion. He also claimed that the dog sniff was an illegal search ...
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Slip Copy, 2007 WL 1971942, S.D.Cal., June 14, 2007 (NO. 07CR487WQH)

...search was not legal. Defendant Higareda contends that all of the evidence obtained as a direct result of the illegal entry and search, including any physical evidence seized and the statements of all individuals interviewed on that day flowed directly from the initial illegal entry into the apartment and should be suppressed. The exclusionary rule, which bars the admission of evidence obtained in violation of the United States Constitution, extends beyond the direct products of unlawful action to indirect evidence derived from the illegal conduct. See Wong Sun v. United States, 371 U.S. 471, 484, 83 S.Ct. 407, 416, 9 L.Ed.2d 441 (1963) . In Wong Sun, the United States Supreme Court concluded that “verbal evidence which derives so immediately from an unlawful ...
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