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1640 U.S. v. Mechanik

Supplemental Note

When County Prosecutor gave the advice, it was in accord with Ohio law.  No warrant to search requred where there was capias to arrest.


Seagald v. United States made such entry invalid.  I’d not apply it retroactively. 


In Owens [sic], the court found retroactivity of a change in law.  I dissented.  

Unless we find Seagald retroactive, we don’t reach “policy” question.









�Words added by the editor for clarity are enclosed in brackets as are editor comments. All footnotes have been added by the editor.  Interpretations of which the editor is particularly uncertain are indicated in italics and alternative interpretations may be indicated in footnotes.  Items in small caps were printed or typed in the original rather than handwritten.  


  This note is written on a sheet of paper from a small (perhaps five by seven inch) inch pad.  


� This apparently refers to United States v. Mechanic, 475 U.S. 66 (1986) which was the consolidation of three petitions for certiorari, one of which had the Supreme Court case number 84-1640.  Mechanic is a criminal procedure case that has nothing to do with Pembaur or § 1983.  However, the two cases were argued the same day.  It seems likely that Justice Powell simply put the wrong name on this note.  





