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AHHOTaUUA

B cTtatbe paccmatpuBaeTcA BONPOC O NMPaBOMEPHOCTU obbicka COTOBOro TenedoHa 6e3 cynebHoro op-
[lepa B XOAe 3aKOHHOrO apecTa B aMepUKaHCKOM YronoBHOM npouecce. OTMeYaeTcA LeHHOCTb U3yYeH-
HOro onbiTa ANA peLleHnA NpobneM, BO3HMKaOWMX B POCCUIICKOM YrOfIOBHOM MNpoLecce, B KOTOPOM,
Kak yKasblBaloT CreumanucTbl, MoKa He YYUTbIBAOTCA B AOMKHOW Mepe 0COBEHHOCTU [0oKa3aTenbCTs,
NONy4YeHHbIX U3 3NIEKTPOHHbIX UCTOYHUKOB. B nepByo o4epenb aHanMM3npyTCA NO3ULMKn BerOBHOFO
cyna CLUA, cchopmynupoBaHHble Ha OCHOBaHWUM MONoXeHun YetsepTon nonpaBkn K KoHcTutyumm CLUA
0 3anpeTe HeOBOCHOBAHHbIX 0ObICKOB, MPUMEHNTENBHO K 06bICKY, MPOBOAMMOMY B XO4€ 3aKOHHOro ape-
cTa. [MNpu aTOM pasrpaHnymBaeTcA 06bICK Camoro apecToBaHHOTO M MPeAMETOB, HAXOAALUMXCA B 30HE ero
HEenocpeaCcTBEHHOTO KOHTPOSA, BbIAENATCA BO3MOXHbIE Lienn obbicka — obecneveHne 6e3onacHocTn
COTPYOHWKOB MOMULUMM 1 NPEAOTBPALLEHNE YHUHTOXEHUA JokasaTenbcTB. M3yyatoTcA nosvumm, cdop-
MNPOBAHHbIE HUXECTOALWMMU cydaMn, KOTOpPble Pa3findHbIM 06pa30M noaxoaunn K peleHuno gaHHOoro
BOMpoca — OT MPU3HaHUA 3aKOHHOCTW HeorpaHM4YeHHOro obbiCKa COTOBOro TenedoHa 6e3 opaepa 4O
NOJTHOro 3anpeTa TakoBOro npu OTCyTCTBUU ‘-{pGSBbIHaVIHbIX 06CcTOATENLCTB. 3aTemM paccmaTpuBaloTCA
[OKTPUHAIbHbIE TOYKM 3PEHUA MO BOMPOCY OrpaHUYeHuA MpepenoB obbicka coToBoro TenedoHa 6e3
opaepa B Xo4e 3aKOHHOrO apecTa: MHTEPHET-TECT; (PyHKLUMOHASBHBIN TECT; TECT OTKPbITOrO MPUIIOXKEHUA;
OorpaHn4eHne KonnyecTsa CoBepLIaeMbiX COTPYAHUKAMU Nonvummn onepauui. MNMpuBoauTca KpuTuKa yka-
3aHHbIX MoAxofoB. PaccmaTprBatoTcA OCHOBHbIE aprymeHTbl BepxosHoro cyaa CLUA, koTopbin B 2014 1.
no aenam Riley v. California n United States v. Wurie npusHan HeKOHCTUTYLIMOHHbIM 06bICK COTOBOTO Terne-
doHa 6e3 opaepa, faxke ecrnm obbICK OCYLLECTBIAETCA B X04e 3aKOHHOro apecta. lNpusoautca ocoboe
MHEHMe cyabu ANIMTO, KOTOPbIA, B HYACTHOCTW, yKasan, YTo 3aKoHodaTeso creayeT NpoBecTy pasyMHoe
pasrpaHuyeHne nHopmaumm, cogepxkatlienca B TenedoHe, ogHa YacTb KOTOPOW MOXET rnoanexarb uc-
cnepoBaHuio 6e3 opaepa, a Apyraa — HeT. B 3akntoyeHve BblAENAIOTCA NpYBeAeHHbIE B aMepUKaHCKON
nuTepatype npobnembl, KOTOpble He CMOrNa paspeLunTb yKasdaHHanA npaBoBan no3uumua BepxosHoro cyaa
CLUA. BaxHeinwana n3 HUX — NpMMeHMMOCTb COOPMYIMPOBAaHHBIX MPaBWIT K NiiaHWeTaM U MHbIM CXOAHBbIM
yCTPOWCTBaM.

KnrouyeBble cnosa

06bICK, opAep, COTOBbIA TenedoH, 06bICK B XOAe 3aKOHHOrO apecTa, YrofoBHbIN MpoLecc, BepxoBHbIN
cyn CLLA.
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ameprKaHCKOM yronoBHoM npouecce // MNpaso. XXypHan Beiclien wkonbl 3koHoMuku. 2016. Ne 3. C. 148-
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Beeoenue 6 npobnemy. CrpeMurenpHoe pa3Butiie MHPOPMAIVOHHBIX TEXHOMTOTMIT Kapyiu-
Ha/IbHO M3MEHWJIO XXI3Hb 00II[eCTBa I IIOCTABIIIO TIepef] 3aKOHOAATENeM, CYAeOHbIMIL OpraHa-
M1 y‘leHbIMI/I HOBBIC 3a/Ja4V1, B TOM YJC/I€ CBA3aHHBIEC C O6€CH€‘I€HI/I€M HENIPUKOCHOBEHHOCTU
JaCTHOJ XXI3HN. B HacTosAIIee BpeM: B IIpoIiecce JOKa3bIBaHNA 10 YTOJIOBHBIM Jie/laM BCe Jalle
I/ICHOHBSYCTCH I/IH(bOpMaIII/I}I, HOTIy‘{eHHa}I "3 9NMEKTPOHHBIX VMICTOYHVKOB, OJHAKO YI‘OIIOBHO-
IIpoLiecCyabHOe 3aKOHOHATenbcTBO Poccuiickort emepannu B JO/DKHON Mepe He YIUTBIBAeT
0CO6EHHOCTeIT MOTOOHBIX JOKAa3aTeNbCTB . ITO MOOYK/AAET POCCUIICKIIX MCCIEfOBaTeNeit 06pa-
IAaThCA K 3apy6e>1<HOMy OHbITY, B TOM 4UCIIe Coef_[I/IHCHHbIX [IraToB AMepI/IKI/I, rae yKa3aHHbIe
HpO6HeMbI paccMaTpMBaIOTCA AETA/IBHO, XOTA VIX VI HENTb3A CYNTATh O KOHIIA PENIEHHBIM.

HaHHaH CTaTbA IIOCBAIICHA Msyqumo AMEPUKAHCKOI'O OIIbITa II0 BECbMa aKTyaHbHOMy
BOIIPOCY O JOIIYCTUMOCTI 06BICKA COTOBOTO TeedpoHa 6e3 opepa B X0fe 3aKOHHOTO (IIpaBo-
MEpHOI0) apecTa. VICXOHBIM [ aHa/I13a 9TOTO BOIIPOCa SAB/IACTCA IIPABO HAPOJa Ha OXPaHy
JTMYHOCTH, XVINIA, OyMar 1 MMyIiecTBa OT HeOOOCHOBAaHHBIX OOBICKOB ¥ apecTOB, 3aKpe-
wieHHoe YerBeptToii nonpaskoii k Koncturynym CIIA® Ilpu aToM B aMepUKaHCKOM IIpaBe
HOTyYIJIO PACIIPOCTPaHeHNe MIMPOKOe IOHVMaHYe 00BICKa B KadeCTBe BTOP)KEHNA IIPefCTa-
BIUTEJII TOCYAAPCTBEHHOI BIACTI B Cpepy YaCTHOI >KU3HU IPaXK/iaH’.

YerBepTast IOIIPaBKa He YCTAHAB/INBAET KPUTEPUEB 000CHOBAHHOCTH 00BICKA. B cBsi3u ¢
3TUM 0CO0YI0 3HAUMMOCTD IPHOOpPETaeT ee TONKOBaHNe BepxoBHbIM cygom*. OOBICK MOXKeT
OBITH IIPOBEJeH PV HA/IMYINYU OPiePa, BBIFAHHOTO CY[OM, W 6e3 Hero, B TOM YUCIE B XOfe
3aKOHHOTO apPeCTa, IIPY COI/IACKM Ha OOBICK WV B YPE3BBIYAITHBIX 0OCTOSITEIbCTBAX.

CynebHas mpakTuka 1o YeTBepTOil HOIPaBKe JOBOIBHO IIPOTUBOPEYNBA, OfHAKO HEOO-
XOAMMOCTb OOBICKA B XOJe 3aKOHHOTO apecTa 6e3 MOMydeHNs Opfiepa CerOfiHs He BbI3BIBAET
BospakeHmit®. Tem He MeHee Ipefe/Ibl TAKOTO 0OBICKA He Pa3 yTOYHSIINCH BepXOBHBIM CyZOM
CIIA. ITpu 3TOM BO3HMK BOIIPOC: HACKOIBKO CPOPMYINpPOBAHHBIC paHee IIpaBUIa IIpUMe-
HIUMBI K COTOBBIM TefieoHaM 1 0cOOeHHO K cMapTdoHaM? BrpaBe i rpakiaHe CBsI3bIBATDH
C IIOCTIEMHVMMI ITOBBIIIEHHDBIE OXXKVITAHVIA O HEIIPVIKOCHOBEHHOCTI JaCTHON )KI/ISHI/I?7 AMepI/I-
KaHCKME CY[bl U Y4YeHble-IOPUCTHI IpeMjIaraay pasjMYHble IMOAXOMAbI K JaHHOI npobieme.
B 2014 r. Bepxosnbrit cyp CIIA copmynupoBan IpaBoBYO MO3NUIUIO II0 YKa3aHHOMY BO-
IIPOCY, KOTOpasd, OfIHAKO, He CMOIJIa IPEORO/IeTh BCEX MMEIONIXCS 3aTPyIHEHNUIL.

PaccmoTpum o6mye npaBnta 06bICKa B XOfie 3aKOHHOT'O apecTa, lajiee IepeliieM K aHa-
M3y pelleHNiI OKPY>KHBIX ¥ PailOHHBIX CyfoB 1 BepxosHoro cyma CIIIA, a Taxxe MO3MINIA
y‘leHbIX, NCCIEJOBAaBIINX I[aHHyIO TeMy.

O6vick 6 x00e 3aK0HH020 apecma: 36omouust no3uyuii Bepxosenozo cyoa CIIIA. Buiepsbie
IIPaBO Ha IIPOBefeHIe 0OBICKA APECTOBAHHOTO Ge3 opfepa ObUIO IPU3HAHO BepxOBHBIM Cy-

' Oxonenko PVI. «IneKTpoHHbIE OKA3aTeNbCTBA» M MPOOIeMbl 0OecredeHns paB rpaXkJaH Ha 3alin-
TY TaifHBI TMYHON )KM3HM B YTOIOBHOM IIpOIiecce: CPABHUTEIbHDIN aHa/IN3 3aKOHOZaTeNnbcTBa COEMHEHHBIX
[MItatoB Amepuknu u Poccuiickoit @efepanym: auc. ... KaHf. opuf. Hayk. M., 2016. C. 3-4.

* Koncturyrmu 3apy6exHbIX rocyfapcts / coct. B.B. Makmakos. 3-e uszi. M., 2000. C. 359.
* Maxos B.H., Ilewixos M.A. Yronosubiit nponecc CIIA (zocyne6Hble cTagym). M., 1998. C. 37.

* Ilewikos M.A. Apect 1 06bicK B yronoBHoM mpouecce CIIIA: aBToped. Auc. ... Kaup. 0pug. Hayk. M.,
1998. C. 10.

5 Tam xe. C. 33.

¢ Logan W.A. An Exception Swallows a Rule: Police Authority to Search Incident to Arrest // Yale Law &
Policy Review. 2000. Vol. 19. No 2. P. 381.

7 Ray J. Constitutional Law — Warrantless Searches — Whether The Search Incident to Arrest Exception
Should Apply to Data Stored on Cellular Phones // Tennessee Journal of Race, Gender, & Social Justice. 2014.
Vol. 3. No 2. P. 213.
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mom CIIIA B 1914 . B gerte Weeks v. United States. Io gemy Carroll v. United States (1925) 6s110
Pa3bsACHEHO, YTO O6I)ICKy MOXeT 6bITb HOIIBepI‘HyTO KakK caMoO nmnuo, Tak " MeCTO, ITi€ IIpOon3-
BeJleH apecT, C LIe/IbIO IOJTYYeHN S JOKa3aTe/IbCTB COBEPIICHNA IPeCTYIUIeHNA. [laHHaA ITO3ULIA
6p11a ogTBepxeHa B fnene Marron v. United States (1927). Onnaxo B genne Go-Bart Importing
Co. v. United States (1931) Cyp, orpaHI4II IpefielIbl TAKOTO 0OBICKA, 3asABIB, YTO Y COTPYAHUKA
oIy ObUIO SOCTaTOYHO MH(pOpManyy, 4TOOBI HOTYYUTD OPHEP, YeT0 OH He CHeIar’.

BrpoueM, ykasaHHOe orpaHmdeHme Ob1o urHopuposano CynoM B fiene Harris v. United
States (1947), 1o KOTOPOMY /IO GBIIO APECTOBAHO HA OCHOBAHMI OPfepa, BBIIAHHOIO IO
IIpUYNHE TOAAENKY deKa. [1omuums mponsBesa apect B KOMHATe IIOACYANMOTO, a 3aTeM 00bI-
CKajia BC€ €ro XMINIe, COCTOALLEE 13 Y€ThIPpEX KOMHAT, ‘-ITO6I)I HOHY‘{I/ITb IOOIIOTHUTEIbHbIC
mokasaTenbcTBa. BepxosHbiil cyp CIIA mpusHam Takon 00BICK momycTuMbIM. TeM He MeHee
yXe 4epes rofi B gene Trupiano v. United States (1948) Cypn BepHY/ICA K paHee BBIPaKeHHOI
nosuuuy 1o ey Go-Bart Importing Co. v. United States, Iog4epKHYB IPUOPUTET OOBICKA Ha
OCHOBAHIN Opfiepa, eC/I TaKoil opfiep BO3MOXKHO Mony4dnTh. B 1950 r. Cyzi BHOBb OTK/IOHNII
3TO IIPABUJIO, YKa3aB B fienie United States v. Rabinowitz, 4T0 Hy>KHO OLIeHMBATbh He pa3yMHYIO
BO3MOYXHOCTD ITOTYYUTb OPfiep, a TOT (aKT, O 1 cam 0ObICK 060CHOBAHHBIM'.

AMepI/IKaHCKI/Ie ucciaenoBaTe/nIn 1ojaaraT, 4YTO IIOJTHOMOYMA IO VN Ha O6bICK B Xone
3aKOHHOTO apecTa ObUIM Hauborlee IIOC/Ie0BaTeIbHO 3aKPeIUICHBL B CIeAYIOMINX HEeCKOIbKIX
pemensix. [To geny California v. Chimel (1969) monuuyst apecToBasa 1m0, KOTOpOe MPeIo-
JIOUTE/IbHO y4aCTBOBAJIO B KpaXke CO B3JIOMOM M3 NE€HEKHOTO XPaHWININA, B ero goMe. bes
coryacys JIMIa ¥ opfiepa ObUI IpOBefieH 00BICK OKPECTHOCTEN JOMa U rapaka, B pe3y/IbTaTe
KOTOpOTO 6bUII/I O6Hapy)KeHbI MOHETDI, Me€la/IN "I VIHbIE€ TOKAa3aTE/IbCTBAa COBEPIIEHNA Kpa-
1. Bepxousiit cysy CIIIA npusHas HeeliCTBUTENbHBIMY Pe3Y/IbTAThI CTO/Ib IIMPOKOTO 00bI-
CKa, HO OJJTHOBPEMEHHO MOATBEPAN/I IIPAaBO Ha 00BICK B XOJie 3aKOHHOTO apecTa. [To MHeHUIO
6O/IBPIIHCTBA Cyfiell, TAKOe IPABO OTPAHNYEHO OOBICKOM CaMOTO JINLA ¥ 30HBI, KOTOPAs MM
HEIIOCPEICTBEHHO KOHTponupyetcs (immediate control), Tae MOTYT HAXOJUTHCSI OPY>KIE VN
JI0Ka3aTebCTBA, KOTOPbIe MOXXHO YHUYTOXUTH. Ob1ine moMeIeHnsi 06bICKMBATD He JOILy-
ckaercs'’. JlaHHOe pelleHNe BBI3BAJIO CIIOPBI O TOM, JOCTATOYHO /i1 caMoro ¢dakTa apecTa s
poBefieHnst 00bICKa 6e3 opfiepa WM He0OXOMMMO Ha/MN4Ine UHBIX 0OCTOATENbCTB, KOTOPbIe
MOFyT CBUOETEC/IbCTBOBATDH O TOM, YTO JOKa3aTe/JIbCTBa 6yHyT yHI/I‘{TO)KeHbI )49)878 COTPYI[HI/IKY
TIONIVIIUY YTPOYKAET OMaCHOCTD' !,

B 1973 r. peutenns 1o menam United States v. Robinson u Gustafson v. Florida o6ocHoBamu
6o7ee MIMPOKVE BO3MOXXHOCTH II0 IIPOBEieHNI0 06bIcKa 6e3 oppepa. B mepBom crydae mo-
s OCTaHOBUIIA aBTOMO6I/UH/ICTa, TaK KaK 6bUII/I OCHOBaHUA IIO0jIararb, 4TO y HEero OoTo-
3BaHBI BOOMTENIbCKYE IIpaBa. Bognrens npenbasul abliBoe yIOCTOBEPEHIIe, II0CTIe Yero
6bLI apecTOBAH U JOCTABJIEH B IOJMLENCKII yYaCTOK, I/ 6b11 NIPOM3BE/EH ITOTHBIN 06BICK.
B kapmaHe aBTOMOOMIMCTa ObIIA HalifleHa CMsTasl MaYKa CUTApeT, B KOTOPOI HAaXOJVUINChH
14 >xemaTMHOBBIX KaHCYTI C T€pONMHOM. CYII IIPM3HAJI €TO0 BMHOBHDBIM BO BIaJJ€HNN HAPKOTNKaA-
M, OZHAKO IIPUTOBOP ObUI OTMEHEH alle/ULALMOHHON NHCTaHIMell. BhIIo IpM3HaHO, YTO IpU
apecTe 3a IPeCTyIUIeHNe, He TPpeOyIolee JOIONMHUTEIbHBIX JOKa3aTe/IbCTB, 0ObICK 6e3 opaepa
[O/DKEH OrpaHMYMBATbCA MoucKamy opyxus. OpHako Bepxosubrit ¢y CIHIA ormeHun gas-

% Iaquinta J. Interpreting Search Incident to Arrest in New York: Past, Present, and Future // Touro Law
Review. 2014. Vol. 30. No 4. P. 1074-1075.

? Ibid. P. 1075.
1 Logan W.A. Op. cit. P. 391-392.
' Ibid. P. 392.
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HO€ penIeHne, IOCTaHOBUB, UTO TIOTHBIN O6bICK ApeCTOBAHHOTO U NOCTABJIEHHOT'O B IIOIMIVIO
JIMIIa — 3TO He TOJBKO MCK/IIOUEHNEe U3 IIPABI/IA O HEOOXOAVMOCTH IIOTyIeHNMsI OPAEPa, 3TO
elre ¥ 0O0OCHOBAHHBI 0OBICK B CMbIC/Ie UeTBepToi mompaskm'?.

B TOT e feHb 6bUIO IPUHATO pelleHNe II0 BTOPOMY Jielly, B KOTOPOM OOBMHAEMDIIL, ape-
CTOBAHHBIN 3a BOX/eHMe 6e3 Ipas, ObUI OCY)XKIEH 3a HE3aKOHHOE BJIafieHie MapUXyaHOIL,
HaliJIecHHOJ B ITayKe CUTapeT, HaXOJMBLIENCA NPU HeM BO BpeM:A apecTa. BepXoBHBI Cyp
CIIA rmocTaHOBIWI, YTO HOJHBII 0OBICK 3aKOHHO apeCTOBAHHOTO JIMIIa He HapylIaeT YeTBep-
TyI0 ¥ YeTbIpHA/IIATYIO IOIPaBKu'.

Bepxosusrit cyg CIIA pasrpaHnumBaeT 0ObeKThI, KOTOPbIE HAXOASTCS HEIIOCPECTBEH-
HO Y apeCcTOBAHHOTO0, HAIIpUMep, B KapMaHe ero pyOaIlky, 1 0ObeKThl B 30He ero HelloCpes-
cTBeHHOT0 KOHTpoJs. Tak, B ienmax United States v. Robinson u United States v. Edwards (1974)
IIO/IMIVIA MMeJIa IIPaBO OOBICKATh IIPeIMeThI, HaXOMAIINMeC Ha apeCTOBAaHHOM (OIeXNY, Kap-
MaHBI I X COfIep>KIMOe), laske IIOCTIe apecTa M B IHOM MecTe (B IIONMLelIckoM y4acTke). ITo
meny United States v. Chadwick (1977) Cyx ykasan Ha HEFOIIyCTUMOCTb 00bICKa 6e3 oppepa
00'beKTOB, HAXO/SIINXCS HE HA APECTOBAHHOM, A B 30HE €r0 HETOCPEJCTBEHHOIO KOHTPOJLI
(HampuMep, 3aMepTOro AIfUKA B GATaXKHVKe aBTOMOOWIIST), PV OTCYTCTBUY UPEe3BBIYAITHBIX
ob6crosiTenbcTB .

O6vick comosozo menedona 6 xo0e 3aK0OHHO20 apecma: npaxmuka edepanvhoix anen-
NAUUOHHBIX (OKPYIKcHBIX) U paiionHvix cyooé CIIIA. Jlo Toro, xax Bepxosubui cyn CIIA
chopMyIIpoOBa CBO IPABOBYIO MO3KUINIO, OOIBIINHCTBO HIDKECTOSIIUX CYAOB PYKOBOJ-
CTBOBA/INCh T€M, UTO COTOBbI TenedOH, HAXOMSUUICA IPU apecTOBAaHHOM, HEOOXOAMMO
paccMaTpmBaTh TaK Ke, KaK JII000I1 apyroit 06beKT (koHTeitHep). OfHAKO HEKOTOpPbIe CYAbU
n y‘{eHbIe-IOpI/ICTbI BC€ )K€ COMHEBA/IVICh B BO3MOKHOCTYU IIPVYMEHEHNA IIPELENEHTOB, CO3JaH-
HBIX B Z0oLn(pOByI0 310Xy, MHOIVe ncciefoBarenn o6paTnin BHUMAaHIE Ha TO, 9TO MHGOP-
MalyA B COTOBBIX TeTIe(bOHaX MOXeET 6bITb ynaneHa ApE€CTOBAHHDBIM NI €T0 COy‘-IaCTHI/IKaMI/I
C HOMOIIBIO YAATIEHHOTO AOCTYMa. [IpefOTBPaTUTh 9TO MOXKHO, JIMIIb BBIHYB OaTapeiiky uim
noMecTyB TeneoH B cyMky Papajes, GTOKMPYIOLIYIO 57IeKTPOMATHITHBIC BOTHEL 3afiep>KKa
B IIOJIyYeHUY MHO MH(OpMauny, cofepxaieiics B TenedoHe, 9KBUBAJICHTHA ee pas3pylle-
HUIO, B YaCTHOCTY, COYYACTHUKY MPECTYIUIEHNsI MOTYT CMeHNUTb HoMepa. CrieoBaTenpHo,
IOJTyYeHNe Opfiepa CIIOCOOHO CYIeCTBEHHO OTCPOYUTD OOBICK COTOBOTO TermedpoHa U CeIaTh
€T0 pe3y/IbTaThl 6eCIoIe3HBIMN 'S,

Ho coorBeTcTByIOLIEro pemennsa BepxosHoro cyga CIIIA cymecTBoBano 4eTbIpe OCHOB-
HBIX IIO/IXO/Ia K JJaHHOII IIpobieMe.

1. TomycTMOCTD HOTHOTO 0OBICKA COTOBOTO Te/epOHA B XO/e 3aKOHHOTO apecTa. JJaHHO-
TO MoAXoaa NpUAEPXKNBAINCH IIATH Opr)KHbIX CyIIOB, a TAaKXXE€ MHOXXECTBO paﬂOHHbIX CyIIOB
U CY[I0B OTZHE/IbHBIX IITATOB'.

ITo pmeny People v. Diaz (2011) BepxoHblit cyp mrtata Kamipopansa npusHan sakoHHbBIM
006BICK COTOBOTO TeedOHa IIpu apecTe Oe3 MOTyUeHNsI OpAepa, COCIABIINICH Ha MPelieeHThI

2 Downey TE. Jr., Alcox PJ., Harper T.F, Kieffer M. Case Comment, United States v. Robinson // Cleveland
State Law Review. 1974. Vol. 23. P. 135-136.

13 Ibid. P. 136-137.

4 Brown P. Searches of Cell Phones Incident to Arrest: Overview of the Law As It Stands and a New Path
Forward // Harvard Journal of Law & Technology. 2014. Vol. 27. No 2. P. 574.

15 Tbid. P. 566-567.
16 Tbidem.
17 1bid. P. 567-568.
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United States v. Robinson u United States v. Edwards. TIpu atom Cyx He yCMOTpen OT/INYMIA
MEX/Iy COTOBBIMIU TertepOHAMY 1 MHBIMU IIPEfMETaMI, HAXOASIIVMILCS ¥ QPeCTOBAHHOTO, Ha-
IpuMep, a4yKoii curapet'.

ITo meny People v. Riley (2013) aBTOMOOWM/Ib HOACYAUMOTO 3a/jeprKajia OMUINsI, ObII IIPO-
M3BeJieH 0OBICK, IPUUIMHOI KOTOPOTO CTAJIM IIPOCPOYEHHBIE BOUTENbCKIE IpaBa. B aBToMo-
6ute 6bUIM 0GHAPY>KEHBI 3apsDKEHHbIe MCTOMeThL. [I0fICYAIMOro apecToBay, a €ro CMapT-
¢$hoH 66T U3BAT. BI06ABOK K MHBIM IIPU3HAKaM MIPUHAIEXHOCTH K 6aHze «Bmanc» (Bloods),
IO/IMIIEVICK T HAIlle/l COOTBETCTBYIONIYIO MH(GOPMALIMIO B €r0 COTOBOM TeedoHe. [IBa daca
CITyCTA LPYToOii IMONMLEIICKIIT 0OHAPYXWI B TelmeOoHe MHOXXeCTBO (OTO M BUJIEO, KOTOPbIE
CTa/IM BIOC/IEACTBUY [JOKA3aTeNbCTBAMI IIPM BBIHECEHWI IIPUTOBOPA IO MHBIM IIPECTYIIIe-
HIVISIM, CBSI3aHHBIM C y4acTueM B OaHpe. ATe/ULIIVOHHBII CyJ IITATa, OIMPAsCh HA pelleHne
Bepxosroro cypga mrrara Kamudopuns, mogrsepau, 410 06bICK cOTOBOTO TenmedoHa 6e3 op-
Jiepa paspellieH, eC/i OH IIPOM3BOAUTCS B XOfie 3aKOHHOTO apecTa, IIPHU YCIOBUM, ITO TetehOH
«HETIOCPEICTBEHHO CBA3aH» C apeCTOBAHHBIM .

ITpenmy1ecTBOM MOFOOHOI TOUKI 3PEHNS SIB/LIETCS YCTAHOB/ICHE Y€ TKIX KPUTEPUEB IS
MO/ U YaCTHBIX il Cpeny ee HEOCTATKOB C/IEAYET HA3BATh UPe3MepPHOE PaCIIVpeHne
pefeioB 0ObICKA B XOfe 3aKOHHOTO apecta. Tak, okomo 90% aMepuKaHIIEB XPaHAT B TefieoHe
cou ¢ororpaduy, THEBHUKY, YACTHYIO TIEPEINCKY U faXKe MHPOPMALNIO O CBOEM MeCTOHa-
xoxpeHun. JIpyras mpo6ema CBsi3aHa C IIOTy9eHIeM JOCTYIA K NH(OPMALVN, HAXO/SIIeICsT
He HEeIOCPeNCTBEHHO B TenmeoHe, a B o6maunoM xpanmnie. C mo3nuit TPaguOHHOM TOK-
TPUHBI TTOTULNS BIPaBe 0OBICKATh TOMBKO TO, YTO HAXOMMTCS HEIOCPENCTBEHHO P apecTo-
BaHHOM, T.e. NH(OPMALNS HA YAATEHHBIX CEPBEPAX MCCTIEAOBAHMIO He MOIeXUT.

2. lomycTMOCTD 06BICKA COTOBOTO Tese(hOHA B XOfje 3AKOHHOTO apecTa C IIe/IbI0 IPeIoT-
BpAIIjeHNsI HEMIHYEMOTO YHIITOXXEHIST TOKA3aTeIbCTB WM 06ecIedeHust 6e30I1acHOCTI CO-
tpypsHyKa mommiun?'. Tak, o ey United States v. Wurie (2014) mmopcyaumblit ObUT apecTOBaH
3a IIPOfIAXKY HAPKOTKKOB. Ha ero packiafHolt COTOBBIII Telle(pOH B OT/[e/IEHIU IO/INIINY CTA/IN
IOCTYIIATh 3BOHKY C HAAMIUCBIO «MOIT OM». PacKpbIB ero, monuierickie obHapyxmnu ¢oro-
rpaduio >KEHIIMHBI ¢ PeOEHKOM U HOMED TeeOHa, IOC/Te Y4ero ObII BRIYMCIIEH JOMAIITHIUIT
azipec 1 mpousBefieH 06bIcK. [Tonuierickie 06HAPYXIIN B JOMe HaPKOTUYECKIe CPEACTBA I
opy>xue. ITopcyanmblit 65U IPU3HAH BHOBHBIM, OfHAKO aIle/IAI[MOHHAsI MHCTAHINS OTMe-
HIJIA JAHHOE pelleHle, IIOCTAHOBUB, YTO COTOBBIE Te/Ie(OHBI OTINYAIOTCS OT APYTUX Belle-
CTBEHHBIX JI0KA3aTe/IbCTB, [I0/IyIaeMbIX B XOfie 3aKOHHOTO apecTa, IOCKOJIbKY OHI COJepKaT
60rIbIlIee KOMMYECTBO TIMYHOM MHGOPMAIIMY M MX HETb3sI CPABHMBATD C MHBIMU 00bEKTAMNI
st ee xpaneHusi. ClieOBaTeIbHO, IPABIUIO O JOIIYCTUMOCTI OOBICKA B XOJl€ 3aKOHHOTO ape-
CTa He PaCHpPOCTPAHSETCSI HA COTOBBIE TeleOHBI. B TO >ke BpeMs Cyj Mpu3HaT BO3MOX-
HOCTb 00bICKa MOCTIeRHUX 6e3 opfiepa Py HA/IMYUY IPE3BBIYANHBIX 00CTOSTEIBCTB, eCTIN Y
MO/ €CTh OCHOBaHIeE TI0/IAraTh, YTO B Tele(OHe COMEPXKATCS JOKA3aTeIbCTBA COBEpIIe-
HVISI IIPECTYIUIEHNST I HeOOXOAMMO AefCTBOBATD He3aMeTUTE/IbHO™.

18 Mayer M., Neumeyer C. No Warrant Needed to Search a Cell Phone Found on an Arrestee // AELE Month-
ly Law Journal. 2011. No 3. P. 401-402.

19 Little R.K. Annual Review of the Supreme Court's Term Criminal Cases (2013-2014): Summaries. San
Francisco: University of California, Hastings College of the Law, 2014. P. 10.

% Brown P. Op. cit. P. 567-569.
21 Ibid. P. 570-571.

2 Little R.K. Op. cit. P. 10.

» Brown P. Op. cit. P. 571.
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CXOfHYI0 apryMeHTalIo MCIIoIb30Bal BepxoBHbii cyx mrata Oraiio 1o geny State v. Smith
(2009), oT™MeTHB, 4TO CTOPOHA OOBIMHEHMA 00s13aHa IPeI'bABBUTD HOKA3aTeIbCTBA, YTO XKYPHAI
3BOHKOB I Te/lepOHHBIE HOMepa HaXOWINCh IIOf, yTPO30il HEN30EKHOTO YHIYTOXKEHMA™,

3. JomycTnMOCTh 06BICKA COTOBOTO Te/e(hOHa B XOfje 3AKOHHOTO apecTa JIUIIb IIPY HA/IU-
YN IPE3BBIYANTHBIX OOCTOSATENIBCTB, YTO 0OOCHOBAHO (BUKIIMEN O €T0 MECTOHAXOXK/IEHMN™.
B pene United States v. Park (2007) Cyn Ceseproro okpyra KamudopHuyu nocTaHoBuI, 94To
IUIAL 1efelt 06BICKA B XOfje 3aKOHHOTO apecTa COBPEMEHHBIE COTOBbIE Te/le(hOHBI He MOTYT pac-
CMATpPUBATHCST KaK OOBEKTHI, HAXOMSIIINECS] HEITOCPEACTBEHHO MY aPECTOBAHHOM, TaK KaK
copiep>kat 607bIoe KonndecTBo nHdopmarun. [Ipu aToM nx HEOOXOANMO OT/INYATH OT MHBIX
397IEKTPOHHBIX YCTPOIICTB ¢ HeOOJIbIION NaMATHIO, HALIPUMeP, HeKepOoB .

CoroBblit TerteOH HAXORUTCS B 30HE HEITOCPEACTBEHHOTO KOHTPOJLS JINIA, CIE0BATEIb-
HO, COITIACHO pelteHuio 1o ey United States v. Edwards ero o6bIck 6e3 oppiepa HeZOMyCTUM
IpY OTCYTCTBUM YPE3BbIYANHbIX o6cTosaTennbeTs. I1o cyti, Cyxn co3pan pUANYIecKyIo (K-
LIVIIO, VICXOJsI M3 MECTOHAXOXKIeHNs TemepoHa 1 TeM caMbIM 136erast pacCMOTPEHMsI BOIIPOCa
0 XapaKTepe CBeleHMIl, XpaHAIUXCA B HeM? .

4. [TomycTrMOCTb 06BICKA COTOBOTO TeeOHa [i/IsI OVCKA JOKA3aTeIbCTB JINIIb TOTO IIpe-
CTYIUIEHMS, KOTOPOe CTaI0 OCHOBaHUeM I apecta®. Cyy epBoit MHCTaHIMN B fienie United
States v. Quintana (2009) nIpu3HaI HELOMYCTUMBIMI JOKa3aTeIbCTBA IPECTYIUICHNUI, CBA3aH-
HBIX C HE3aKOHHBIM 000pOTOM HAPKOTHUKOB, HallJIeHHbIE B COTOBOM Te/e(hOHe /NI, apecTo-
BAaHHOI'O BO CDHOPI/IIIC 3a BOX/[E€HNE C IPMOCTAHOBJIEHHBIMI BOOUTENbCKNMU IIPpaBaMI. 310
060CHOBBIBAJIOCH T€M, YTO IIPECTYIVIEHIIE, IOCTY>XXIBIIIee OCHOBAHIEM IS aPeCTa, He IaBajIo
[I0BO/ja IIO/IATaTh, YTO B COTOBOM Te/le(hOHe HAXOMSATCS JOKA3aTeNIbCTBA ero coBepueHst. Ofi-
HaKO B INTepaType YKa3bIBaeTCA Ha IPOTUBOPEUNBOCTD JAHHOTO penreHns. Tak, Bo Prmopupe
opo6HOe IpecTyIIeHne TpebyeT BUHBI B JOpMe 3HAHISI JINIIA O TOM, ITO €T0 BOANTENIbCKIE
mpaBa ObUIM IPUOCTAHOBJIEHBL. BOIPOC O TOM, MOI/IV /1M ITO/UIIENICKIE MCKATh JOKa3aTeNb-
CTBAa TAKOTO 3HAHMs B TeleoHe (HAIPUMep, B TEKCTE COOOIIEHMIT), OCTAETCS OTKPBITBIM®.
VccnenoBaTenyt Tak)Ke OTMEYAIOT, YTO IOZOOHDI OAXO/, He TIO3BOJLIET YIECTh CIIel{U(pUKN
006bICKa TIPI apecTe Ha OCHOBAHNUY CTPAHHOCTEN! [IOBEIEHN, KOTla OTCYTCTBYIOT SICHbBIE CBe-
IeHVA O TOM, KaKoe IMEHHO OBIIO COBEPIIEHO IIpecTyIIeHe™.

Hoxmpunanvhoie npednodicenus 06 ozpanuuenuy npedenosé 006vicka comosozo memnego-
Ha 6e3 opdepa 6 x00e 3aK0HH020 apectma. Psit aBTOPOB IIPN3HABAII OMYCTUMOCTD II0ZOOHOTO
006BICKa, TPV 9TOM IIpeJyIarasi OrpaHIINTh 0O0beM MHPOPMALIUY, KOTOPAsi MOYXKET ObITH 1CCITe-
[I0BAHA C VICIIOTIb30BAHNEM C/IEAYIOIINX CIIOCOOOB.

1. VIHTepHeT-TeCT, COIIACHO KOTOPOMY TO, YTO ZOCTYIHO Oe3 moaxodenus k CeTn, mo-
JIMIYA BIIpaBe 0ObICKaTh 0e3 opaepa (B 4aCTHOCTH, CIMCOK KOHTAKTOB, (hoTorpaduu, XypHa
3BOHKOB U TEKCTOBBIE COOOIIEHNs), MHBIe Pasfiensl TerehoHa 0ObICKY He MOfIeXXaT (Hampu-
Mep, UCTOPUsI IPOCMOTPA MHTEPHET-CTPAHUILL U GOIBIINHCTBO MOOVIBHBIX MPIIOXKEHIT).
I[Tpu 9TOM COTPYSHMUKY HOIUI[UI CMOTYT JIETKO OIPENeINTh, TPeOYeT /N IIPIUIOXKEHE JOCTY-

# Ibid. P. 571-572.
» Ibid. P. 574.

% O’Connor E. The Search for a Limited Search: The First Circuit Denies the Search of Cell Phones Incident
to Arrest in United States v. Wurie // Boston College Law Review. 2014. Vol. 55. No 6. P. 67.

¥ Brown P. Op. cit. P. 574.

2 Ibid. P. 575.

2 Ibid. P. 575-576.

3 Okonenxo PM. Ykas. cou. C. 107-108.
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ma B MurepHer, oTkmouns Tenedon ot Cetu’. OgHAKO HEKOTOPbIE MCCIEZ0BATE/N COMHEBA-
JINCh, YTO TaKOM IIoaxon 6yneT IIpaBUJIbHBIM, YKa3bIBas Ha N3MEHAIOIINECA TEXHOIOT M. TaK,
MHOTI€ KOMIIaHN IIPEANOYNTAIOT IIOMENIATH COO6HI€HI/I}I B o6naquIe XpaHnianiia, a npu-
JIO)KeHNsI, JOCTYIIHbIE C IIOMOLIbIO VIHTepHeTa, MHOTA COXPAHSIOT HeOO/bIIOEe KOMNIECTBO
nHpopManuy Ha TenedoHe’.

2. OYHKIUVMOHAJIBHBI TECT, KOTOPBIN OTPAHMYMBAET IPefebl 0OBICKA, NCXOAsl M3 Tpa-
AUUVMOHHBIX QYHKUMIT coTOBOro TeedoHa. Takum 06pa3oM, COTPYAHUK IONNIUN BIpaBe
o6bIcKaTh 6e3 opfepa XYpHAI 3BOHKOB I COOOLIEHNIT, COAep)KaHe COOOIIEeHNIT, afpeCHYI0
KHUTY. DJIeKTPOHHAsI I04Ta, poTorpadmu, IPUIOKEHNs, a TAK)Xe MHbIe pasfiensl TenedoHa,
(YHKIVM KOTOPBIX HAIOMIHAIOT KOMIIBIOTEP, TPeOYIOT IOy4eHN Opaepa’.

3. TecT OTKPBITOTO MIPUIOYKEHVST, KOTOPBIN O3BOISIET MCCIEA0BATh TONbKO paboTaomiye
Ha MOMEHT 0ObICKa IIpOorpaMMBbl. HaHHbIﬁI TIOAXO[T BBI3BIBAET BO3PAJKEHVIA, TaK KaK COBPEMEH-
Hble MOOW/IbHBIE YCTpOﬁICTBa IIO3BOJIAIOT C JIETKOCTHIO OTKPbhIBATDH M 3aKPbIBATDH IIPUTTOKEHNA
I TéM CaMbIM IIPENATCTBOBATD NE€ATE/IBHOCTU HOIII/[I_[I/II/I34.

4.0OrpaHndeHne KOMMYECTBA BO3NENCTBMII Ha ONEPAlMOHHYIO CHCTEMY U IPOTrPaMMBI
terepoHa. VccmegoBarenn MOAYepPKIBAIOT: HESICHO, IT0 KAaKVM KPUTEPISIM CIIEfyeT BBIOpATh
KOHKPETHO€ KOINMYIECTBO TaKNX BO3H€I7[CTBI/II7L K TOMY JK€ MHOTM€ OIl€palyy MOXHO BbIIIOI-
HSITb PasHBIMIU Iy TSIMI, YTO HOTPeOyeT Pa3HOTO KOMMYECTBA BO3MEICTBIIT®.

IIpasosas nosuyus Bepxosnozo cyoa CIIIA no eéonpocy donycmumocmu o6vicka como-
8vi1x meneoH06 8 X00e 3aK0HH020 apecma 6bLIa cHOPMYIMPOBAHA U IPUHATA CYAbAMU eIN-
HoracHo B 2014 1. o genam Riley v. California u United States v. Wurie. OHa COCTOUT B TOM,
9TO TP OTCYTCTBUN ‘-Ipe3BI)I‘-IaI/UIHbIX O6CTO}IT€HI)CTB IO/ VA HE BIIpaBE IIOABEPraTh O6bICKY
coToBbIII TenepoH 6e3 ophepa, Jaxke B XOfe 3aKOHHOro apecrta®. Pemenue chopmynmmposain
cypbs [x. Pobeptc, oTMeTus ciepyiomee:

* 060CHOBAaHHOCTb OOBICKA SIB/ISIETCSI BKHENIIMM TpeboBaHmeM YeTBepTOIl MOIPAaBKM
k Koncrurynuu CIIA. O6bick Tpebyet monydeHns cyfe6HOro opaepa, KpoMe CIeLaTbHbIX
nckmodernit. OOBICK B XOfie 3aKOHHOTO apecTa — 3TO U eCTh TaKoe UcKmodenne. [Tpu aTom
TaKye OOBICKI IIPOBOJSITCS Yallle, YeM 110 OPAEPY;

* mpaBwiIa, copMynupoBaHHble B fene United States v. Robinson, He pacIpoCTpaHAIOT-
st Ha coToBble Tenmehonsl. B atom mene Bepxosusiit cysy CIIIA mocraHoBumsI, 9T0 [yIst 0OBICKa
[IPeMETOB, HAXOMS;IINXCS TPV APECTOBAHHOM B XOfj¢ 3aKOHHOTO apecTa, He TpebyeTcst fo-
HOMHNTENTBHOr0 060cHOBaHMs. OFHAKO COTOBBIE Tele(pOHBI OTINIAIOTCS OT MHBIX IpefMe-
TOB, TaK KaK COJ€PYKAaT MHOYXECTBO IIePCOHA/IBHOI MHpOpMaLuy B 11 POBOM BIJE, JOCTYII
K KOTOPOII 06BIMHO TpebyeT MoTyIeHns opaepa;

* 00I[eCTBO CTPEMUTCS CO3AATh TBEpAble IIPaBMIa /IS IIPABOOXPAHNTEIBHBIX OPIaHOB,
OJIHAKO 3aIUTa HEIPUKOCHOBEHHOCTI YACTHOI XM3HU TpelbyeT uspepxek. CoBpeMeHHbIe
COTOBbBIC TeHe(l)OHbI ABJISAIOTCSA HEOTbeMJIEMON YacCThIO HOBCCHHCBHOﬁ JKM3HU, 3TO OYE€BUIHO
maxe mpuiensity ¢ Mapca. [TpupaBHMBATh UX K 3aIIMCHO KHIDKKE — BCe PAaBHO, YTO He pas-
JINYaTh IIOJIET Ha HYHY 1 TIO€30KY Ha JTOLIAIAX;

' O’Connor E. Op. cit. P. 71.
32 Brown P. Op. cit. P. 569-570.

* Beutler S. The New World of Mobile Communication: Redefining the Scope of Warrantless Cell Phone
Searches Incident to Arrest // Vanderbilt Journal of Entertainment & Technology Law. 2013. Vol. 15. No 2. P. 401.

3 Okonenxo PJ. Vkas. cou. C. 108-109.
% Tam xe. C. 109.
% Little R.K. Op. cit. P. 10.
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* 1udpOoBbIe TaHHBIE CaMIl IO cebe He MOTYT OBbITh MCIIONB30BAHBI B KAYECTBE OPYKUSL.
CreoBate/IbHO, KOT/A MOMMLIENICKIIT 3BT TelnedoH, cOobpaskeHNs1 6e30IIaCHOCTH 1CUe3a-
I0T. Yja/IeHHOe HOAK/II0UeHNe K Te/Ie)OHY U BO3MOXHOCTD YHUUYTOXEHsI MHPOPMALINy TaK-
K€ He COCTABJLAIOT Cepbe3HOlT IPOO/IeMbL, TaK KaK CYIIECTBYIOT CIeLVaNbHbIe CPeACTBA L
[IPeOSONIeHIISI ATUX YIPO3;

* B OyayieM MOTYT ObITh CHOPMYIUPOBAHDI UCKITIOUEHNS 113 CHOPMYTUPOBAHHOTO IIpa-
BI/IA HA OCHOBAHIY KOHKPETHBIX e,

Cynps C. Anuto npusHan perenne Cyza mpaBUIbHBIM, HO JOOABIUI HECKOIBKO COOCTBEH-
HBIX apryMeHTOB. II0 ero MHeHUIO, OOBICK B XOff¢ 3aKOHHOTO apecTa 0OOCHOBBIBAETCS He
TONIBKO COOOpaXKeHMsAMY 6€30IIaCHOCTI ¥ IMPeSOTBPALEHNs] YHIYTOXEHNS JOKA3aTeIbCTB,
HO 1 06111eT HeOOXOAVMOCTBIO ITOTyIeHNs YOeHUTeNbHbIX JOKa3aTe/IbCTB. B mpoTuBHOM Ci1y-
Jae OOLIMpPHBIE IIPefIe/Ibl TAKOTO 0OBICKA, KOTOPBIIT PaCIPOCTPAHIETCS Ha HEOACHBIE U yiKe
U3BSITHIE IIPEMETDI, He IMeeT CMBICTIA. 3aKOHO/ATENIb, a He CY/ 00/I1afjaeT Iydiiell BO3MOXHO-
CTBIO J/Is1 Pa3yMHOTO PasrpaHIYeHNsI ZOMYCTUMOCTH U HEJOIIYCTUMOCTY OOBICKA OIIpefie/ieH-
HBIX PasfeioB COTOBOTO TereoHa 6e3 opaepa, OCHOBBIBASICH HAa KATETOPIAX MH(GOPMALINI,
HAXOJIAIIEIICs B Te/le(hOHe, @ BOSMOXKHO U Ha IPYIUX 0COOEHHOCTX .

Cynba Anmnro Takoke ykasai, 4to Cyz o6ecedns 60/bIIyio 3auTy MHGOopManum B Lud-
poBoIt hopMe, HeXKe/ BelljeCTBEHHBIM T0Ka3aTe/IbCTBAM, XOTS X COflepXKaHIe MOXKeT OBITh
OffMHAKOBBIM. TaK, afipec, 3almMCaHHBI Ha OYMaXKKe, MOXKET ObITh HMOIYYeH COTPYLHUKAMU
oy 6e3 oprepa, a cofepkatniics B reneone — HeT; poTorpadus 13 6yMaKHUKA MO-
XeT OBITh IIPOCMOTPEHA, a € COTOBOrO TenmepoHa — HeT*. YkasaHHas TpaBOBas I03uIysi Bep-
xoBHOro cyga CIIIA xoTs 1 BHeC/Ia HEOOXO[UMYIO SICHOCTb, OfHAKO pa3pelinia JaneKo He Bce
Ipo6/IeMHBIe BOIIPOCHL. B CBsI3U € 9TMM B aMepPUKAHCKOIT TUTepaType 0003HAUEHbI TPAHNUIIBI
ee BO3MOYXHOTO TIPYMEHEHsI HIDKECTOSIIVIMY CYIaMIL.

1. JaHHAast TTO3UIMSI OTHOCUTCS TOMBKO K OOBICKY IIpU apecTe. ITO OTKPHIBAET BO3MOXK-
HOCTb Ji/Is1 IPU3HAHVSI 3aKOHHBIM 00BICKA COTOBOTO TeleoHa 6e3 opepa B [PYTUX CUTYALN-
sIX, He CBSI3aHHBIX ¢ nocmegHuM®. Tak, HanpuMep, JOKTPUHA OTKPBITOrO BUA VTN BUSHOTO
mecta (plain view exception) mO3BOJsIET OOBICKMBATD HOKA3aTeIbCTBA, €C/IM 3TO BOZMOXKHO
cmenaTb 6e3 NMPOHMKHOBEHMs B YacTHble BafieHusi. Crefyst HAHHON JIOTMKE, MOXKHO JIaTh
[O/INLIEIICKOMY, 3aKOHHO HAaXOMAIIEMYCsl B KBapTUPe U YBUJEBIIEMY cOOOIIeHe Ha 9KpaHe
TeseOHA O MIPUIACTHOCTH K IIPECTYIIHOI e TeIbHOCTI, IIPaBO OOBICKATh TaKOII TemeoH™ .

2. Bepxosnbiit cyzi CIIIA He yTOYHMII, KaKye IMEHHO TeXHUYECKUe CPefiCTBA, B TOM 4MCIIe
OCYILeCTB/ISAIONIVE ABTOMATIYECKOE U3B/ICUEHIE U AHA/IN3 JAHHDIX, MOTYT IPUMEHATHCS UL U3-
YUeHIsI COTOBBIX Tele(POHOB. ITOT BOIIPOC YoKe CTAI IIPEAMETOM PACCMOTPEHNS HIDKECTOSIINX
CyJIOB B OTHOLIICHNY KOMIIbIOTepoB. Tak, 1o ety United States v. Schlingloff (2012) cyn Llentpann-
HOro OKpyra V/ymmHolica ITOCTAHOBIL, YTO SKCIIEPTHI He BIIPaBe MCIIO/Ib30BATh ABTOMATIIECKIe
GuIBTpBI W1 OOHAPYXKEHNUsT JOKA3aTe/IbCTB, KOTOPbIE HAXOMSATCS 3a HMpefe/laMy OCHOBAHMS, Ha
KOTOpOM 6b1 BeLaH opziep. [To naHHOMY fieTy 9KCIIEpPT MCIIO/Ib30Ba TaKye (PUIBTPBI /s IIOUCKA
¢ailIoB ¢ metcKoit mopHorpadueit Ha KOMIIBIOTEpPE, B TO BpeMsi KaK Opfiep ObUT BbIIAH B CBSI3M C

¥ Ibid. P. 10-11.
*# Ibid. P. 11.

¥ Moore J., Langton J., Pochron J. The Cost of Privacy: Riley v. California‘s Impact on Cell Phone Searches
// Journal of Digital Forensics, Security and Law. 2014. Vol. 9. No 3. P. 10.

0 Wong M. United States v. Camou: Warrantless Cell Phone Searches after Riley v. California // Legal Issues
Journal. 2015. Vol. 3. No 2. P. 120.

1 Moore J., Langton J., Pochron J. Op. cit. P. 10-11.
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paccnenoBaHyeM KpaKiL. B To yke BpeMs y skcIiepTa COXpaHAIACh 3aKOHHAA BO3MOXXHOCTD 00bI-
CKaTbh KOMIIbIOTEP Ha IIpeiMeT IopHorpadum 6e3 mpumMeHeHUA GuiIbTpos®.

3. HecMoTpst Ha IIPUBENEHHYIO AHAJOTUMIO MEX/Y COTOBBIMM Tele(pOHAMIU U KOMIIBIO-
TepaMu, PACCMOTPEHHAS MPABOBasi MO3UIMSA, CKOpPee BCETO, IIPUMEHMMA JINIIb K MEPBBIM.
Cynbu IpsIMO He yKasau Ha ee jeiictBue B orHourennu iPad miu iPod u mnbix mogo6HbIX
yCcTporicTB®.

Takoin BBIBOJS MOJXKET IIOKAa3aTbCA BE€CbMa HEJIOTMYHDBIM. B cBsasu ¢ atum VHTEPECHO OT-
MEeTUTb, YTO MCXOMs U3 usydenHoro omsita CIIIA, B oTedecTBeHHOII InTepaType 6510 chop-
MY/IMPOBAHO IIPefIoXKeHne 06 YCTaHOB/IEHUN B YTOMTOBHO-IIPOLeCCyanbHOM IpaBe Poccun
3ampeTa Ha «0OBICK 6€3 CyAeOHOTO pellleHNsI He OIpefie/IeHHOI TEXHOIOT UM, HAIIPUMep, COTO-
BOrO TeniehOHA, HO TF06OT0 97IEKTPOHHOTO HOCUTENS MH(DOpMALNH, 067TaJa0IIero 3HAINTEb-
HBIM 00BEMOM TaMsITH 1 (W/IT) CHOCOOHOCTBHIO TIOTYYaTh CBEEHIISI IOCPELCTBOM YAATIEHHOTO
mocTyma (B TOM 4uc/Ie Yepe3 NH(POPMALMOHHO-TEIEKOMMYHUKALMOHHYIO CeTh VIHTepHeT)»*.

4. O6pIck coToBoOro Tenedona 6e3 opzepa ObUI IPU3HAH FOMYCTUMBIM IIPU HAIMYNY IpPes-
BBIYAITHBIX 06CTOsITeNbCTB. BepxoBHbiit cyg CIIIA npuBen aBa mpuMepa: a) eC/iu ofo3peBae-
MbII/uI, o Bcen BUIVMOCTH, IIOCBITIAET COO6meHMH COY‘{aCTHI/IKY (6] HeO6XOIH/IMOCTI/I IIpUBECTU
B JeJICTBYE B3PBIBHOE YCTPOICTBO; 6) eciu TenedoH, BEPOATHO, CONEP>KUT MH(POPMALINIO O
MECTE HaXOXXIOCHNA ITOXMIIIEHHOT O pe6eHKa. Sk IIpUIMEPDL CBI/IHeTe}IbCTBYIOT O BO3MOXXHOCTU
CYLIECTBEHHOTO PacIIMpeHNsA CIydaeB OObICKa COTOBOro TenedoHa 6e3 oppepa HIDKECTOsA-
108785078 CyﬂaMI/I. OIIHaKO TEeepb y>1<e O4YE€BUITHO, YTO BO3MOXHOCTDb yf_[aHeHHOI‘O yHI/I‘ITO)KeHI/IH
nnu mndpoBaHus nHGOPMALY, HaXO1elics B TenedOHe, Heb3si OTHOCUTD K Upe3BbIYaii-
HBIM 006CTOSITEeNbCTBAM™.

Takum 06pa3oM, HIDKeCTOsILIE CY/bI He pa3 CTOIKHYTCS C HEOOXOAMMOCTBIO TOTTKOBAHIISI
nosunyu Bepxosroro cyga CIIA. B ¢Bsas3u ¢ 3Tum B nuteparype 060CHOBAHHO OTMEYAEeTCs,
9TO CaMo MO cebe ero peleHne He COCOOHO MOCTABUTD TOYKY B MMEIOLIECs OPUAUIECKON
AuCKyccym*s,

ITonaraem, YTO M3y4YeHHBIV 3apYOEXKHBII OIBIT CO BCEMI €T0 JOCTOMHCTBAMI I HelOCTaTKa-
MU IIOMO>KeT 6071ee ITTyOOKO U BCeCTOPOHHE OLIEHUTD COBPeMeHHbIe HOTPeOHOCTI OTeYeCTBEH-
HOTO yTO/IOBHOTO IIPOLIECCA, KAK C TOUKY 3PEHIS TIPEICTABIUTEIEN BIIACTY, TAK ¥ C TOUKY 3PEHIS
3aIOUTHI IIpaB INIHOCTH, U C(l)OpMYIII/IpOBaTb Hay‘-IHO O6OCHOBaHHbIe IIpeIOKEHN A, HallpaB-
JIeHHBIE Ha COBEPIIIEHCTBOBAHNE 3aKOHOATE/IbCTBA I ITPABOIPUMEHUTEIBHON TPAKTUKIA.
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Abstract

The paper studies the legality of warrantless cell phone search incident to a lawful arrest in the US
criminal procedure. The author emphasizes the value of this experience to solve the problems aris-
ing in the Russian criminal procedure, because, as experts point out, Russian legislator doesn’t take
into account particular qualities of evidences obtained from electronic sources. The author analyzes
the attitude of the US Supreme Court formulated on the basis of the Fourth Amendment to the US
Constitution prohibiting unreasonable searches in relation to a search incident to a lawful arrest. The
Court differentiated search of the arrested person and the objects in the zone of his immediate control
and highlighted the possible targets of search — to secure police officers and to prevent the destruc-
tion of evidence. Next, the author studies the positions of lower courts which addressed this issue in
various ways — from unlimited phone searches without a warrant to a total ban of such searches in
the absence of the exigent circumstances. Then, the author analyzes the doctrinal positions about the
restriction of warrantless cell phone search incident to a lawful arrest: internet-based test; functional
test; open application test; limiting the number of operations committed by police officers. The criticism
of these approaches is presented. The author studies the main arguments of the US Supreme Court,
which in 2014 in cases Riley v. California and United States v. Wurie declared unconstitutional the
search of a cell phone without obtaining a warrant, even if it is incident to a lawful arrest. The opinion
concurring in part is presented by Judge Alito, who, in particular, pointed out that the legislator should
draw reasonable distinctions regarding when and what information within a phone can be searched
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incident to arrest without obtaining a warrant. Finally, the author studies the problems that are not still
resolved by US Supreme Court. The most important of them is the applicability of these rules to tablets
and other similar devices.
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