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SUMMARY

The Indiana Supreme Court held that a search of the defendant’s home conducted pursuant to a

jeopardy tax warrant issued to collect a Controlled Substance Excise Tax assessment was unreasonable

under the Fourth Amendment. Because the search was unconstitutional, the exclusionary rule barred

use of the cocaine discovered during the search in the defendant’s subsequent criminal prosecution.

The court reversed the trial court’s denial of the motion to suppress.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether a search of a taxpayer's home pursuant to a jeopardy tax warrant issued to collect a Controlled
Substance Excise Tax assessment violated the Fourth Amendment.

2. Whether cocaine discovered during that unconstitutional search had to be suppressed in Adams's

subsequent criminal prosecution.

HOLDINGS

1. A search of a home pursuant to a jeopardy tax warrant issued solely because the Controlled Substance
Excise Tax is statutorily deemed a jeopardy assessment is unreasonable under the Fourth Amendment
because the procedure gives revenue officers unfettered discretion and does not require an individualized
finding of exigency.

2. Evidence obtained from the unconstitutional search of Adams's home, including evidence derivatively

obtained from that search, must be suppressed in the subsequent criminal trial.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“We conclude the search of the home was unconstitutional and that the exclusionary rule bars the use of the

cocaine as evidence in criminal proceedings.” (739)

“We therefore hold that the trial court should have suppressed evidence stemming from the search of

Defendant's home under the jeopardy tax warrant.” (745)

“In a criminal trial, evidence must be suppressed if it stems from an unconstitutional search.” (746)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

The Indiana Department of Revenue issued a Controlled Substance Excise Tax assessment against Adams based
on cocaine previously seized from his safe-deposit box. After Adams protested the assessment, the Department
issued a jeopardy tax warrant and revenue officers entered his home to locate assets for collection. The officers
discovered cocaine in the home before a judicial search warrant was obtained, and narcotics detectives later used

the cocaine as the basis for criminal charges.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

The trial court denied Adams's motion to suppress. The trial court and Court of Appeals granted interlocutory
appeal, and the Court of Appeals reversed, concluding that the exclusionary rule barred evidence obtained

through the CSET collection search. The Indiana Supreme Court granted transfer and reversed the trial court.
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