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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  

FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF WISCONSIN 
   2521 N. District Avenue, Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53202 

 

__________________________________________________________________________ 

 
JON DOE    Plaintiff-Appellant,  

 

v.  

MARY JANE      

     Defendant-Respondent    

 

In Re: Detainee Intake Search Policy  

From: Joy Morris 

Date: January 29, 2026  

__________________________________________________________________________ 

BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF 4th AMENDMENT  

SEARCH AND SEIZURE VIOLATIONS   

__________________________________________________________________________ 

 



STATEMENT OF JURISDICTION 

The Administrative Tribunal has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this proceeding pursuant 
to Wisconsin Law and applicable Constitutional Authority.  

This matter concerns the application of State and Federal Constitutional Standards to correctional 
practices implemented within Wisconsin Correctional Facilities.  from an administrative 
challenge to a correctional facility’s intake policy permitting routine strip searches of detainees 
prior to placement in the general population. The claimant alleges that the policy violates the 
Fourth Amendment’s prohibition against unreasonable searches and seizures. 

 

ISSUE PRESENTED 

Does a correctional facility’s policy permitting routine strip searches of detainees during intake 
violate the Fourth Amendment’s prohibition against unreasonable searches and seizures? 

 

STATEMENT OF FACTS 

The claimant was arrested on a nonviolent offense and transported to a correctional facility for 
processing. Upon intake, the claimant was subjected to a routine strip search, including a visual 
inspection, pursuant to the facility’s standardized intake procedures. The search was conducted 
prior to the claimant’s placement in the general inmate population and was not based on 
individualized suspicion. 

 

STANDARD OF REVIEW 

The constitutionality of searches conducted by correctional officials is evaluated under a 
reasonableness standard that balances the intrusion on individual privacy interests against the 
legitimate penological interests of maintaining institutional security and order. 
 

 

 

 

 

 



ARGUMENT 

I. Detainees Entering Correctional Facilities Possess a Diminished Expectation of 
Privacy 

Individuals entering custodial settings do not retain the same expectation of privacy enjoyed by 
the general public. The Supreme Court has consistently recognized that the needs of institutional 
security and the prevention of contraband justify substantial limitations on individual privacy 
rights within correctional facilities. Courts therefore afford significant deference to the 
professional judgment of correctional officials in establishing intake procedures necessary to 
maintain safety and order. 

 

II. Routine Intake Strip Searches Are Reasonably Related to Legitimate 
Penological Interests 

Routine strip searches conducted during intake serve critical security functions, including the 
detection of weapons, drugs, and other contraband, as well as the identification of potential 
health and safety risks posed by new detainees. When conducted pursuant to standardized 
policies and in a non-abusive manner, such searches are reasonably related to legitimate 
governmental objectives and are consistent with Fourth Amendment principles. 

 

III. The Limited Privacy Interests of Detainees Do Not Outweigh Institutional 
Security Needs 

Although detainees retain limited privacy rights, those interests must be balanced against the 
substantial governmental interest in ensuring institutional safety. The Supreme Court has upheld 
routine intake searches even in the absence of individualized suspicion where detainees are 
entering the general population. In this context, the intrusion on privacy is outweighed by the 
facility’s need to maintain order and prevent the introduction of contraband. 

 

CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, a correctional facility’s policy permitting routine strip searches of 
detainees during intake is reasonably related to legitimate penological interests and does not 
violate the Fourth Amendment’s prohibition against unreasonable searches and seizures. 

 

 


