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• Grants of Immunity

• Administrative Subpoenas

• Investigative Subpoenas

• Tracking Electronic Devices

• Pen Registers

• E-Warrants

• Title III Wiretaps

P.H. = Political Hot Potatoes



Grants of Immunity
P.H.

(How Not to Do it)



Grants of Immunity



Grants of Immunity



Grants of Immunity

USE v.

Transactional



Administrative Subpoenas (2 Kinds)

Child Sex Abuse Investigations

v.

Controlled Substance Investigations 
P.H.



Child Sex Abuse (ICAC Type) Cases



Administrative Subpoenas

1. Now Require Approval of the Court

2. “Reasonable Suspicion” or “Relevant and 

Material” Standard

3. Used ONLY in Listed Child Sex Abuse Type 

Cases

4. Use to obtain:

Subscriber Information / Email address

ISP Provider, Dates of Usage etc.

First - U.C.A. 77-22-2.5





Administrative Subpoenas

1. Used ONLY in Controlled Substance 

Investigations

2. Still Do Not Require Approval of the Court

3. Signed by the Prosecutor Only

4. Use to obtain:

1. Financial Documents

2. Subscriber Information

3. Phone Records

4. Anything connected to drug activity

Second - U.C.A. 77-22a-1









Investigative Subpoenas

• Use Only During Investigative Stage

• Require Application by Prosecutor

• Require Affidavit by Investigator

• A “criminal sealed” case number at Court

• And an Order signed by a Judge

Control & Knowledge of Their 

Use is Important to Maintain





Mobile Tracking Devices

Birddogs / GPS

Cell Phone Pings

U.C.A. § 77-23c-102 / 103

NOTICE!



Pen Registers

Control & Knowledge of Their 

Use is Important to Maintain

Usually Used as a Lead Up to 

a Title III Search Warrant



Search e-WARRANTS
Review of the Utah E-Warrant Progress

***Judiciary Committee asked for a 

demonstration of e-warrants this year.

H.P.?



System Solves Two Important 

Utah Supreme Court Cases

Redefining “Exigency” in Utah

Forbidding Affidavits in Support of SW to ‘Walk’



MESSAGE:

E-Warrants Has Not Changed Judicial 

Standards.   

Particularity Requirement

No-Knock

Nighttime  

Has Improved Judicial Oversight to Protect 

4th Amendment Rights of Utah’s Citizens



Demonstration



NO boilerplate language.





Wizard Language Pops Up

When Mouse Hovers Over 

Better Training Tool for Law Enforcement



Any Judicial Challenges?

Federal Case.

Relying on U.S. v. Bueno-Vargas, U.S. 

District Judge Clark Waddoups Upheld a 

Utah e-Warrant (May 2012) 





Challenge in Utah Courts – 2014

E-Warrant System Upheld



Statistics

The First E-warrant filed in Utah was on February 10, 2008

The total filings for 2008: 135 (11 per month)

The total filings for 2009: 1,294 (108 per month)

The total filings for 2010: 2,703 (225 per month)

The total filings for 2011: 3,525 (294 per month)

Filings for 2012 as of 5/1*: 1,518 (*379 per month)





The MESSAGE

Financial / Tax Payer Savings

Especially in rural Utah – judge may be 50 miles away, or more.

Time Savings

Less obvious.  Important Message.  Writing is Better.

The Decision to Obtain a Warrant.  

Better evidence.  DUI blood draws, for example.

= Saved Lives



Title III Wiretaps

• Elected County Attorney Must Designate, in 

Writing, a Deputy County Attorney to 

Oversee Each Wiretap.

• Require Ongoing Court Oversight

•Expensive

• Must Establish Probable Cause:

•That Target Will be Heard on the Subject 

Phone

•That the Things Said Will Provide 

Evidence of Crime(s) Being Investigated

• Exhaustion

• Proper Minimization Capabilities

U.C.A. § 77-23a-10
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