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Buehler v. The City of Austin
Facts

The plaintiff Antonio Francis Buehler brought the cause of action against the City of Austin, Austin Police Department and Officers Patrick Oborski, Robert Snider, Justine Barry and Sergeant Adam Johnson (Buehler v. City of Austin, 2015). The plaintiff alleges that he was arrested unlawfully on multiple occasion, wrongfully prosecuted, wrongfully detained in jail as well as being deprived of his camera for filming the police officer in the execution of duties. The facts showed that the defendants in their execution of duties after stopping a drunken driver saw the plaintiff recording and taking pictures after which he was allegedly arrested for resisting arrests. The plaintiff was then charged with the failure to obey lawful orders of the peace officers. 

Issues

Did the plaintiff prove that the actions of the police taking his camera and wrongfully arrest meet the requirements to support the violation of 42 U.S. Code § 1983 and the First Amendment rights? (Federal Law Enforcement Training Centers. , 2015).
Holding

No. The court concluded that the plaintiff did not establish enough evidence to support the claim that constitutional rights were violated.

Rationale

The court upheld that the plaintiff had the right to record the police as they performed their duties which safeguard his constitutional rights as well as the freedom from false arrest. The officers acting under color of the state were guaranteed the right to secure the scene as well as ensure evidence was not tampered with. The tainted evidence provided by the plaintiff could not support the affirmation that the officers violated his rights (Buehler v. City of Austin, 2015). The conflicting account of the details from the plaintiff and those of the defendants cannot be substantiated, and the Defendants motion for summary judgments was awarded. The inability of the plaintiff to summon enough evidence to prove that his constitutional rights were violated.
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