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1.Judges' use of discretion is perhaps nowhere as clear as in their application of the exclusionary rule. Supreme Court decisions such as New York v. Quarles and Nix v. Williams have made it easier to admit evidence illegally obtained. As a judge who frequently tries drug cases, the presentation of physical evidence is a crucial part of your decision-making process. What does settled law say about your responsibilities to the collection and use of evidence, and how closely do your ethics align with those decisions?
The existence of laws that govern the collection and submission of evidence in a court is crucial, also referred to as procedural law. It is also referred to as adjective law. It defines the universal acceptable set of rules that ensure adherence to them. This, therefore, binds me to present lawful and honest evidence.
2.Compare the potential conflicts of interest for defense attorney and those of prosecutors.
This involves instances when the state of defense is in a contradictory position face with the accusation. The accusation of the defense counsel, therefore, a conflict of interest arises between the defense and prosecution.
3.Using data to support your response, compare the experience that a defendant will have with a private attorney and the experience that an indigent defendant will have with a public defender.
A private defender is also known as a counsel; his services are at the expense of the individual facing the lawsuit. A case where a business issued is a good field for the existence of private counsel service.
4.Most criminal cases are settled by plea bargain. As a public defender with an extraordinary workload, you feel the pressure to move as many cases through the system as possible so that the time spent awaiting trial, dismissal, or plea —often behind bars—is reduced as much as possible. Yet, this means you often discourage a trial for your clients. What guides your decision-making process for advising which clients should go to trial?
A plea bargain is a consensus arrived at by both sides of a case; the accused pleads guilty and reduces the chances of a more challenging decision. The situation, however, is used in particular instances only; it is discouraged and needs a higher level of critical thinking.
5.Analyze the discretion judges have in sentencing and how it has been limited or expanded.
The discretion is based on attaining a level of personal evaluation of the case by the court judge. The court issues the power to deliver the judgment, but it is the constraint to the stipulated law's legal structure.
RESPONSES
1)  Do attorneys have a moral obligation, beyond that stated in the law, to protect others from what they believe to be a planned crime?
Based on this case study, it is essential to note the situational complexity associated with the issue. It is per the legal structure that protects a client during representation. This law states the importance of discretion between the lawyer and the client. A client tends to trust the lawyer more if there is a sense of trust amongst them; the client should know that they can have faith in the structure he relies on to deliver his case. In instances where the client knows this is compromised, it will be hard for the representation process to lack mutual trust. This further contributes to the downfall of the court procession process. If a client can trust the lawyer enough to disclose such vital information, that is a massive step towards the case's success. 
Therefore, on a legal basis, the profession protocols support the attorney's decision; he has proved a trustworthy representative in the long run. On a moral basis, however, the knowledge of such information may pose huge burdens on the lawyers. Therefore, the provision of such laws could prove a step towards the protection of attorneys from such limitations. The attorney stands no legal offence potential; however, it is a personal decision whether to disclose this information from a personal ethics perspective. Gaining trust is paramount to the process; the better it is acquired, the easier it will win the case.
2)   Assess the moral permissibility of the judge's conduct using the primary ethical perspectives we have talked about this semester. 
 Over the years, the urgency for separation of personal ethics to social responsibility means that individuals have the right to make personal decisions that will have no attachment to their corporate responsivity. The judge is entitled at handling these cases and acting in accordance; however, the work he is involved in may prove to be quite demanding; the existence of a system that ensures that people are not judged based on personal issue is paramount. The mutual relation between the two may be associated with the concept of corporate moral obligation; however, they are still human beings. 
The desire between two individuals may not necessarily have a work-related idea behind them. Moreover, the issuance of the lack of a law that prohibits sexual relations at the expense of the judge's privacy also pays tremendous importance. They may have been entirely engaged in their work that they lack time to have separate sexual endeavors. To ensure efficiency in the work process, one has to be determined; the concept that focuses on the two's commitment may be the strength that supports the case in their favor. Based on this argument, one might agree that the issue lacks a legal basis and should be abolished; such a claim may be attempted to sabotage the two.
3)  Assume that Nifong had a strong belief that the defendants were guilty. How does this affect the moral permissibility of his conduct?
The case shows the commitment to situations that may need crucial decisions that may not align with the stipulated laws already; on a critical perspective, the suing of a team by a stripper raises questions. The profession in question is the complexing factor as the stipulation of legally constraining the domain is quite hard to speculate. Therefore, this case may prove quite controversial; there either exists the concept of a vast corporation facing its unfair treatment because changes will most likely favor them in judicial involvement. There also exists a client's breakthrough case to a lumpsum compensation; in such an instance.
There exist situations that individuals have staged attacks to favor the legal representation. The stripper profession is quite peculiar in such cases; the ease for the money may prove quite tempting. Therefore, this case may pose huge ethical dilemmas upon the attorney general. Some may argue that this is a downplayed act, while others may say that the issue as mishandled, the legal implications faced upon delivery of the case were dire too. The abolishment of the patient may have been caused by possible spotting of unprovable tampering of the evidence. It is, therefore, a possibility that the issue as handled with consideration of moral responsibility more than unfair judgement.



