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The police Officer Rhodes, represented by Virginia's state, and a petitioner Collins found himself on the hint of a stolen motorcycle. On suspicion and evidence for Facebook pictures, he visited the petitioner, Ryan Collins (Collins v. Virginia, 138 S. Ct. 1663, 584 U.S). On two occasions, the motorcycle, which was uniquely colored, evaded the Albemarle police officers. The officers observed the rider making violations of the traffic laws. The officers then motorcycle under investigation, which led to discovering that the motorcycle was located at the suspect's house (Rowe, 2019). They observed what appeared to be the same motorcycle, but the motorcycle had been covered on the driveway by the suspect. The investigating officer confirmed that that was the suspect motorcycle under investigation. Officer Rhodes waited outside the house for the suspect driver to arrive home. He went to the house door, knocked, and made an inquiry of the motorcycle. The suspect diver initially denied the allegation presented before him (Legal Information Institute, 2021). However, the suspect driver, Ryan Collins, then came to confess, agreeing that he purchased the motorcycle even with the knowledge that the motorcycle had been stolen from the real owner. 
The investigating police, Officer Rhodes, arrested the suspected driver, Ryan Collins, with the charges of ownership of stolen property. However, the defendant attempted to suppress the charges presented against him on the grounds that the investigating police officer, Officer Rhodes, made an illegal search of his premises, the curtilage, illegally given he had no warranty to search. By lifting the tarp that covered the motorcycle parked at the driveway of the defendant Ryan Collins, the police officer, Officer Rhodes, had illegally access the curtilage and the house of the defendant without a legal search warrant (Collins v. Virginia, 138 S. Ct. 1663, 584 U.S). 
The case was on trial to decide whether by searching the suspect's curtilage without a warrant, the fourth amendment was breached by the arresting office. The case rests on the intersections of two factors of The Fourth Amendment. These two conflicting components were the vehicle exemption to the Fourth Amendment, exempting warrant requirement for searching for a house and curtilage, and the protection extended by the Fourth Amendment to the search of the curtilage of a home. The court denied the defendant's motion, Ryan Collins, against the motorcycle's evidence. The defendant was convicted on possession of the stolen property.  
However, in May 2018, The Supreme court reversed the decision to convict the petitioner on the grounds that the automobile exemption to the Fourth warrant doesn’t make it legal to search the vehicles in the house or curtilage of the defendant (Collins v. Virginia, 138 S. Ct. 1663, 584 U.S). The warrantless searches of vehicles gave officers, in the case of Officer Rhodes, the authority to search automobiles, an act permissible in limited circumstances, an automobile parked within the curtilage of a home is not permissible for a warrantless search (Bowers, 2018). A vote of 8-1 made this decision. The descendant in the case was only Justice Samuel Alito, who believed that the Fourth Amendment should have an exemption of the vehicle given that vehicles can move. In this case, the search was not unreasonable. 
If I were among the Supreme Court judges, I would give the same verdict that the vehicle exemption only applies to the vehicle on the road and not those parked in the house or the house's curtilage. This decision was because the Fourth Amendment protects the civil liberties of citizens from unwarranted searched in their houses or curtilages. Ruling that the automobile exemption gives the right for police officers to search a vehicle parked on a home’s curtilage without warrant will lead to rampant breach of civil liberties by the officers on grounds of permissible circumstances. The ruling makes the Fourth Amendment effective in protecting the rights of citizens to be secured in their houses, person and effects against unreasonable seizures and searches. 
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