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Is the Exclusionary Rule Applicable Beyond the Fourth Amendment?
[bookmark: _Hlk74000491]To begin with, the exclusionary rule is a rule made by the court and not a law (Kerr, 2010). This rule came into place in line with the fourth amendment in a case that involved Mapp and Ohio. By all means, it was impossible to apply the rule beyond the fourth amendment. This is the case despite that the U.S Supreme court made the rule's decision in line with the fourth amendment. Where we go beyond the fourth amendment, it would be a violation of the exclusionary rule. This was a decision made by the US Supreme court. 
The second reason why the rule cannot go beyond the fourth amendment is that it is based on evidence obtainable in a manner that goes against the fourth amendment. Finally, in a nutshell, the exclusionary rule is based on the issues whose seizure and searches are unreasonable. These are only defined in the fourth amendment. Consequently, it would be inappropriate to apply it beyond what the fourth amendment states (Kerr, 2010).
What are the Three Exceptions to the Fruit of the Poisonous Tree Doctrine
In the United States, the fruit of the poisonous tree helps describe evidence that is illegally obtained. The first exception of this doctrine is that where the police have access to knowledge concerning the evidence apart from that got illegally; the evidence should not be excluded. The second exemption of the doctrine is that if it was unavoidable to discover the evidence, the evidence might be presented because finding the evidence was not a result of an illegal search. Presenting the evidence using this exemption requires the court to be aware that it would be possible for the police to discover the evidence with or without the unreasonable search. The last exemption is when the officer conducts a search believing that it is a legal one. Where he believes that there is no need for a warrant or carries out the investigation as per the warrant, which he perceives to be a valid one, he can be termed as operating in good faith (Bain & Kelly, 2017).
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