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Evidence Holding
	In a justice system, clients are bound to suffer from holding exculpatory evidence from rogue prosecutors and even their defense attorneys working against their clients for their profits. Therefore, a prosecutor can destroy evidence of a defendant's guilt in various scenarios. When the compliant is influential and wants the case to be ruled in their favor, it is prone on prosecutors to be involved in the subject so that they can divert the court's decisions. Prosecutors should not destroy any evidence of a defendant's guilt, whether it affects the ruling or not, as it is grouped as evidence and therefore should be treated as so. This evidence may have an impact on the verdict, whether guilty or not guilty.
	A defense attorney, when has a client is cooperating enough and enabling a smooth flow of the trial, must ensure their client's innocence to be proved before a court of law. In scenarios where the client is holding information from the defense attorney or lying to cover up for whatever, the attorney can easily let their client be found guilty provided he has collected their service fee (NeMoyer et al., 2018). Defense attorneys find themselves allowing clients to be found guilty when the prosecutor's defense is overwhelming, and there is no way the accused can have a ruling of not guilty. The client will be guilty, and even their attorney might be unable t fight or vouch for their innocence (Sanders, 2019).
	The public has their interpretation of the law as laypeople and might be forced to make comments on issues they hold little knowledge about. In a case where the people had a ruling of not guilty but turns out otherwise will get the public talking about the lack of fairness in the criminal system. Still, when a criminal in the public's eyes is sentenced, it's obvious they will have trust in convictions for public interest cases. When their evidence of destruction of evidence might or not impact the subject, there is a guarantee of public outcry of the judiciary's shortcomings and, therefore, less confidence in the criminal justice system. If an attorney undertakes their work diligently and the client is not cooperative, then the public will applaud the criminal system and crucify the client for their shortcomings.
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