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Exclusionary Rule
Exclusionary rule offer protection to the defendants, from violation of fourth amendment right in that the government is prevented from presenting evidence which has been obtained illegally and against unlawful search and seizure (Kaplan, 1973). The rule also effects the American courts with rule to ban evidences from such origins which are unlawful. There are many exceptions to the exclusionary rule which serve as the protection measure to the accused in the court of law, constitutionally but without the extents to which justice cannot be warranted. 
Good faith exception is one of them, which accepts the evidence presented upon the search warrant and obtained by the law enforcing agencies reasonably and the evidence is invalidated. (Hanlon, 2015). The case of Arizona and the Gants, the case involved the police searching the Gants vehicle in a legitimate traffic stop. The police found the Gant driving with a suspended license and in connection to the search they also found that the Gant’s vehicle had a gun and a bag of cocaine. The attorney to Gants filed a case in court to suppress the gun and the drugs not to be used as evidence because they were not obtained with a warrant. The case was that the gun and the bag of cocaine were found during the legitimate traffic stop and that no violation of fourth amendment rights was committed.
 The other is attenuation doctrine, which states that the connection between the evidence, which is illegal and the exception permitting evidence improperly is admitted at trial if the illegal means of obtaining the evidence are very remote to be considered in a court of law (Kaplan, 1973). The case to this exception involved Antoine Jones and drug traffickers, which sought to locate a GPS on his personal car and which the warrant expired before the usual installation of the devices. The Jones attorney filed a case against the evidence obtained and due to the exception of the exclusionary rule the attorney was denied the chance to run the case, because there was no violation of the fourth amendment protection rights. 
The third is independent course doctrine, which states that the evidence obtained illegally is admitted at trial if the evidence was obtained by an independent person in activities which are legal (Re, 2014). The case to this exception include the Arizona and Evans, which included the evidence collected by the police in an official duty that is a Phoenix police officer. Evans was in possession of marijuana bag, although the police had a warrant which had been issued by the courts the past two weeks. This did not bar the courts from using the evidence since it was obtained during an official duty.
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