3







Law Terminologies


Student’s Name
Department, University
Course Number and Name
Instructor’s Name
Date









Law Terminologies
It has always been said that the one thing that stops humans from being animals is the law. The law lays out procedures that restrict individuals or people from engaging in unlawful activities that harm another individual either directly or indirectly. If one commits a crime, the law is there to make sure that the individual is answerable for his or her actions; no one is above the law. The fact pattern scenario provides an interesting view of how the police and the accused are supposed to handle themselves until the accused is convicted or freed by the court.
In a typical society and as the law dictates, if an individual is suspected of a crime of theft or robbery and the stolen items are suspected to be in the individual’s house, a search warrant should be obtained. The search warrant is not obtained from the police boss but from a judge or magistrate from that city or county; in this case, it was a magistrate at Lawrence District Court. The search warrant indicates what is being searched for and nothing else unless the police end up with something tied to the crime. Even with the search warrant, the police still do not have the right to force themselves into the suspect’s house unannounced. The law stipulates that the police should knock and wait for it to be answered, after which he or she shows the suspect the search warrant. Police forcing himself is only legal if the suspect refuses to accept the search warrant. If the police find the item of interest during the search, he or she is required to arrest the suspect and issue him with his Miranda rights. Every criminal or suspect has the right to read his or her Miranda right.
The scenario that leads to the arrest of Dan, a retired police officer for the state police department, seems to have been planned. It starts with Leila being out of uniform, something that is weird knowing she was on duty. Secondly, the warrant indicates that the focus should be on the first floor, but she heads to the second floor, where she finds the incriminating evidence as indicated in the search warrant and a note attached to it with an address on it. In respect, she does not arrest Dan but tells him to accompany her to the police station to record a statement. The fact that the gun and the note that helped recover Terri Grubb’s jewelry are incriminating enough to have Dan arrested, but what is rather baffling was how Dan, a retired police officer, could be careless to that extent.
Dan needed to exercise the right against self-incrimination based on how things were unfolding since, based on the planted evidence, the authority wanted to incriminate him for the robbery. A person in his right senses cannot write a note that will lead to his arrest unless he wants, but in Dan’s case, he did not want to be arrested. The obvious conclusion to this issue is that the evidence was planted to incriminate Dan. Since Dan says that he has nothing to do with Jewellery recovered, using it as evidence in a criminal trial will go against the exclusionary rule unless they can provide evidence to back up their claim. The evidence that is there is a planted one, and if the court does its work well, it will be to establish it and thereby prove beyond reasonable doubt that Dan is innocent.   
