
Description Scenario 1: Mike, an honor student, has been arrested for the sale of narcotic drugs. He alleges it is a case of mistaken identity, that he has never ( and would never) sell drugs. Instructions Read the scenario above, then indicate whether the following evidence would be admissible or not. Force Completion

This evidence is not admissible because if it is not backed up by logic or any document. The testimony may be a defense mechanism to save himself from the situation. He must, therefore, provide tangible or logical evidence that will back up his sources. Everyone would plead not guilty when suspected of any crime, to prove their innocence, documents, and testimonies that are legally obtained can be used to prove his innocence.



Description Scenario 2: Victor and Derrick were engaged in a fight when the police arrived. Victor, a white male, convinced the police that Derrick, a black male, had attacked him without provocation. Barry, Victor's friend, confirms the information, and the police arrest Derrick. Instructions Read the scenario above, then indicate whether the following evidence would be admissible or not.

This evidence would be admissible in court because it relates to the case, and the testimony was obtained from the witness voluntarily. The complainant and witness information matched, and this increased its probability of being right. Logically the evidence adds up and would use other means to determine how true the evidence could after the cases have been made.

Ronald Keiser alleged he shot and paralyzed Victor Romero in self-defense. During a recess, Romero encountered Keiser's brother in the hallway outside the courtroom. Romero, in the presence of his family and court security, angrily shouted, "There he is, that's the f__'s brother. And I want you to remember his face, remember his face." The trial court refused to permit the defendant's lawyer to offer evidence of this confrontation to demonstrate Romero's violent nature and circumstantial evidence that Romero was the aggressor. As a judge, how would you rule? See the United States v. Keiser (57 F.3d 847 [9th Cir. 1995]).
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[bookmark: _GoBack]I would not allow the use of the evidence of this confrontation as evidence in court because it was not obtained legally and only records a small part of the confrontation that would make the jury biased in their judgment. Therefore, I would rule that case based on other evidence that is admissible in a court of law. The court must be saved from shifting emotions of players to determine the authenticity of testimonies. The testimony must, however, be based on facts to be admissible.

