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THE EFFICIENCY OF THE EXCLUSION RULE
The exclusionary rule is the rule put in place to allow the court to leave out incriminating evidence that may be introduced in a trial. It is designed to prevent the police from illegally obtaining evidence that incriminates an accused person. The exclusionary rule prevents the use of all evidence obtained in violation of the constitution of the United States of America. The rule prevents deterrence of police contact, imposing unnecessary costs in obtaining evidence, and offers a chance for the use of alternative remedies for the acquisition of evidence.
The actions of police officers are controlled by the exclusionary law. Police use many ways to obtain evidence to incriminate criminals. But in some cases, the evidence obtained may not be enough for the jury to pass and incriminating judgment. The police, therefore, use unlawful methods to acquire satisfactory evidence. With the exclusionary rule in place, officers of the law are under a strict framework of law obedience. According to (Ferguson, 2019), the exclusionary rule has provided a suppression remedy for police wrongdoings. In preventing police misconduct, there is a need to have surveillance systems for monitoring daily policing practices and activities and predicting police misconduct. The rule of exclusion therefore deters police conduct. 
Furthermore, the exclusion rule induces unnecessary social costs of obtaining and analyzing evidence. Cost refers o the sum of money to be paid and spent in buying and obtaining something. For effective and efficient control of criminal activities the law enforcement advises the use of the best available scientific proof. The process of obtaining evidence is costly and obtaining the best evidence that may be incriminating maybe even more costly. Research done by (Garoupe et al, 2020) shows that more exclusion induces more evidence searching by police. In an attempt to find good and satisfactory evidence that will not be rejected by the court, law enforcers put in more to find credible evidence which does not undermine the constitutional rights of criminals and citizens to present in courts. Therefore, evidence are excluded often more than optional if they are excluded.
Finally, other alternatives for the exclusionary rule that offer better remedies may be employed. Trial for police who made illegal searches, creation of civil tort for victims of illegal searches, and creating an executive branch for disciplining police may be used in place of exclusion rule. Research according to (Wilkey, 1982) indicates that the exclusionary rule has more than ten adverse effects. The main one is that it allows criminals to go without charge as a result of dismissing evidence. The rule does not offer provisions against unreasonable searches and seizures. Therefore, alternative remedies are more efficient than the exclusion rule.
The justice systems work hand in hand with law enforcement. Therefore, there is a need to have collaboration and effective communication between the two systems. The implementation of the exclusion rule has a positive effect on police behaviors. On the other hand, it results in the user of many more resources in obtaining evidence, and other alternatives offer better remedies. In general, the exclusionary rule in my opinion is not effective.
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