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Course Discussion
Q1. 	
On the detention officer killing an inmate after a physical alteration, I think the officer used his badge (authority) in a wrong way. The officer slammed the inmate hard on the floor, which caused the death of the inmate after 13 days. The officer was also stronger than the inmate and could have held the inmate down and cuffed him. The officer seems to have been angered by the inmate and his action was out of anger. That is, he was more violent than he ought to be. Slamming the inmate hard twice on the floor until he got unconscious was not right. One is entitled to protect himself of herself against danger, but in this incident, it was not a risky situation that could warrant the action of the officer. The detention officer is therefore guilty, and what he did is unacceptable. The officer used excessive force on the weaker inmate that was unnecessary in that situation, leading to a death that could have been avoided.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Q2.	
Based on my opinion, the most critical differences between the responsibilities and authority of the private security personnel and government justice system personnel are the services offered to the people, and the manner in which they are offered (Sarre, 2008). The government justice personnel have the ability to judge in an effort to enforce the law, while we have no private judges to decide on cases. The judging is done by the judicial arm of the government. The private security personnel does not have any power to make any laws at any given time. They however exercise the laws that are made by the government within the set limits. The government justice personnel nonetheless, through the legislative arm of the government, is able to make laws and alter them when necessary. The private personnel could make arrests about minor cases, but they later forward the suspects to the government personnel, like the police officers. As seen above, the private and government security and justice personnel have different responsibilities, and the government personnel are above the private personnel.
Q3.	
The differences between the responsibilities and authority of government justice personnel versus private personnel have a relation with the authorities of private citizens. The private citizens could employ private security personnel to provide security, but they cannot pay for the private security to be provided by the government security personnel, like the police for example. The government security personnel provide security for the public in general, and they are paid by the government. They are not allowed to be hired by private citizens for their services, but they however get to come in when there are unlawful practices or where the safety of the citizens they are supposed to keep safe is threatened. The government security personnel can make arrests if there is a suspected breaking of the laws laid in the constitution. They are allowed to take the suspect to the court of law for justice to be served (Sarre, 2008). The private security personnel are not allowed to intrude in other people’s activities; there primary responsibility is to keep their clients safe.
Q4.	
The laws that allow the security personnel to curb global terrorism gives the government permission to get too intrusive. The potential attacks by terrorists have people and major agencies urging the government to enhance its ability to know and prevent any attacks by terrorists before they happen. However, if the government develops its intelligence programs to help in preventing terrorist attacks, people worry that this could give the government power that is unwarranted, and it could be abused (Rosenzweig & Scardaville, 2013). The government has to follow the private lives of people so that it can get to know what a person is up to and if he or she poses a threat to the national security. This intrusion into the private lives of people could be too much than necessary, making the government to have an excuse of being too intrusive. There are other ways that could be used by the government that limits the intrusion by the government into the lives of the citizens while increasing security.
Q5.	
Too much surveillance by the government could be damaging to one’s freedom. Although the government has the mandate to protect its citizens and know of any suspicious behaviors to avoid any attack, it should also not ignore the fact that every citizen has a right to privacy (Clarke et al., 2013). The government could sometime intrude more than necessary into a person’s life, say like daily activities, phone calls, location, and bank account details. In my opinion, the government is entitled to access the privacy of an individual, but only when that person is suspected to be involved in dangerous or unlawful behavior. The United States Bill of Rights clearly outlines individual’s rights which include privacy. Intruding into a person’s emails and other private places without any solid reason or suspicions to me is damaging a person’s freedom. The involved person should also be allowed to know that they are under investigation so that the intrusion can be lawful and legal. The intrusion should never be undertaken without a person’s consent.
Q6.	
According to the Department of Justice of The United States (2015), the Privacy Act of 1974 establishes a code of fair information practices. These practices govern how the information of individuals is collected, maintained, used, and disseminated. The above information is kept in the system of records by federal agencies. The Privacy Act provides means that an individual can use to access and change their records, and it prohibits disclosure of the information without the knowledge of the individual. In my view, the Privacy Act is not followed as it should by the government, local and federal criminal justice agencies. This is because in some instances, some citizens are not notified when their information is being accessed by these agencies. The government plus these agencies store this information and can access it whenever they wish. Therefore they can access it without the consent of the involved individual. I believe there is at least a breach in some of the laws in the Privacy Act and that they are not followed 100% at all times.
Q7.	
The Fourteenth Amendment in the constitution of the United States was adopted in 1868. The amendment was concerned primarily with reintegrating the states in the south after the Civil War, and it also defined various rights of the slaves that had been recently freed. The amendment sought to revolutionize federalism in its first section. The section prohibited any state the authority to deprive the life, property or liberty of any person without following the process of the law, and no person could be denied by any state the equal protection by the laws (Bray et al., 2016). This amendment made sure that those who violated the rights of others were judged accordingly and got the punishment they deserved, regardless of their race, gender or slavery status. The amendment made it clear that no person had the right of taking someone’s life, property or liberty in any of the states, no matter who the person is. This ensured that criminal law was adhered to and the law breakers were punished as they ought to.
Q8.	
There are certain situations where private individuals can make arrests without any warrant; these arrests are called citizen arrests. These arrests occur when criminals are detained by individuals, or when these individuals direct police officers to make an arrest. These arrests are however governed by various rules (Parent, 2017). A citizen arrest can happen if a person suspects an individual of committing a felony. The felony needs to have actually happened, even if the person making the arrest was not present. Another case that could allow a citizen arrest is where there is a breach of peace, where the person making arrest has witnessed personally the criminal behavior. The person making an arrest could land him/herself in prosecution if he or she deprives the suspect their constitutional rights. A reasonable amount of force is to be used when making the arrest and deadly force is prohibited (although it is legal in some states under some circumstances). Getting to know more about citizen arrest helps a person to avoid devastating consequences that could result from failing to meet the legal requirements of making the arrest.
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