Running head: Criminal Justice                                                                                                                            1

Criminal Justice                                                                                                2


[bookmark: _GoBack]




	Criminal Justice 
Student’s Name
Institution Affiliation









Criminal Justice
Child pornography can is defined as any deception of an underage person or any individual who is defined to be a minor being engaged in sexual conducts. These conducts may include videos, pictures and computer-generated contents. Therefore Brian is subject to a trial under the charges of being in direct involvement in a sex crime (Thomas, 2015). Since sex crime occurs through the internet or else downloading of materials that may contain nude images and as well the distribution of the images, and Brian is in the direct involvement of pornographic materials on underage children as well as distributing them to the internet, he is therefore subject to trial under the stated charge. 
As he had no criminal records prior to this claim, the children's daycare would not have been in any position to associate him with involvement in a sex crime (Polese, 2017). Their investigation on Brian was probably based on the good conduct statement that shown no criminal act as he was never at any moment convicted before, therefore there is no claim that the daycare accepted his volunteer will in the consent of his behaviour concerning the charge. Brian's roommate is under probation through which all his ways are manned and looked into to ensure that he is not associated with his former behaviour. Records show that he has remained on the right track. It would be his expectation to finish the probation with a clean record to win back his normal life free from conviction and would therefore not put that at jeopardy by allying with Brian. There is no record on Brian’s roommate interest on video games or in internet surfing that would associate him to be in a clear same platform as Brian.
Children have a tendency of interest in video games in a manner that any normal kid will be mesmerized by the idea of having a chance to play if any is accessible. Brian voluntary offered his service at the daycare, having admitted earlier on the involvement of materials relating to sex crime, his motive was to gain access to the vulnerable children. I, therefore, conceptualize that Brian at a direct will used the video games he had to lure the children into taking pornographic photos. He used video games as bait or a trade option to the children so that they may gain access to playing the video games. Unaware of Brian's intentions, the children would offer to take the photographs in return they would play the video games. The reason as to why the daycare management did not realize of this act has a higher probability that Brian asked the children not to report what was happening to anybody in a promise that they shall have a right to play the next time he brings the video game. Any child would not like to get cut from playing, therefore, they all agreed on keeping the proceedings to themselves with a hope of playing the video games the next time. 
At his free time, Brian surfs through the internet. This can be associated with the crime of uploading and distributing the pictures he takes from the children at the daycare. As he admitted on distributing the pictures, it would be a positive claim that he is using his surfing moments to upload the already acquired pictures to some designated sites or audience that he might have met or come to terms with. This can be further supported by the fact that he admits to having distributed the pornographic materials (Thomas, 2015). Since no distribution can as well be made without uploading the pornographic materials he earlier acquired from the children it's a matter of logic that he uploaded them. Therefore, it is logical that he is directly involved in uploading and distributing the pornographic related materials making him answerable for a sex crime.
A constitutional court suits best for the trial of this case since it has the mandate of protecting human rights and freedom (Baum, 2012). The case at hand associates Brian with violating some of the children rights under which a sex crime is to be tried on him. The court is also responsible for rendering verdicts that satisfy conviction of different crimes on human rights, therefore, suited best for the matter at hand since Brian needs to be given a verdict if convicted guilt. A verdict that satisfies enough the degree of violated children rights associated with him and as well serve a clear warning to other people who are into such acts or are about to violate our children’s rights. This reason, therefore, rules out a plea bargain for Brian (Polese, 2017).
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