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Criminal Justice Assignment 
Summary of facts 
This research examined the criminological essence of officer Speedy from the Leo Police department. The research is conducted to determine how the case of Officer Speedy who knocked down a pedestrian while trying to chase a black sports car that appeared to be careening and it nearly hit the officer’s cruiser. Officer Speedy has no some immunity and the fact that she hit and killed a pedestrian, she can be sued in a court of law. Likewise, the city of Saint Leo is also sued by the family of the pedestrian who was hit by Officer Leo.
 In most cases, an accident involving a police car is handled differently from an ordinary accident. Since officer Leo hit the pedestrian and killed him while on duty, she will be covered by the city’s insurance policy but not a regular auto insurance coverage policy. For this scenario, it means the kind of claim process may vary, and the city may even take extra-long to examine your claim. Previous studies have shown that, in such types of cases injured victims or if the victim succumbed to the injuries the family of the victim needs to hire an advocate to exert pressure on the cop so that the concerned parties are compensated for their injuries or loss of their loved one.
 The fact that both the family of the deceased and the family of the owner of the sports car are threatening to file a lawsuit against officer Speedy, it is prudent to investigate the facts about this case scenario. In such a case scenario, it is important to examine what Officer Speedy was doing before she hit the pedestrian to death. Another aspect of examination is to look at how the officer was driving. If it is proven beyond doubt that officer Speedy was negligent enough to have killed the pedestrian, then it implies that the family of the deceased may be able to be compensated for the loss of their loved one by the city or the county. Accidents caused by police officers generally involve the breach of some traffic laws such as over speeding, failure to signal, failure to provide the right of way, driving the wrong way on a divided roadway and running a stop sign. 
If it is found that officer Speed was violating traffic law that resulted in her hitting the pedestrian, then she will be considered negligent. However, officer Speedy can enjoy the amnesty provided by the “emergency vehicle exemption” that excludes emergency vehicles from the effect of normal traffic laws. For the case of officer Speedy, as stated under vehicle code 21055, officer Speedy may only be exempted from the lawsuit by the two families if she was responding to an emergency, she had applied the vehicles’ sirens and lights. Therefore, the police officer is required to comply with specific vehicle code to be excluded from the breach of the traffic laws. 
Issues Presented 
Legal issues presented to help determine if officer Speedy had violated the traffic laws by the sheriff include the issue about whether officer speedy was responding to an emergency. The issue about the response to the call of an emergency is raised so that the officer can be exempted specific traffic laws. The common emergencies that can make an officer exempted from certain traffic laws include rescue operation, responding to a fire alarm, operating a fire department vehicle moving from one area to another in response to an emergency call. Another issue was that the patrol car had lights and sirens on (Button, 2017). When an officer is responding to an emergency call, he or she is obliged to have lights and sirens of the vehicle on. This is necessary as it warns other drivers on the way that a vehicle on an emergency call is coming and the other vehicles should pull over where possible (Castillo-Manzano, 2015). 
Finally, the issue of officer Speedy being negligent in causing the accident was also raised. Given that officer Speedy was driving her cruiser while the lights and sirens were on and still, she was responding to an emergency call, it is still possible that she was negligent. So, this final issue is raised for the sake of the bereaved and the other parties. 
Arguments presented by each side
The case scenario had three sides. The first side is made up of the family of the deceased pedestrian. The family of the deceased filed a lawsuit petitioning both the officer and the city of Saint Leo. The family wants to be compensated for the loss of their loved one due to the negligence driving of officer Speedy. They argue that the fact that the deceased was using the sidewalk, but the officer still went for him and knocked him to death, it is a show of total negligence. The family argues that the officer Speedy failed to adhere to the duty of care when behind the wheel and so this was negligence. The main point of concern for the family is that since the officer did not watch out for the pedestrians on the road, failed to apply reasonable care while driving the cruiser and above all, she was unable to manage the speed and movement of the cruiser, the law must take its course.
  The second side is represented by the family of the owner of the sports car that was being chased by officer Speedy after it was seen careening.  For the second side, the argument was that the officer breached the traffic laws as she did not have any of the lights or sirens on. So, it was difficult for him to know if she was a cop. The family also argued that the police officer abused her role of office by not following the traffic laws simply because she was a cop. Due to all this breach of the traffic laws, the officer should stand responsible for the damage incurred by the sports car. Then the third side is the Sherriff. The third side did not raise arguments as it was the sheriff who is a law enforcement agency, so the law only guides it. However, it is unfortunate that the sheriff police department does not have any hot pursuit policy, so the implicated police may lack the amnesty. 
Applicable laws
According to the vehicle code 22650, the law states that if the officer was driving in response to an emergency call or was involved in a rescue operation or the vehicle was in pursuit of the violator of the law, and then the vehicle shall be exempted from specific traffic laws (Miers, 2014). Another law also dictates that if the driver operating the vehicle in an emergency sounds a siren as it may be reasonably required and the vehicle has its red lamp visible as a warning to the approaching pedestrians and drivers, then such a vehicle will be excluded from certain traffic laws (Wickramasekera, 2015). 
An unauthorized siren vehicle shall not sound a siren unless it is required by this section of the statute. From the basic international standard of care, the drivers are expected to be reasonably careful when behind the wheel. Drivers must always look out for pedestrians, other vehicles and any obstacle on the road. The drivers are also obliged to control the speed and motion of their vehicles. Any failure to adhere to these guidelines shall be perceived as negligence when driving a vehicle (Bradford, 2015). The common law duty adds a statutory about the driving regulations whereby a driver is under a duty as required by both the statute and the common law to drive the vehicle with zero negligence to refrain from unnecessary injuries to pedestrians or other drivers (Brubacher, 2014). 
Recommendations
[bookmark: _GoBack]According to the vehicle code 21055, the sheriff department should not fine officer Speedy because the statute is dictating that if the driver was in the immediate pursuit of a suspect or actual violator of the law, then such a vehicle should be exempted from certain traffic laws. Since Officer Speedy was in pursuit of the owner of the sports car, then she may have hit the pedestrian unintentionally (Button, 2017). Additionally, based on the language of the vehicle which is only regarded in cases where there is a true issue about whether the defendant who is officer Speedy in this case, was responding to an emergency during the happening of the accident. 
 Therefore, according to these recommendations, the sheriff should exclude the officer Speedy from any disciplinary action. But instead the family of the owner of the sports car that led to the accident that claimed the life of the pedestrian should be compelled to incur the charges for the morgue for the deceased. When it comes to compensation, the city of Saint Leo should condone with the bereaved by giving them reasonable compensation. 
Reasons 
The officer Speedy should not be punished as she did not violate any traffic laws, but instead, she was responding to a pursuit of an individual suspected to be violating the law. In the process, she was involved in an accident where the life of a pedestrian was claimed. Furthermore, according to the standards of the common law, it is indicated that if a vehicle is driven in response to an emergency call, the nature of the call received will determine the case. Likewise, also the situation as perceived by the mind of the driver but not necessarily if there is an actual emergency as long as the driver has a reasonable level of knowledge that indeed the situation qualifies to be called an emergency (Bates, 2017).
Core values 
Professionalism is among the core values visible in the sheriff police department. The conduct and demeanor demonstrate the highest quality of both organizational and personal excellence. This can be seen as the law enforcement code of conduct highly guides them. Respect is another significant core value evident at the Leo police department. They endeavor to treat others as they would wish to be treated. The Leo police department is dedicated to its services. As seen the officer Speedy is implicated in an accident case while she on duty at wee hours. This means they have an unquestionable work ethic. Finally, excellence is another excellent virtue present at the sheriff police department. The police are focused on attaining excellence. 
In conclusion, the officer Speedy should not be subjected to any punishment because the pedestrian was hit while she was trying to keep law and order in the city of Saint Leo. The sheriff shouldn’t be worried about the claims raised by the concerned parties as none of the claims is legitimate according to the statutes and traffic laws. Although the department of sheriff does not have any “hot pursuit” law for their defense, they are still safe as the general law on traffic is clearly in their defense. So, in case of any lawsuit, the sheriff department may emerge the winner as such a case may not have a ground to sue the police department.
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