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Arrest and a Custodial Interrogation
An arrest occurs when law enforcement officers apprehend a person for an offense committed or probable cause. When an arrest is effected, law enforcement officers handcuff the individual. In law, an arrest refers to the use of legal authority to deny an individual their freedom of movement (Harmon, 2016). An arrest is typically made after the issuance of an arrest warrant. However, an arrest can be made devoid of an arrest warrant if vital situations and probable cause existed before effecting the arrest. In instances where there is probable cause, an arrest warrant is not deemed necessary since the individual in such a case must be taken into custody. For example, if a person kills someone at a hotel and the law enforcement agents respond to it. In such a case, there is enough probable cause and sufficient evidence to arrest the suspect.
[bookmark: _GoBack]On the other hand, Miranda rights are found in the Fifth Amendment and must be read to suspects before they are interrogated by law enforcement officers (Bergman & Berman, 2018). Also, custodial interrogation happens when a suspect is in custody, but they are not handcuffed. Rather custodial interrogation means that law enforcement officers deny a suspect freedom in a great way. Individuals in custody are questioned to get more evidence about a particular crime that happened. Consequently, before an officer embarks on custodial interrogation, they must inform the suspect of their Miranda rights. After familiarizing themselves with the rights, the person under interrogation can choose to remain silent or contribute information to the investigating agents.
According to Hall et al. (2020), for a court to determine if a confession is admissible or not, it looks at the method used to obtain it, which means if a person is coerced to confess or the admission was given voluntarily. In essence, all the circumstances surrounding the concession must be considered by the courts. For instance, where a person confesses to a crime they committed after an arrest, their confession is admissible in court because, during arrest, they were advised on their rights and chose not to invoke them during questioning by the police. Another important factor the court considers is whether the accused know what they are being accused of. In such a case, it does not make sense for a person to confess to a crime that they did not commit and they know nothing about unless they were coerced into confessing (Hall et al., 2020). Moreover, where an individual is compelled to confess a crime they did not commit will likely see the case thrown out.
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