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Discussion 8; Capstone.
In reflection to Gaub et al., (2016), body-worn cameras (BWC) make police officer’s job more comfortable than it has been the case before. As such, body-worn cameras increase transparency and accountability in policing. This often creates a basis for good relationship amid police and that public. Body worm cameras encourage police officers to act by the law; a factor which encourages reduced police brutality and victimizations (Gaub et al., 2016). This will possibly build trust to the public while alleviating the spirit of objection. BWCs can assist in the timely resolution of citizen complaints and review of critical incidents. Body worn cameras possibly create rapport and encourage justice amid police and the public, hence making police officers job easier. BWC enhances police legitimacy and helps in achieving objectives.  Administrators may be challenged to require rank-and-ﬁle officers to use BWC based on the assertion that BWC violates an officer’s privacy and hence it may sound unethical. To address this challenge BWC should okay be applied in areas where higher levels of transparency are needed or where the is a need to conceal hidden criminalizing data.
From the article “Don't Tase me, bro." I believe that administrators should pay attention to the issue of safety to both staff and the inmates. As evident, increased use of Taser and guns in the context of criminal justice administration tends to violate the wellness of both staff and inmates. Therefore, it is the responsibility of administrators to make an effort and ensure peace and justice in the context of justice admiration. In this article, the case that I find interesting is that of Hickey V. Reeder. As argued, Hickey was ordered to sweep cell by the police and then refused. The police opted to use a stun gun and he the cooperated to sweep. This case teaches us that technology can be effectively used to instill good discipline. 
In my opinion, Maryland v. King was correctly decided. I support the assertion that taking a DNA sample of an arrestee's cheek swab is a legitimate police booking procedure that is no different than fingerprinting or taking an arrestee's photograph. This is because for police to execute DNA testing for a criminal, the search must be deemed reasonable by the magistrate and be justified to have a probable cause. I suppose that many U.S Supreme Court cases are a 5-4 decision. This is because judgment is based on the reasonableness of search which is often decided by the weight of government interests.  Supreme courts can truly be objective and apply the law by accurately defining the reasonableness of search because it is a highly effective form of criminal identification.
Critical thinking.
To what extent do you think technology will drive our criminal and justice administration system? Will it increase efficiency or intensify faults?
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