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Police Body Cameras
The cameras worn by the police have become more commonplace. Unlike in the past where cameras were being installed on the dash, the cameras are nowadays worn on the body of the officer and used more frequently than they used to be. However, there are a number of people who have been against the body cameras, stating that they violate the privacy rights of the police officers. On the other hand, some people have proposed that these cameras have proved effective in monitoring the police offers and capturing video evidence in case of a crime. The body cameras worn by the police are justifiable since they do not only provide safety for the police but provide video evidence in case of a crime, which helps to solve many court cases. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]Privacy rights are an important point of discussion in all professions. According to the US constitution in the Fourth Amendment, “The right of the people to be secure in their persons, houses, papers, and effects, [a] against unreasonable searches and seizures, shall not be violated, and no Warrants shall issue, but upon probable cause, supported by Oath or affirmation, and particularly describing the place to be searched, and the persons or things to be seized” (Blitz 43).  The constitution provides a clear framework on the need for privacy rights of all American citizens. However, the Fourth Amendment does not seem to capture the extent to which the police officers can use their body cameras and situations that require the police officers to wear them. The difference in the interpretation of the law has caused a mystery in the law enforcement departments, attracting different views on the use of police body cams and their infringement on privacy for the police officers and the public as well (Lippert, Randy, and Bryce 115). 
The police officers are charged with the responsibility of maintaining law and order. Body cameras were considered as an effective tool on enhancing the relationship between the police and the civilians. For many years, there have been negative perceptions about the role of the police in the society. Some members of the public have accused the police for harassing them. On the other hand, some police officers have been defending themselves giving differing statements about their encounter with the public. Police officers are just as human beings as the civilians and it are just the authority that makes them different (Phillips 99). The police cameras have been considered effective in assuring the public that any encounters that they are having with the police are within their boundaries and that the rights of the civilians are being protected.  
Police body cameras have been considered as effective in holding the police officers accountable for their actions. In the past, there have been some of the police officers that have been rogue and that have been wrongly using their authority to intimidate the civilians. With the police officer cams, their movement and interaction with the civilians is monitored, which ensures that the rights of the civilians have been maintained (Letourneau 439). In most cases, the police officer body cams have been effective in providing evidence for the encounters between the police officers and the civilians, which helps in solving court cases.  
There have been issues with the extent to which these cameras are used by the police. Different states have implemented different laws and provisions that guide on the extent to which the policy body cameras can be used. For example, the NYPD has banned the use of police body cameras on worship areas such as the church or the mosques. These provide a clear framework that maintains the purpose of the body cams while still maintaining the privacy of the police officer or the civilians (Stoughton 1363). 
In conclusion, the body cameras worn by the police are justifiable since they do not only provide safety for the police but provide video evidence in case of a crime, which helps to solve many court cases. As questions on the constitutionality of the body cams surface, the wearing of the body cams has been protected under the Fourth amendment. To ensure that privacy rights are not violated and that they serve their intended purpose, there is need for states to implement limits on where, how, and when the body cams can be used. 
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