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Crime Scene Processing: Evidences, Rights and Challenges
The local police department received an anonymous tip that a suspect was downloading copyrighted songs off the internet and selling them on a compact disk to anyone interested in buying them for a cheaper price. A workstation with numerous items serves as the crime scene. As the department's primary investigator, the processing of the crime scene would include precise identification of potential evidence while also taking into account the suspect's rights and the overall challenges of processing a private property. This paper identifies these potential evidences, discusses some of the challenges of recovering evidence from a private residence compared to employer’s workspace, and highlights some of the privacy rights and search warrants requirements that are needed to process the scene.
Potential Evidences
First, the files stored in the compact discs are referred to as digital evidence. Any evidence that is in the form of a digital file from an electronic source is directed to a digital proof. The copyrighted songs, in this case, are digital evidence. The evidence may include text messages, emails, files, instant messages, financial transactions, video files, audio files, and hard drives (Sherman, 2019). The chat conversations that were retrieved with the emails served as evidence of the illegal trade of music between the buyers and sellers hence supporting the charges against the accused of piracy.
Second, the computer system in the workstation above comprises of two desktops, Universal Serial Bus or rather USB, a tablet which is considered as Object and Physical Evidence. Any tangible evidence from a crime scene is referred to as physical evidence hence can be presented in a court as a piece of physical evidence, therefore, helping solve the case at hand.  The computers, universal serial bus, Compact Disks, and tablet alongside other electronic devices recovered are evidence that can be demonstrated (Blumstein, 2018). The devices present the criminal activity taking place hence helping the court come up with a valid verdict that can ensure that justice is served. 
Third, there were documents retrieved in the workstation categorized as documentary evidence Documental evidence is usually in printed or written form that acts as proof—for instance, having images printed and transcript video documents or audio documents. In most cases, the documents are presented to a court of law to justify the charges against the plaintiffs. Some of the documents are recovered or taken by investigators. For instance, images taken at the crime scene on the day the crime was committed are often added as documentary evidence.
Fourth, the mouse situated alongside the keyboard in the lower extension of the desk is a source of fingerprint evidence. The analysis of fingerprints is a century-old method of crime-scene processing that has been a critical tool in identifying suspects of a crime. The basic assumption in fingerprint analysis is that no two people alive have the same fingerprints thus the margin of error in identification is close to if not, none. Essentially, fingerprint identification helps investigators to create a link between crime scenes with supposedly the same suspect. This helps in profiling the suspect further by tracking their criminal records. In this case, the fingerprints are most likely to be of the suspect who has been using the workstation to pirate copyrighted songs off the internet. Therefore, the investigators can obtain the fingerprint and run it through the law enforcement database to track the suspect’s criminal record. If he/she is a repeat offender by having been charged before for the same or related crime, the law enforcement will be able to build a case against him/her. 
Fifth, the boxes underneath the second desk as physical evidence. Since the suspected crime to have been committed at the crime scene is pirating of copyrighted songs, the suspect is very likely to might have copied the songs in Compact Disks. As such, there is a high possibility that at some point the copying process was skewed leading to destroyed compact disks. Mostly, they might have been disposed of in a box containing other materials such as books and papers like the one under the desk to avoid raising any suspicion. Also, if at all the suspect was still going through the process of copying songs, there has to be an extra stash of compact disks lying around somewhere in the room away from prying eyes. The most likely place of concealment would be the boxes. Therefore, taking the boxes into possible sources of evidence can help the investigators to find more evidence while ensuring that no stone was unturned that could help the case. 
Sixth, the office chair is a possible source of body hair. This is one of the physical pieces of evidence that could prove handy in case the case is deadlocked in the sense that it could give access to the suspect’s DNA. The rationale of taking the chair into evidence is that the suspect, having been aware that they are doing something illegal, may have ensured they’ve wiped off every possible fingerprint at the crime scene. However, assuming the suspect is male with many body hairs, the chair can be a reliable source of tiny strands of hair that can be used to place them at the crime scene. Like fingerprints, hair analysis is one the most used source of forensic evidence that can help to matter-of-factly identify the suspect, although not equally as accurate. This is because various races, gender, and age have varied hair features. By forensically analyzing the type of hair within these scopes, the investigator can have a good idea of what race, age, or gender the perpetrator is. Furthermore, hair is also a source of DNA, which is also one of the most reliable sources of evidence, that can be used to individualize crime to specific suspects.
Lastly, the computer’s search history. Internet search history is one of the sources of evidence that can aid investigators in profiling a suspect in this information age. Since the suspected crime in this instance is piracy of the internet, the suspect must likely have frequented specific sites such as piratesbay.com to download the songs. By indexing the number of such illegal sites and the count of times they were visited using the computer in the crime scene, the investigators will be able to remove any doubt that this was a pirating station. 
Privacy Rights and Search Warrant Requirements
Human beings have the right to be secure from unreasonable searches or seizures of property in their houses, persons, personal effects, and papers. They were having a request to [personal space limits the power police can exercise to search people, seize property, or search homes. Police are allowed to search when a search warrant is issued by a law court with probable cause and a description of the place being searched or the person and precise property to be seized (Sherman, 2019). In most cases, search warrants are only issued when there is evidence of the presence of clues that can be useful in a case. 
On the other hand, internet privacy ensures that there is a limitation in the collection and use of personal information stored on the internet. There are laws regarding the collection and use of the storage or use of an individual’s private information, especially on the internet. The laws ensure that they protect internet users from being exposed to cyberbullying and manipulation of their confidential information for malicious gain (Oleson, 2021). Data collection and sharing is prohibited significantly when it can affect a person’s public image. The police or investigating officer’s ought to get a warrant to allow them to seize electronic storage devices with the information relevant to the court.
Challenges Associated with Recovering Evidence
Once evidence is recovered from a private residence, the officer in charge of the recovery team should produce a warrant issued by a recognized court by law. When a warrant is not issued, the evidence recovered is excluded as evidence. In some cases, the homeowner can sue the state for an illegal search or raid if it involves the destruction of property. On the other hand, an employee in an employer's workplace has a lesser privacy level compared to private homeowners (Oleson, 2021). An employer can search and seize computers used by its employees. Moreover, the employer can use the information seized to give incriminating evidence to authorities without violating the employees' rights against unreasonable searches and seizures of property. The employer does not act as a government employee or law enforcement officer; hence can conduct the investigation.
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