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Field Sobriety Test
On successfully managing to stop a driver weaving on a city street, it is prudent for me as a police officer to access the level of drunkenness on the driver. Having ascertained the smell of alcohol from the driver’s vehicle it is certain that the driver had been engaged earlier on an activity involving alcohol. The driver’s acknowledgment to have been drinking several beers cannot be disputed. Being a police officer and a custodian of the law, it is expected of me by law to undertake procedures at such an occurrence. At such an incidence I should conduct field sobriety test to ascertain the level of alcohol in the blood. It is upon me to use my judgment from the test carried and conclude whether the driver is in violation of any law. Conducting such tests would help in ascertaining the level of alcohol this is as when am also considering the likelihood of the smell of alcohol to be emanating from the vehicle, this is likely due to fact that alcohol could have been spilled inside the vehicle or the likelihood of still having beer bottles in the vehicle (Goodfellow & Kilgore, 2013). Politely I would request the driver on his consent to allow me to conduct the field sobriety test. On the occurrence, the driver refuses this would help me establish a probable cause of arrest. On the other hand, if the driver consents, I would go ahead and conduct the tests which are supposed to help in establishing a probable cause and any impairment sign evident. 
The tests to be carried out include, walk and turn this would require me to demonstrate to the driver while giving instructions verbally on how to perform the test. After the suspect confirming that he understands the test, I would then tell him to take a “9 heel” to toe along a straight-line step. I would relay correct instructions on how to turn after taking the 9 steps, after which it would be expected of him to go back to the starting point while watching their feet, having arms by the sides and counting out loud each step. I would undertake another test on the balance capabilities of the driver.
 Standing on one leg would follow, where one leg is raised six inches at least off the ground. During this, the suspect brings to my attention to a close relationship with one of my colleagues. The suspect claims the colleague to be a brother and requests me to make a phone call to the brother. It is evident to me on the likelihood of me and his brother colluding with the suspect to cover up for his violation of driving under influence (Voas, Tippetts & McKnight, 2010). One would argue the effects of not making the call to the brother who happens to be my colleague. Evidently, the relationship or the friendship that I have with the suspect's brother would be ruined on the occurrence that I make the arrest. Thus, one would weigh on friendly terms and work relations. There is the likelihood of strained relations and our friendship being put at stake in the occurrence of the arrest. But on the dawn of the fact that no arrest would be made due to the intervention of the brother, this would definitely comprise public trust towards the police department. 
It is expected for one to discharge their duties without biases or fear. Integrity and ethical behavior should be upheld while executing one's duties. Such an act would be to conspire to avoid arrest with full knowledge of the violation of the law. The suspect has pleaded guilty on being drunk not making an arrest would be falsifying the already existing evidence. It is unethical for one to bend a law in favor of a colleague (Voas, Tippetts & McKnight, 2010). From my own evaluations on the likelihood of no impairment evidence, it would be prudent to allow the suspect to contact a friend to pick them up instead of allowing them to drive themselves. On the likelihood of impairment being evident, it is required of me by law to get the suspect off the road, which means the suspect will have to spend time in jail before they manage in posting a bond. Being arrested on the charge of driving under the influence the court might view this as a felony which leads to one being charged. 
Financial implications cannot be ignored as one is supposed to raise money pay the court bond to be released. It is followed by payments to get the car back in their possession and also the towing charges must be met. It is often expected that a down payment is paid to the attorney before being presented in court since it might amount to thousands of dollars before even the trial commencing (Voas, Tippetts & McKnight, 2010). During this period their likelihood of the suspects driving license being confiscated and having to resort to using a temporally driving license. In some instances, the driving license might be restricted, suspended or to worsen the situation it might be revoked. 
Having been charged with driving under influence one would be expected in the future to pay more for their car insurances. It incurs on one's pocket in terms of higher premiums by the fact of having a past record on violation of the law. In other instance, the insurance will drop them inconveniencing them in seeking expensive insurance companies to accept them. Being a convict of driving under the influence charge, most individuals are placed on probation for a period of time which is due to their conviction. More money is expected to be used as being on probation money is needed. One is also barred from leaving one's state before notifying their probation officer. One is also barred from engaging in activities where there is the use of alcohol or drugs. 
Upon convictions more fines are expected, this eats into the pockets of the suspect as they are expected to shell more money for the fines, due to the likelihood is more than often the fines eat into one's bonds requiring additional money (Goodfellow & Kilgore, 2013). Having to be charged with driving under influences is often costly, it inconveniences ones and brings shame and embarrassment to the individual. Further, this ramification is felt and for years as it involves records which last and normal during background checks of an individual. 
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