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Based on the principles of the forensic risk assessment, discuss the risks not only to the inmate but the community at large.
Risk assessment is an important aspect which helps in determining essential elements to consider as a forensic psychologist to make better decisions. The key factors to consider when assessing the risk of an offender within a given context include the type of offender, the kind of crime committed and the progress the offender is making. Reintegration into society is based on the progress that the offender makes based on the underlying interventions within the criminal justice system (Constantinou et al., 2015).
The type of an offender, in this case, considers whether a given offender is a repaeated offender or is a first time. The society is more tolerant to first time offender who they think can be smoothly reintegrated into the system without significant challenge. It is essential to consider these elements because they provide a firm commitment under which it will be possible to manage better outcomes  (Shepherd & Lewis-Fernandez, 2016).  
The forensic psychologist has the overall mandate in determining the wellbeing of offenders based on the existing levels of engagement. The outcome of the forensic psychologist decision is binding within the court since they have a strong legal bearing in determination of the cases. These concepts are essential in creating a strong commitment under which it is possible to achieve more significant outcomes. Thus the evaluation of a given situation must be effectively determined where it is possible to manage better outcomes (Brown & Singh, 2014).
The  AP-LS forensic psychology specialty guidelines and APA Ethical Guidelines provide a stronger understanding of significant changes which help in achieving better outcomes. The forensic psychologists within a trial process may include defense and the representative of the court to effectively provide different perspective under which better decisions can be made in creating a strong focus on essential changes which help maintain better focus on the decision made (Brown & Singh, 2014).  
The decision that is made in this case must consider the implications of the decision made to provide a strong commitment to the underlying guidelines (Shepherd & Lewis-Fernandez, 2016).  The forensic psychologist must assume a neutral position when determining a given judgment about the client situation. In situations where the psychologist feels that there is a conflict of interest, the best decision is to disqualify oneself from the case and allow for another qualified psychologist to be considered (Constantinou et al., 2015).
Explain whether there is a connection between capital punishment assessments involving a minor and society at large.
Capital punishment involving a minor is assessed differently where different elements are considered in determining whether a juvenile should be tried for capital offense.  The case involving a minor is first assessed under the family court where it is evaluated in determining whether the minor qualifies to stand trial. The family court takes into consideration, the circumstances under which the capital offense took place, the evaluation of the mental condition of the minor and the ability to stand trial (Brown & Singh, 2014).  The evaluation of these concepts is essential and provide a more significant commitment under which it is possible to achieve better outcomes. The age of the minor must also be considered in defining better focus on the wellbeing of the juvenile. The assessment must entail a focus on the welfare of the minor and whether the offense was unintentional.  
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