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1. Grand jury refuses to hand down an indictment in a slander case
Slander cases are civil and not criminal cases. The 5th amendment mandates the grand jury to listen and determine whether there is sufficient evidence to indict an individual in cases involving a capital offence or infamous acts. The constitution under the 5th amendment thus limits the jurisdiction of a grand jury to criminal cases as opposed to civil cases. The civil cases involving slander should be heard in open court to determine whether there is enough evidence to indict the accused person. Therefore, the grand jury acted within its powers by refusing to hand down an indictment in a slander case.  
Police had no warrant to seize drugs
[bookmark: _GoBack]The headline, in this case, is directly linked to the third party of the Fifth Amendment. Which focuses on the protection of individuals from unlawful seizure of their properties by law enforcement officers. The police are also not allowed to seize property from the accused without a proper warrant. If there is a warrant to guarantee the police to seize a property any property from the accused, then the police officer violates the Fifth Amendment. In my opinion, I strongly feel that the police officers cannot seize illegal drugs minus a warrant. When they find hard drugs, this can be used as evidence of the crime. Therefore, they should wait for the grand jury to hand down the case or decline the indictment. Harassment of the accused by the police is a one way of violating the human right of seizing drugs without warranty. Thus leading to the violation of the Fifth Amendment.
2. Witness refuses to talk to the grand jury - "pleads fifth."
Refusing to speak by the witness was within his or her human right to plead fifth as provided in the third part of the Fifth Amendment, which supports that the accused cannot be a witness against himself. Therefore, by refusing to talk, the witness is only following the bill of rights set under the law. This action taken by the witness does violate the Fifth Amendment by any chance but instead adheres to it.
3. Traffic tickets issued after cameras record violations
In my opinion, this ticket is rightfully given after recording the photo using a camera. It is under the law when a police officer provides a ticket with of traffic violation after fully capturing the incident. However, if the officer releases the ticket before it is recorded, then the ticket can be disputed. For example, a driver with good driving conduct can dispute a ticket given to him when he enters an intersection before the traffic lights turn red. It will be so difficult for them to challenge the violation ticket. Since issuing of the ticket was done after the cameras captured the violation, then the Fifth Amendment is not violated.
4. Business closes after patrons complain of the owner's political and religious beliefs
In my opinion, the law of public accommodation is violated when a business closes after the patrons complain about the owner's political and religious beliefs. The law prohibits discrimination for racial, political, religious, race, sex, or gender and religious beliefs. Hence, state civil rights are violated when a business shuts down because of political or religious beliefs. In summary, it is a violation to illogically refuse to offer service to someone because of their political and religious beliefs.



