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An argument against "Police Cams" and "Citizen Cams"
Technology is a crucial phenomenon that impacts various sectors in society. Ordinary citizens and the police are utilizing cameras to initiate respective duties. Study reveals that technology has improved surveillance in various police departments (Kanovitz, p.  274). For instance, the police vehicles are equipped with a dash-cam that records various activities as required by the law. The police have also integrated body-worn cameras that suit their operations. Most of the citizens have also fitted their businesses, cars, and other properties with cameras that record every move to fulfill their personal needs. The introduction of police cams was propelled by several reasons, such as an increase in police misconduct (Lum et al., p. 1). Police misconduct was evident in the form of racial discrimination whereby individuals believed that police officers could violate the rights of minority groups without being charged in the court of law due to lack of substantial evidence. The concept of body-worn cameras was stimulated after the shootings of Michael Brown in Ferguson (Hurley, p. 2). Research depicts that police cams and citizen cams have remarkable significance to the community at large. One such benefit is that the police and citizens are likely to act in a positive manner because they are aware of the presence of the camera. It means that cameras can make people act artificially. The introduction of police cams led to police training on how to utilize such equipment hence increasing their knowledge and skills. Many companies provide body-worn cameras to law enforcement. Before admission of any video evidence in the court of law, such materials must go through a legal process of authentication and publication (Hurley, p. 5). The authentication process involves the act of proving the validity of the evidence in question. Even though police cams and citizen cams are essential technological integrations in the public and legal arena, such developments are mostly ineffective due to the loss and destruction of evidence to favor one party. 
One of the case laws that prove the ineffectiveness of citizen cams is Brookshire Brothers LTD. v. Aldridge (2014). This case involved a complaint regarding back injuries that Jerry Aldridge sustained after slipping and falling at Brookshire Brothers’ supermarket. Aldridge's attempts to acquire more video surveillance footage from the store were futile since the Human Resource and Risk Management retained the copy and barred him from having access to it (Johnson, p. 445). The management only argued that it was improper to provide such footage to the victim. The trial court judge established that this store engaged in spoliation of evidence since the management of this store refused to give the entire footage as a way of attempting to hide crucial material that could be damaging. Based on this case, it is evident that citizen cams can be utilized to safeguard the interests of specific people. It means that citizen cameras can fail to support the administration of justice when the owner feels threatened by such evidence.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Another case that supports the ineffectiveness of police cams is State v. Merriam (2013). This case involves Merriam, who was charged with an offense of driving under the influence. In this case, the arresting officer recorded the pursuit and later reviewed the video recording and failed to remove the hard drive and store it securely according to departmental policy (Hurley, p. 8). Such a case implies that the police could have altered the evidence or deleted it permanently for some personal reasons. Based on such cases, it is apparent that police cams might be compromised by police officers who are negligent while on duty. 
In a nutshell, police cameras and citizen cameras are some of the challenging inventions in contemporary society. Research indicates that citizens are likely to assault cops when police body-worn cameras are at play (Guza, p. 1). Most citizens believe that police cannot harm them because every action is recorded by the camera. Citizen cameras are also undermining legal processes because individual owners might be unwilling to give the correct video recording of the circumstance. Therefore, police cams and citizen cams have failed to reinforce the administration of justice in the country.
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