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	Police officers are often sworn in with the aim of protecting and serving the communities in which they do patrol. However, the work of police can sometimes be chaotic and as such they sometimes act in a negligent way or even go to an extent of violating the rights of the civilians hence leading to accidental injuries and deaths. A police officer whose actions have resulted into the death of an individual can be charged in the criminal court (Fyfe, 1979). When someone dies as a result of an act of laxity by a police officer, the surviving family members of the deceased can claim to be compensated in monetary terms for the loss of their loved one in what is referred to as a wrongful death lawsuit filed in the federal court. 
Plaintiff is allowed to seek state claim that the police officer acted with a malicious intent or in a negligent manner; a federal claim that the civil rights of the plaintiff were violated by an officer. For example, a state negligence claim may assert that a police officer drove in a reckless manner at a busy intersection while pursuing a suspect and accidentally striking leading to the death of a pedestrian at the crosswalk. A federal claim on the other hand may allege that a police officer violated the Fourth Amendment by using a Taser leading to the death of an individual. Federal law state that any police officer who in any way subjects a U.S residence by depriving his/her rights or privileges, is liable for such injuries.   
Since police officers may be allowed to use force to what is required in the course of their duty, whether they are defending themselves or arresting suspects, it might not always be clear as to whether an officer was responding to a particular threat or was using excessive force. A good example being that a child carrying a realistic looking toy gun might not pose any threat to anyone, but in any case a police officer is not aware that it is a toy and it’s pointed at his head, then his decision to shoot the little one is justified to be an act of self-defense.  The bottom line of such kind of decision heavily rest on the facts and evidences provided and as per the review of the jury. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]	Police officers are generally allowed to use Tasers in the event that they are faced with a serious threat that is violent in nature and that the use of Taser is proportionate to the kind of threat faced.  Courts do realize that as a police officer, one has to come up with split second decisions in some uncertain circumstances (Kleinig, 2007). For example, less force would be needed when protecting a person who is mentally ill on the street from injuring himself than in cases where a police officer tries to stop a suspect from pointing a gun at an individual hence justified to use a Taser. In general, the use of a Taser by a police officer will constitute use of excessive force when the crime at hand is minor that a reasonable person would not have any citation whatsoever, when there were no attempt by the police officer to arrest or even handcuff the suspect and when the threat posed by a suspect is insignificant.   
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