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Policing Cybercrime
Cybercrime and cyber terrorism have been hitting headlines for the wrong reasons. Security personnel should be required to report acts of cybercrime that are perpetrated against the companies they work for. The security personnel should be primarily loyal to the public as a way of countering cyber-related crimes. The security personnel are supposed to be at the front line of reducing cybercrimes as a way of safeguarding the public from further fraud. In other words, the security personnel owe the public because the officials are expected to protect users from possible threats. Clients should not be prioritized in case of cybercrimes since this will propel such cases (Holt, 2016). For that reason, the security personnel should act as a watchdog to the public through the introduction of strategies that may be vital in reducing these crimes.
There is a need for dynamic improvements in the documentation of cybercrime calls for service and victimization data. Documentation of cybercrime offenses can be improved by the inclusion of policies which may aim at punishing individuals who engage in both cybercrime and cyber terrorism. According to Holt (2016), severe cases should be documented together with the legal punishment that the offenders were punished with. This can only be achieved through the implementation of policies that have to be followed as long as there is the detection of cyber-related crimes. Hence, this kind of documentation will be critical in stopping cybercrimes. As a result, online users will be protected from possible crimes and victimization. 
An additional aspect that I found to be of interest is the inclusion of governmental interventions in the fight of cybercrime cases. The government is usually in a pole position to control how cyber networks operate in a given nation (Holt, 2016). This aspect is important in an attempt to understand cybercrime since the need to reduce these crimes is evident. Therefore, the government can easily reduce crimes through the inclusion of strict interventions and policies that may be used to punish offenders. 
I believe that age and personal experiences are variables that might be related to an officer’s willingness to receive cybercrime training. Based on the age, an officer may have a better understanding of cybercrime because he or she can easily rate the magnitude of risks on the same (Kamat & Gautam, 2018). Therefore, this may act as a motivational agent towards training to discover more information. Concerning personal experiences, an officer may have undergone a similar or related issue. The issues may have subjected him or her to loss of data, property or being victimized as a result. Upon training, the officer may achieve a better insight on cyber issues to prevent a possible problem in the future. Hence, this may encourage the officer to undertake the training.
Question: How can the government incorporate the public in reducing cybercrime and cyber terrorism?
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