1. What are the strengths of this article? How might the ideas and perspectives help me work in the field of conflict?
The strength of this article is the support of body worn cameras (BWCs) (Gaub et al. 2016). The BWCs have been supported by both the police department and the community. The advantages of the implementation of BWCs have been experienced in many ways. With the help of BWCs, both the police and the community are safe from violence.
With the BWCs a person can work in the field of conflict without worry, this is because with the BWCs a person can collect evidence of any event. The BWCs also improve police working environment as people may fear to attack the police because if they do so, they will be recorded.
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2. Do you believe that the collection of DNA samples is more so about ensuring that the collect person is arrested and in custody or just another means for police to investigate crime without warrant?
[bookmark: _GoBack]I believe that the police collect DNA samples to investigate crimes without a warrant. Sometimes, when a crime happens, the police may demand DNA samples from anyone who may be suspected as a suspect (Berson et al., 2016). The agenda of this is to investigate crimes without a warrant. I would not want to share my DNA with the police as they will, retain it indefinitely and may share it with other authority agencies. By sharing my DNA with other enforcement agencies,  I may suffer from mistaken identity and each time a crime is investigated I will always be a suspect as the police have my DNA. Therefore, police should stop demanding DNA from suspects unless they have a warrant.
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