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Question one

The Fourth Amendment provides security to individuals, property, and any other form of property that needs security. In this case, it is expected that the organization have the right to privacy, which is legitimate and recognized by the court of law. There are different occasions whereby searches and seizures can be done on a business, organization or an individual. Whether the search and seizures is performed with or without a warrant, it is still within the law clauses (Stewart, 2013). The search and seizure is done in order to collect relevant information stores and transmitted in binary form that can be used to charge an entity or an individual in a court of law. Digital evidence can be found in Personal Digital assistants (PDA) cameras, online sites, personal computers, mobile phones etc. The types of digital evidence that can be obtained include computer created e.g. metadata, printer spool files, browser cache and user created e.g. images, videos, web pages. For example, in the State v. Carroll, 778N.W.2d (Wis. 2010) the defendant was charged by the state after a picture he was holding a gun was found in his cell phone (Waite, 2014).
Question two

The search and seizure is possible without a warrant when the event is urgent and the process of looking for a warrant could bar the collection of the right/accurate evidence. Let’s say the police are investigating a cybercriminal then he decides to run away from them, they will have to run after him and cease him before he disappears without a warrant, this is also known as the “stop and frisk” scenario. Search without a warrant can also be done when the officers are in “hot pursuit” of the suspect who has flee the crime scene. Search and seizure may lead to destruction and movement of the evidence when the suspect is not directly connected to the property he/she is associated with (Segal, 2014).
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