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Paper Two

Crime scene investigation influences the perception of the public. Television is currently one of the most influential mediums of communication. Its influence extends to the level that it projects images to its viewers (Lyman, 2011). However, most television programs are fictitious. Issues arise when media observers believe that the messages and images portrayed in fictitious programs are a reality which ultimately leads to the CSI effect. Based on the existing realties, media programs falsely portray victims, criminals, the police, and courts (Peak, 2015). Forensic crime media exposure, therefore, affects the expectations of a person with regard to scientific analysis in criminal investigations. It is not just limited to normal observers, but by extension, constant exposure to crime dramas that offer a plentiful amount of scientific evidence, most likely creates jury bias. Research acknowledges CSI as a real problem. Lyman (2011) argues that the intended sense of realism provided by television indicates that mainly air forensic science content has been reflected in the courtrooms. His research findings demonstrate that more jurors demand for additional evidence in court before conviction. Inciardi (2010) affirms that jurors are likely to appear in court with different expectations more so when they have increased exposure to forensic media shows. Research into CSI effect demonstrates that jurors who have higher levels of education, especially justice-related one are less likely to find suspect in the scenarios guilty and as such defense attorneys prefer such jurors primarily for circumstantial cases. To eliminate such bias, it is therefore important for prosecutors to select jurors with less formal justice education. 

Paper Three


Based on the existing legal provisions, law enforcement officers have the power and authority to limit the freedom of citizens through making arrests. The power extends to use of excessive force in some situations aimed at meeting policing functions. A law enforcement officer, therefore, has a great authority under the law which has to be effectively employed in protecting citizens and enforcing the law. However, police authority and power are exercised only within the discretionary sphere. Therefore, the extent to which a law enforcement officer should use force against traffic violators who are just being uncooperative should be considerably different from a suspect posing a threat. Police culture and legal provisions that accompany law enforcement make it necessary for the public to give the officers respect and cooperation. Resisting or flouting police authority can result in arrest and to the extent that a traffic violator is uncooperative can warrant the use of limited force. 




Law enforcement officers are the main authority empowered to use physical force and it is to be utilized as the last option. Besides, police are to use no more force than is necessary to arrest a suspect (Peak, 2015). Despite the general consensus that police officers have the right to use force, there is an equal level of uncertainty as to what constitutes unnecessary or excessive force.  A suspect posing a threat threatens not just the security of the officer but also public safety and security. Legally, a law enforcement officer has the authority of using the excessive force in apprehending such dangerous suspects (Greenfeld, 2012). However, the use of excessive force should be demonstrated that it will achieve the indented purpose. From basic legal tenets, the extent to which law enforcement officers use the excessive force on a suspect posing a threat than an uncooperative traffic violator should be to the degree that it makes them appreciate situations in which forceful presence is necessary. Police officers should, therefore, exercise their discretion according to the requirements of a specific situation as opposed to applying just one rule.
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