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Forensic Psychology, Week 6 
Part I
The case of Sean was a case of child abduction in which his mother without informing his father took him with her and then flew to Brazil. From there she never came back and died during childbirth. Sean’s biological father since then worked hard to bring him back because it was now his right to have the custody of his son. Once the mother is dead then there was no point that Sean would stay with his stepfather and his family because the only connection between the two was Sean's mother who was now no more so ethically and also for the emotional reason it was important to give the custody of Sean to his biological father. This particular case was considered as child abduction by the US government, so it was morally not right to hand over Sean to a person with whom he didn't have any relationship, although at that time his stepfather also wanted to get his custody but in the coming years if he would marry and had his own kids then he would never be able to give the same care and love to Sean, therefore the custody of Sean should be with his own father rather than his stepfather. 
As a well-being healthcare expert, it is important to depend on the assistance of the workforce to make sure that the training runs smoothly. In order to make a secure environment for the representatives and also to deal with the risks of work injuries and ailments, one might consider obtaining workforce compensation claims. Just like the general liabilities covers the business for outside cases, the worker compensation claim secures the business from paying out of pocket for any wound, claims or any medical expenses related with the sick representatives. In case if a representative under an aggregate bargaining assertion which displays a standard additional than great confidence to critic similar activity, for instance, worthwhile motivation, then such case is barred if any worthy motivation is explained. Although it is a lesser standard than great confidence despite everything it implies the harmed worker must explain the disciplinary activity of the business is invalid earlier then she can obtain scope for mental damage. 
Part II
	The examples of pre-trial publicity are quite numerous for example, by reading an article published in a newspaper depicting a wrong conviction may incline the judges to be less likely to convict a perpetrator as compared to the judges who read such articles that are not related to the trial. Pre-trial publicity in some cases contaminate the trail when criminal cases grab the attention of the media, trial courts can limit the publicity by imposing a restriction on the media. Some case example of generic prejudice involves the case of Casey Anthony and O.J, in which both the defendants were considered  culprits, before even knowing all the facts involving the case just because the nature of their cases were serious (“Pretrial publicity’s limited effect on the right to a fair trial,” 2013). It is very important to address these two issues in order to serve justice properly and one way of doing it is by investigating all the facts related to the case and not allowing other personal opinions in the case. The jurors should refrain to read or discuss something about the ongoing cases so that they give their hearing based on facts rather than opinions and false news. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]	After a struggle of almost a century in order to have the rights on juries, women are still considered as subservient, dependent and also grudging. Although there is no significant difference in terms of judgment and persuasiveness males offer more suggestions, opinions and also information as compared to the female counterparts. Inspite of the similarities between the two in terms of verdicts and also interaction style, men are thought to be more free, independent, confident and act more like a leader than females (Nemeth, Endicott, & Wachtler, 1976, p. 50). 
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