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Schaler (2012) acknowledges that the defining the term crime scene is not important as everyone is aware that the crime scenes exist in the manner they are found in, and therefore the call for a definition of crime scene is not hugely important. Schaler (2012) notes that a crime scene could be defined specific to homicides and burglary, however there can be many different crime scenes and therefore definitions may not be able to follow simpler rules and many definitions for the term crime scene may be inappropriate. This suggests the problems the first attending officer face approaching crime scenes as they can be very different from scene to scene, and it shows the importance of first attending officers of following procedures in place to ensure the safety of the crime scene but most importantly, those who are involved.
According to Fisher and Fisher (2012), crime scenes are constantly developing as more challenging due to the ever changing environments they appear in, and also how similar or different each crime scene appears from time to time. Due to the development of crime scenes, the duty of the first attending officer has only increased in importance as it’s the first attending officer that has the responsibility to account for all the details, as well as ensuring everyone who is at the scenes safety. Fisher and Fisher (2012) notes that the prevention of cross contamination is a massive contribution towards the success of the investigation or the chance at a successful investigation, therefore the action taken by the first attending officer is vital to put the case together.
Fisher and Fisher (2012) notes, it is important for the crime scene to be remembered for the most important that officers gather physical evidence that inevitably lets the investigators take action and start putting information together to create or solve a case. Therefore it is important for the duties and responsibilities of first attending officers to be reminded to them as it doesn’t matter what rank or position they are within the police force, they all have the same accountability to ensure that the action they take does not damage the crime scene no matter the severity of the crime and must assume that there is always evidence in the crime scene that can help towards the investigation.  Therefore the duty of a first attending officer is to not diminish any value to physical evidence by taking the correct action to prevent cross contamination, as well ensure the safety of the people involved or surrounding the crime scene.
According to Miller (2003), to ensure the first attending officer is reminded of their duties at the crime scene, they must remember Locard’s exchange principle when trying to prevent the scene from cross contamination and therefore must follow the many procedures and processes in place to help prevent contamination from occurring. One of the first actions the first attending officer must take in to account is to restrict access to the crime scene as anyone entering or exiting the crime scene could contaminate value within the scene. Miller (2003) believes any equipment can be used by the first attending officer such as vans, cars; barriers and tape to help restrict access to the scene while waiting for other officers to arrive. It is important from the moment that the scene is restricted and officers arrive that there is a log that ensures the police officers know who enters and leaves the crime scene to ensure no physical evidence is being removed. The contamination log is an important process during the prevention of cross contamination while remembering Locard’s principle, as when an officer leaves or enters a scene they take something with them. Therefore it is important to log entry and use information to eliminate any personnel from contaminating the area and to also to try and preserve the crime scene in the condition that it was found in.
Miller (2003) also acknowledges the importance of the first attending officer while completing the crime scene survey. The crime scene survey usually takes place when the investigator of the crime scene arrives and all security measures in place have been evaluated. That’s when the first attending officer and the crime scene investigator should walk through the crime scene while remembering it is the first observation for the investigator at the scene, and therefore any initial photography at the scene can help towards the crime scene documents hen reviewing the case. Miller (2003) suggests that it is important that while surveying the scene that the procedures in place are followed due to the possibility of cross contamination, and therefore the first attending officer and the investigator should be able to start reconstructing the crime scene but most importantly the first attending officer must note any physical evidence that may need protecting before value is diminished.
According to Miller (2003), the importance of the procedures in place for the first attending officer for note taking at any crime scene should not be undermined. The first attending officer must be able to take notes that are effective and most importantly crucial in remembering how the crime scene has been preserved but also the activities that have taken place during the investigation of the crime scene. The value of the procedures in place to ensure effective note taking are huge in measuring the success of the investigation as the notes will hold all the information from the scene, which is also important if any information is lost or forgotten. Therefore the first attending officer must hold all of the information of officers arriving at the scene, basics such as date and time, description of the scene, and also any information of any victims, all through the ability and the procedures of effective note taking. 
According to the Forensic Science Regulator (2016), a huge role for the first attending officer is to use cordons. Cordons shall be used effectively and positioned when the first attending officer believes it is safe to do so. Cordons should be positioned to follow the procedures that protect and prevent the crime scene by ensuring that all routes to the crime scene are acknowledged by every individual who are involved with the incident.  The important role of the first attending officer should asses the scene cordon and scene log to ensure that the information is correctly amended if any physical evidence or any other forensic evidence is at risk of being diminished in value or at risk to cross contamination.
One of the main roles of a first attending officer is to preserve life and ensure everyone involved at the scenes safety. The College of Policing (2016) notes that the first attending officers should, asses the crime scene immediately and decide whether there is a need for medical attention in regards to first aid or possibly an ambulance. Procedures in place may ask the first attending officer to consider if there is a need to use an early evidence kit, therefore the opportunity to gather medical forensic evidence doesn’t go to waste and also the safety of the victim or witness involved is ensured. 
As Lee, Palmbach and Miller (2001) reiterate that the role of the first attending officer is crucial to prevent cross contamination and to help towards the success of the crime scene. However it also important to be reminded that there is no specific officer or any specific method that will please every aspect of the crime scene and also the roles and responsibility of the first attending officer. According to Lee, Palmbach and Miller (2001) it is essential when the crime scene has been determined and their boundaries in place, that the action takes place is legal and approached by the guidelines in place. Therefore the importance of first attending officer prior when arriving at the scene is to protect those who are involved within the scene, and to also carry out their requirements and responsibility in being that first officer at the crime scene.  Lee, Palmbach and Miler (2001) notes the investigation of the crime scene shall not be investigated until the locations and boundaries have been established, the timeline of crimes have been determined and also physical evidence can be recognised, which reiterates the importance of first attending officer carrying out their roles and responsibilities in following procedures to help prevent cross contamination, which will inevitably contribute towards the success of investigating the crime scene. 
According to Pepper (2010) in modern times when investigating any crime scene all teams that are investigating should follow and work under the Health and Safety at Work Act (1974), which is vital in the method of gathering forensic evidence as it protects the physical and mental health of each investigator at the crime scene. Throughout the time the crime scene is getting investigated it is important for each member of the investigator team to be aware of the risk that certain actions may contribute negatively towards other member’s health and safety under the Health and Safety at Work Act (1974). Pepper (2010) acknowledges there are also many other laws and guidelines to safeguard the methods that investigators may use when collecting and examining forensic evidence from a crime scene. Many laws such as Personal Protective Equipment Regulations (2002) and Carriage of Dangerous goods Regulations (1996) are in place to ensure the methods in practice are reliable when measuring forensic evidence. 
Pepper (2010) suggests under the Carriage of Dangerous goods Regulations (1996), there are many types of packages investigators at a crime scene must be aware of as it contributes highly towards the success of the outcome from the crime scene. The procedures used to gather forensic evidence means that investigators must understand what packages are for what type of evidence has been gathered from the crime scene. For example polythene bags can be used in large quantity and therefore some of the polythene bags used are clear or have vital information for that piece of evidence that is linked to the crime scene, such as information on where from the scene it was gathered, when it was gathered and who gathered the evidence. The structure under the legislation allows practice to be organised and easily linked to the crime scene if information is forgotten, but most importantly it is packaged safe and therefore prevents cross contamination and also it ensures everyone is safe at the crime scene depending on what type of evidence it is that is gathered.
Pepper (2010) notes that printing of labels is an important method in practice under the Criminal Justice Act (1967) as it ensures that every piece of evidence that has been recovered from the crime scene has accurate information and therefore is ready for examination. Each label must contain information that identifies to a certain sample to then identify at the scene in the order it was recovered. This is vital in terms of method in practice as each label contains who collected the evidence, in the order the evidence was recovered and also who has handled the evidence and therefore the chain of continuity of evidence hasn’t been broken and therefore is reliable for the investigation well as preventing cross contamination in the process under regulation and procedures.
According to Pepper (2010) when collecting forensic evidence from a crime scene it is important that under procedures and legislation the most important part of packaging evidence, is to ensure that every package is sealed securely with any opportunity for the package to be opened must be ruled out. The method in practice for safely securing packages must ensure that bags and paper sacks must always be folded twice then sealed; this is common method in practice of recovering forensic evidence as it follows guidelines and health and safety to ensure that the possibility of cross contamination is low and also the risk to the investigators at the crime scene is at a minimum.
Baldwin and May (2000), acknowledge the importance of the Personal protective Equipment Regulations (2002). The importance of the legislation is to ensure strategy and procedures that are in place are protected. Baldwin and May (2000) emphasize the importance of Locard’s principle and therefore when investigating different crime scenes strategy and legislation in place, ensures that personal protective equipment must be worn to prevent cross contamination. Procedures imply all protective personal equipment used in investigating the crime scene all must be disposable. During all crime scene investigations the legislation in place such Personal Protective Equipment Regulations (2002) requires for there to be decontamination zones. These zones that are established ensure that personal protective equipment is properly cleaned and erased. However depending on the crime scene such as burglary scenarios it means some decontamination zones are more complicated than others. Wearing personal protective equipment is also done as a caution surrounding biohazard exposure, which suggests the procedures they have in place to also work under health and safety legislation and also protects cross contamination and therefore doesn’t diminish the value of the forensic evidence recovered.
According to Baldwin and May (2000) crime scenes still have the possibility to contain a high chance of contamination once the crime scene has been achieved. Methods in practice used by investigators in the crime scene also have the chance of contaminating evidence especially when different types of evidence that are being investigated are trying to be found, due to the crime scene being full of different materials of evidence.  Baldwin and May (2000) suggest that the methods in practice of forensic evidence and recovery should follow the procedures in place that lower the risk of contamination. The investigators at the crime scene should collect the evidence at the crime scene in an order according to methods in practice while recovering forensic evidence. The forensic evidence should be recovered in the order of collecting hair and fibres, biological fluids, tool marks, visible finger prints and footwear marks, then recovery for patterns using powders or enhancement of using chemicals to ensure guidelines are met according to the methods in practice used to recover forensic evidence. 
Baldwin and May (2000) suggests that according to policies and strategy in regard to collecting forensic evidence and examination, crime scene investigators must decide at the crime scene what actions are needed to gather potential of the evidence at the crime scene. For example guidelines suggest that one piece of evidence left behind at a crime scene has the potential to contain more than one piece of forensic analysis, and therefore along with guidelines forensic investigators must use their judgements in practice. The importance of investigators at the crime scene realising the potential of evidence in practice ensures that cases are built on reliable physical evidence that supports the facts, identifies victims and suspects and also decides theories involving the case. Therefore Baldwin and May (2000) acknowledge the importance of the methods in practice used in forensic recovery and examination while following the strategy in place to secure the reliable physical forensic evidence that helps the success of the cases that have been developed. 
According to Baldwin and May (2000), cross contamination has the potential to occur during every forensic recovery and therefore it has always been a concern since evidence was first examined, from law authorities and those who are involved with forensic practices. Due to the current forensic analysis such as DNA analysis, it has become more important for crime scene investigators to realise the impact of the potential contamination to ensure the correct outcome has occurred from the evidence gathered from crime scenes. 
Baldwin and May (2000) state if procedures and legislation is followed correctly while in forensic recovery, guidelines in place should ensure that the evidence that is recovered should be packaged and handled correctly throughout the process and therefore the outcome will allow value of the evidence to be at the same value of when it was gathered and the risk of contamination will be significantly reduced. Therefore any developed analysis of forensic evidence in the future shall not damage the quality of any evidence, which reiterates the importance of education of forensic analysis in practice and also the importance of legislation that sets guidelines for the methods in practice to ensure the integrity of crime scene investigations.
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