BMPL6011 Role Play Assessment – resit 1 21.7.25

Name: Portia Boateng
Student number:

Engagement with literature
Has engaged with legislation for example
Theft Act 1968 specifically 9.1a and 9.1b
Sec 17 PACE – Powers of entry
Sec 19 PACE – seizure of evidence
CAP
College of Policing Guidance
Student Officers Handbook
Moodle
Classroom inputs

Student has demonstrated knowledge of 9.1a Theft Act 1968 , theft of handbag from office whilst staff are out.  Explained that they would arrest suspect if found at location or identified as a result of enquiries and forensic examination.

Student discussed common approach pathway and rationale.

Discussed commencement of scene log, what it would include and whether or not it would add value in this instance.

Student correctly identified entry was gained with consent

Student briefly mentioned Sec 19 of PACE but did not explain it or rationale for mentioning it.



Knowledge and understanding
Clearly identifies offence
Discusses common approach pathway and its importance
Forensically aware
Attempts to not contaminate scene
Identifies Entrance and Egress routes
States all forms of forensic opportunities– fingerprints, footwear, blood, DNA and other body products, such as fluids and hair possibly fibres.
Wider enquiries – CCTV H to H, IP statement and witness statements
Area search, check intelligence.
Consider commencement of a scene log.
 9 1 a Theft Act 1968 identified.
CAP initially incorrect but corrected self
Very forensically aware -identified different types of forensic opportunities, identified locations of blood, fingerprints and DNA but missed large chunk of hair on window handle.
Failed to put gloves on but did try not to contaminate scene and explained principles of cross contamination.
Stated they would conducted H to H and speak further with IP but missed conducting an area search
CCTV identified as an enquiry.



Cognitive and intellectual skills
Able to discuss thought processes, and how actions fit in to the bigger picture – linked to above.
EG investigation
Offender outcomes
Court processes

Discussed potential harm to investigation through cross contamination and not taking possession of exhibits correctly, could not remember name for CSI or forensic investigations but tried very hard to explain who they are but limited in what they actually do.  For example – they look at blood and DNA but nothing further

Did not consider offender outcomes 
Did not consider potential court outcomes



Transferrable skills

Undertakes a thorough scene examination which is informed yet sensible and sensitive to the needs of the investigation and victim.

Nice manner and tone throughout
Very careful not to disturb scene until picked up cup which had blood and fingerprints on it with no gloves on and then quickly replaced it on realising what they had done.


Mark:

46

Well done Portia!
