
PART A – CRITICALLY EVALUATE THE PROCESSES AND PROCEDURES ADOPTED BY THE FIRST ATTENDING OFFICER (FAO) AT A CRIME SCENE IN ORDER TO REDUCE POSSIBILITIES OF CROSS CONTAMINATION.                                                   PART B – CRITICALLY ANALYSE THE METHOD IN PRACTICE FOR RECOVERY AND EXAMINATION OF FORENSIC EVIDENCE AT A CRIME SCENE EVALUATING LEGISLATIONS, POLICIES AND PROCEDURES WITH REGARD TO FORENSIC RECOVERY AND EXAMINATION.
FORENSIC RECOVERY AND EXAMINATION




When attempting to investigate a crime scene and using forensic analysis such as using specialist measures and practices, these specialist measures can offer evidence to ensure a crime has been committed and identify and link a suspect to a scene. However, forensic examination is also used to prove innocence and exclude individuals from a crime (Policing, 2020). In this essay there will be a chance to acutely assess the procedures and methods implemented by the First Attending Officer (FAO) at a crime scene in bid to decrease the opportunities of cross contamination. Following this, there will be an analysis of the methods in practice for the recovery and examination of forensic evidence at crime scenes assessing the legislation, strategies, policies, and procedures with respect of forensic recovery and examination. 
A crime scene consists of any area that may be related with a crime that has been committed. Crime scenes may hold physical evidence that is essential to a criminal investigation, this evidence is now composed by law enforcement and processed against the offenders who committed the crime. A crime scene can be the location where the crime was committed or can be any area surrounding the location of the crime that contains evidence following the crime itself. Some crime scenes are not restricted to a location, but can also be any individual, area, or article that is accompanying with the criminal act that has arisen. This makes tasks for the police force more difficult as they do not have to avoid cross-contamination just at one scene but at various scenes. (Spilsbury, 2015).
When entering a crime scene for the first time, there will be a first attending officer present. After becoming the first attending officer there will be various roles and responsibilities that are in place to be able to reduce the risk of cross-contamination. It is vital for the first attending officer to be aware or the risks that may have to be taken to ensure everyone’s safety and making that a priority, this will then enable him to understand the situation he is entering himself into (Chase, 2011).
There are essential roles the first attending officer should cover when coming to a crime scene. These factors are vital to preserving the forensic evidence for the crime that has been committed. In the first instance the first attending officer should limit the access to the crime scene in an attempt to preserve evidence. This avoids cross-contamination and destruction of evidence. In addition to this it is that the main priority is to preserve life of all individuals involved whilst protecting all individuals surrounding the scene. There are other situations that the first attending officer must log which includes various conditions, short witness statements and the location of evidence that has been found. This enables investigators to gauge the validity of the evidence later on (Duffy, 2015).
In the final moments of a crime being committed the crime scene itself is suggested as the last idea of what has actually occurred. It is important to preserve evidence here to reconstruct an account of what has happened. All of the elements of the crime scene are important to be preserved and protected. An investigator can speculate looking at a crime scene what may have happened by identifying objects that may have been involved in the crime (Fraser, et al., 2009).
It is important for the first attending officer to gather and document smaller factors and details. Even these little intimate details can assist the investigation further. Items within the crime scene should avoid being moved or touched. The reason for this is that once moved items can be contaminated and therefore make the evidence and make it invalid. It is important to ensure contamination is kept low as Edmond Locard described in his 'Locard exchange principle’, every contact leaves a trace, this means that if anyone touches a piece of evidence this person might contaminate it by damaging DNA or traces (Fisher, et al., 2007).
Looking at the beginning of the criminal crime there is an offence which has to be reported to the relevant authorities. There are lots of roles and responsibilities that the first attending officer may have to reduce the risk of cross-contamination and destroying essential evidence to the crime scene. When attempting to reduce the risks of cross contamination, the first attending officer should seal the crime scene off in ways they seem fit for that individual scene to avoid individuals entering and exiting and removing vital forensic evidence to the case. When being the first attending officer deciding the correct procedures is essential. Therefore, the skill and experience are vital in order to protect evidence at the crime scene. When looking at the efficiency of evidence and how reliable the evidence to the case begins at the crime scene itself and is dependent on how the first officer performs (Julian, et al., 2012).
It is important that the first officer should attempt to supervise the crime scene and notify reinforcement for assistance. This it essential because when leaving the crime scene unattended it could lead to many aspects being contaminated as an outcome of this, valuable evidence might be obliterated. In the event of an unexplained death the first attending officer should avoid touching the victim, he would need authorisation to handle the body by the medical examiner. If there is a possibility the victim is still alive the first attending officer’s first duty is to preserve life (Lee, 2001).
In the OJ Simpson case where OJ Simpson was accused of killing two individuals, the first attending officer was Robert Riske. Robert Riske had a variety of responsibilities and duties to carry out during his time as the first attending officer. Looking at the investigation he dealt with most of the role accordingly, however, there was on error he and his fellow colleague made which was not segregating the scene and media coverage were able to be present. Robert Riske then went onto covering the victims in towels to prevent photography this led to cross-contamination and the evidence found on the bodies did not uphold within court. This is devastating for forensic scientists as their work was not credible in the courts point of view (The OJ Simpson Case Study , 1999).
Another example of poor police presence and lack of procedures and policies would be the Madeleine McCann case. The first attending officer initially followed protocol at the beginning of the investigation. The nature of the investigation meant there were multiple possible leads and even after the police having intelligence of this, they continued to enter the property without any personal protective equipment. This procedure not being carried out gave an outcome of the evidence within the apartment being contaminated. This made evidence insufficient to the investigations which resulted in Madeleine McCann not being recovered (Madeleine McCann Case Study, 2017).
In relation for forensic evidence to be successful every instance the possible chance of cross-contamination must be addressed, and procedures and processes should be adhered to and followed at all times. This starts with the first attending officer at the beginning of the criminal investigation. There had been numerous errors in the past where the first attending officer has failed to meet these requirements and that has resulted in a negative impact on the investigation as a whole. Unfortunately, this has led to evidence being dismissed by the court and chances of an offender being found not guilty (Pepper, 2010). 
More recently there been a rise in concentration on recovery whilst in the mental health service area, there has been restricted consideration of the applicability of these values within forensic services. There is a draw on experiences within forensic treatment facilities to examine the prospective difficulties to ensure recovery, studying the systemic and risk controlling characteristics of such a setting as well as contemplating attachment theory within this context. This demonstrates unusual circumstances in relation to forensic science (Mann, et al., 2014).
Looking at legislations with regard to recovery and examination, it is clear to see the rules and regulations regarding cross-contamination. Contamination is described as a transfer of DNA materials to an exhibit in question on or after the forensic recovery begins. This transfer would be translucent, prior to the recovery and investigating officer’s intervention. This is important within forensic recovery as if cross-contamination occurs the evidence becomes invalid, this evidence is relied upon by the criminal prosecutors.
However, within the legislation it is appreciated that cross-contamination cannot be completely diminished but the risks can be a cause for concern. This problem has intensified by the improving sensitivity of DNA analytical procedures. A clear, documented communication of who accessed the evidence and exhibits and what was the reason for this. Accidental transfer of exhibits from one area of a scene to another represents a contamination risk. During an investigation specific documentation should be made of each scene involved, this would reduce cross contamination risks (Gov, 2020). 
There have been strategies to forensic recovery and examination posted for the criminal justice system to use as an initial guideline. This forensic recovery strategy is now separate to the Biometric strategy. There has been a national approach to this new documentation strategy, this provides a reduction in the duplicated services run by police forces. This was deemed as an ongoing review by police forces, seeking guidance for a ‘Joint Forensic & Biometric Service. This would ensure police forces were able to maintain consistent quality of standards across police forces in England, Wales and Scotland. The police forces are working consistently to get forensic work developed elsewhere of the current national procurement system. Police forces and private sectors would have to meet deadlines in order for their accreditation. This suggests that the police force are always looking to improve standard of forensic science and how it can be included to prove a crime (Policing, 2017). 
The strategy of the forensic science regulator would be given a legislative position to examine non-compliance of the strategies. Overall, a national approach to these issues would prevent numerous duplications. Having a look at the changing forensics market and how fewer traditional examinations have been commenced while ‘digital forensics’ and other new technologies have risen.
The strategy for forensic science recognised the need for research, at a more intermediate level, into the efficacy of forensics: There is an essential in-depth examination to develop our understanding of the specific influence of forensic science to the criminal justice system in England and Wales. An example, in terms of deterrence, increased prosecutions and convictions, and maintaining legitimacy and impartiality. This enables for the process and procedures to be legitimate and consistent across the county and enables further resources for the criminal justice system (Committee, 2016).                                                                                         
The Forensic Science Strategy suggested a transfer into a more reliable ‘national approach. A national approach by police forces to deliver forensic science would seek to guarantee larger stability of service excellence; robust, and dependable capacity. The revised strategy documentation itself relates to measures suggested and executed by police forces forensic science strategy processes. However, the Government’s Forensics Strategy proposal unsuccessfully was able to clarify how the new devolved scheme would solidify with the strategy’s request for a more increased coherent national approach, or how the reformed procedures would operate. This indicates that a further reform may be necessary. (Rex, 2016).
The criminal procedure rules are rules in relation to criminal court protocols in magistrates’ courts, the Crown Court, the Court of Appeal and, in extradition appeal cases, the High Court. Each section of the criminal procedure rules includes rules about elements of that process. When an individual is suspected of a crime, they may be sent a summons that informs them to go to court on the date in the notice. Occasionally, the individual may be arrested, questioned, officially charged of that crime. This individual will then be taken to court or given a date they must be present court. In the criminal procedure rules any individual that is accused of a crime is called a ‘defendant’. At court, some cases will be dealt with completely at the first hearing, the prosecution witnesses can be questioned by the defendant or by the defendant’s representation. After the court has been given this information It is always up to the prosecution to prove that the defendant is guilty, not up to the defendant to prove the opposite. A sentence can be an order to spend time in prison, or to pay a fine or to carry out voluntary work or restrict certain activities. This demonstrates that when policies and procedures of forensic recovery are successful criminals are equally tried and punished for their crimes  (Office, 2020).
Looking at streamlines forensic reporting is an important aspect of policies and procedures within forensic science. Streamlines forensic reporting was introduced to drive the United Kingdom’s Ministry of Justice. The streamlined forensic reporting has generated the forensic team with more time and better cost efficiencies. 
Through the provision of streamlines forensics fundamentally condensed forensic reports at an earlier position in criminal proceedings (Augenstein, 2017). 
Taking into account the fact there is a general aspiration to lead nations and develop key research to be at the front of technology and what it can gain, an absolute concern must be the speculation that a diminished regulation and clear threat to the procedures within the criminal justice system. There is the opportunity to improve various characteristics of the United Kingdom’s` forensic science. Failure to do so may to possess the risk that something harmful could be a result. This demonstrates that the probability is that a process or procedure is likely to fail if not carried out to the highest standard of the police force or that specific test is not performed or any procedure is carried out and is unsatisfactory, it can result in an innocent person being convicted or a guilty person being found not guilty in the United Kingdom’s courts. It is important to note that this must not be seen as scaremongering, for it is not the intention of the research. However, it is the worst possible outcome that the crime officers and forensic scientists in the United Kingdom always have this consideration when thinking about following policies and procedures so they must absolutely certain that they have reflected all possible outcomes of their evidence Which includes documenting the collection and preservation of evidence and in whichever discipline they work (Cassella, 2020). 

The majority studies of technology impact on professional change in focus within professional groups which embraces and utilises the use of specific technologies within a particular place or area. When concluding on an eighteen-month detailed analysation of a crime laboratory, the focus was pulled over to assessing cross-contamination: the similarities that professions face when technologies alter the work of accompanying professions in their field of work. There was an exploration of what transpired when DNA profiling was determined as the highest standard of forensic evidence, this resulted in scrutiny by scientific, public, and legal individuals. Similarities with DNA profiling questioned the working methods and the theories of how each specialist professional worked. However, each professional group responded differently to analysing specific evidence, some professionals either embraced or resisted in changes to their professional procedures. The responses from each professional sector were established on the institutional pathways that calculating contamination had travelled through which includes various professional associations and court proceedings. These three aspects of the occupational system are technique, values, and institutional pathways these have influenced how professionals compromised the influence of technological variation in the field of forensic science (Bechky, 2019).
In conclusion, both the first attending officer and legislations, policies and procedures are vital to forensic recovery and examination. It is important for all crime scenes to follow strict protocols and procedures. Police officers must try and take this into consideration when entering and exiting a crime scene. Looking through the roles and responsibilities of the first attending officer and comparing them to legislation, policies and procedures thereafter, it is essential to any criminal investigation to have these in place to avoid cross-contamination and to give certainty to evidence that has been collected from a forensic level (Bryant, et al., 2019).
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