
Q1) Analyse why key incidents/events have had a damaging effect on the willingness of communities to engage with the police.

Evaluate the role of community policing in fostering and maintaining community cohesion and understand and apply key principles of effective community engagement.

Key incidents/events that take place, regularly have specific factors present which reduce community collaboration with the Police. Examples include the way Police have handled an incident and therefore the community do not trust the police as a result. E.g Hillsborough Disaster (Burke, 2017). 

Community-based policing acts as a strategy to develop and build relations with the community by increasing the interactions between Police officers and community members (Parsons, 2021). This in return provides the opportunity to begin positive relations and improve the public perception of the local Police force which starts the relationship process by promoting engagement and collaborative partnership working. (Cockcroft, 2020) 

In this assignment I will evaluate and critically discuss why key incidents may have a damaging effect when working with communities and the openness of the community to engage with the police as a result of how an incident was handled. In addition to this I will also evaluate the roles of community policing and the application of the key principles of community engagement. 

When we think of key incidents that the Police have dealt with, we are quick to remember those incidents which have been linked to poor policing practices and sometimes those still being practiced in the current day. These include coercive behaviours and unethical actions which are normally linked back to older serving officers, who have an elder school masculine policing culture. (Rowe, 2020). 

In recent months we can link events such as the George Floyd incident in America, where officers practiced use of force poorly and resulted in death. This caused immense tensions between communities and Police, which led to riots. 

When considering incidents in the UK such as the Hillsborough disaster, it is evident that they have a damaging effect on public confidence and legitimacy within the police service. (Cooper and Lapsey, 2019). This heavily impacts community engagement and willingness to speak with police completely. 

(Scott and Clarke, 2020) says that poor practice or the wrong approach to dealing with incidents can knock the public confidence when considering if police to have the ability to keep them safe and mostly if Police Officers even desire to help those who they serve. 

In addition to this, (Wood, 2020) says that that the damaging effect of poor practice is a result of negative public perception which reduces trust and perceptions of legitimacy, referring to the belief in the police service’s power and authority to enact the law.  

The initial police response to key incidents has been noted by many as the make or break effect on community engagement (Rowe, 2020). When we analyse approaches that Police use in the UK and countries such as America, it can sometimes be quite clear why communities can interpret police as bad people. 

An example of this is the heavy-handed American police tactics and racial profiling methods used which are viewed by the public as unethical and immoral and as such the actions of those officers break the trust between the public and police (Burke, 2017). 

On the other hand when we look at the police in the UK, in some incidents a large police presence can be a positive factor as it provides the public an element of safety although if that large police presence is not managed in the correct way, then within seconds that once positive affect can change into a negative and come across to the public as regimental and bullying which subsequentially impacts the willingness of communities to engage as they would quite rightly feel threatened. (Lombardo, 2017) 

Regardless, neighbourhood and community-based policing has always been seen to be a foundation of policing practices when considering community engagement and encouraging the people we serve to engage with police and report crimes. It is also felt that without community participation and collaborative partnership working, the police service would find it difficult to operate and withhold certain responsibilities. (Sucic and Karlovic, 2017) 

As such the role of community-based policing is important in maintaining community cohesion which results in community engagement growing and a better relationship between police and the local community. (Parsons, 2021) 

(Bullock, 2017) says that there is vast evidence that shows community policing has had a positive result in relation to community cohesion. A clear evidence to suggest that community-based policing allows officers to promote social control, crime prevention and community safety by formal and informal interactions. Therefore, adapting to each scenario that suits the given community member best and boosting community involvement and integration. 

Upon researching into community policing, it has been argued that community policing provides an informal social control in members of the community where the residents feel that they’re actions are contributing to the safety of their family and friends who share the same community as them by simply engaging with police and promoting cohesion. (Cantle, 2018) 

In my personal opinion as a serving Police Officer I feel that neighbourhood and community based policing allows the community and police officers an opportunity to interact and as such it helps break down barriers to engagement and helps build working relations. Also it helps the community identify a point of contact that they can approach with confidence. (Rowe 2020) also agrees with me and believes it helps improve public engagement. 

(Leigh, 2019) argues that community-based policing is effective in supporting community cohesion only when the public perception is positive and that when there is an incident of poor policing practice it can decrease community cohesion more than initially gained. 

Building upon (Leigh, 2019)’s point, when we look police processes such as PACT meetings (Police and Communities Together) where neighbourhood police officers provide a designated meeting for communities to attend and highlight issues that need addressing, it can immensely build relations and trust. 

However, on the other hand when the issues raised are not addressed it can have the adverse effect of losing public/community confidence as communities feel that they have been ignored by the Police and thus community engagement decreases as a result due to the breakdown within the relation. 

This clearly shows us that community-based policing plays a vital role when focusing on community cohesion but only works when the community they serve accepts them and Police are seen to be actively addressing issues within the community. 

To conclude, in this question I have analysed community-based policing and the correlation it has with community engagement. From this analysis, it is evident that key incidents and events can result in detrimental effects on community engagement when policing practices have not been upheld correctly.  This in turn impacts public perception of policing legitimacy.

Although there may be occasions where poor policing practices can be detrimental for the relationship between police and communities, it can on the other hand play an important role when developing and supporting cohesion by showing the community that police are willing to listen and improve the service that they provide the communities which they serve. 

Therefore, the use of ethical policing such as the Code of Ethics and enforcement of Professional Standards are a way of evidencing police legitimacy and empowering the public confidence regarding a fair and honest police service.

Q2) Assess the strengths and weakness of different policing models in relation to crime/victimisation and the public and explore crime prevention theories initiates and strategies. Explain and employ analytical products provided by intelligence specialists during an investigation.
There are multiple policing models that UK forces use which include:
· Victim led 
· Intelligence led
· Problem Solving led
Each policing model has pros and cons but given the correct scenario it is seen to be most effective. (Wood, 2020) An example of this would be the victim led model which is based on supporting the victim of any crime and focusing on their needs and as so a strength of this model.  
On the other hand, a weakness of this model is that it focuses on the victim and therefore does not weigh up if the investigation of the crime is in the best interest of the public due to being, so victim based. (Wood, 2020).  

In the current day of modern policing there are multiple crime prevention theories and strategies that have been made considering a certain policing model (Pepper and McGrath, 2020)  An example of this is reactive policing. This type of policing is used as reaching out to the community and helping to increase a police presence within the community, thus builds community engagement and allows police to understand the needs and issues that a community may be facing. (Radburn et al, 2018). 
Reactive policing is seen to be a policing model which is deemed effective at addressing issues and enforcing police action to issues effecting the community, but a weakness of this model is that being reactive to an incident normally means that the community has already experienced a crime and therefore victimisation has taken place. This clearly shows how the reactive model has limitations in prevention of crimes and new criminal activity. (Burke, 2017) 
(Burke, 2017) says that community and operational policing have the theory of deterrence as they believe that a heavy police presence within a given community is theorised to send a message to criminals that police are active and will take action and disrupt anything that they may be doing. 
This is due to the chances of a police response being far quicker when a crime is committed and much more risk being present for offenders due to the likelihood of offenders being caught when committing a crime. (Blake et al, 2012) 
Many police forces within the UK view collaboration with communities that they serve as an essential part of policing. Although it is seen as an essential part of policing, in some more deprived communities or high risk areas there are occasions where Authorised Firearms Officers are deployed and as a result this has been argued to build barriers between Police and the community due to community members feeling intimidated and interpret the presence as a military presence rather than a civil serve. (Fenelly and Perry, 2018) 
Policing in more deprived communities and high-risk areas require models which are used to prevent crime rather than decrease crime. An example of this is proactive policing which involves procedures such as stop and search or a simple police presence at a large event which may known offenders present. 
However, studies have found that although this model intends to prevent crime and disorder it has been proven to do the opposite. This is known as the Ferguson Effect. (Macdonald, 2019).  The Ferguson Effect is when a police presence can encourage criminal activity due to the subject offenders initially having the intention of causing disruption and disorder. 
A clear example of this would be the Bristol riots in 2021, where PSU officers formed a line to prevent any offences with a police presence however protestors saw this as an opportunity to progress their behaviour.  
Another victimisation/crime prevention strategy is Restorative Justice. This is when the offender is to attend a meeting with their victim and police present so that the victim may express how the offender has affected them, which to somewhat helps the offender feel emotion and change future behaviour (Murray, 2008). In some cases, community members can be involved depending on the crime that has taken place. 
Studies show that Restorative Justice reduces recidivism because it helps offenders obtain a sense of community presence and responsibility for their actions they commit. (Strang and Braithwaite, 2017). 
But it is arguable that this model can be scrutinised for removing the victim led approach by not focusing on the distress and harm the victim has felt. This shows that this model is offender focused and not victim focused and therefore in some incidents it may leave a victim feeling that Police have not taken the crime seriously (Den and Heyer, 2020). 
However Restorative Justice has been proven to reduce offending within youngsters and impact the reoffending rate and therefore may have a far better end goal when focusing on community policing. 
Analytical products and tools provided by intelligence specialists normally refer to information and intelligence that help in multiple ways and throughout various stages of any given investigation and often seen as a feature of Intelligence Led policing. (Hufnagel, 2020). 
For example, intelligence specialists have unrestricted access to a wide variety of information and intelligence which have been collated from various sources. As such an intelligence specialist potentially could have access to Top Secret information such as whistle blowers and CHIS (Covert Human Intelligence Source), which can in some scenarios could be the ground breaking intel that may prevent a serious incident such as a terrorist attack (Sarna, 2017). 
(Hasisi et al, 2020) says that intelligence specialists use analytical products which can overcome barriers that other departments may face and as a result assist major department such as counter terrorism and cyber investigations. 
In addition to this, an Analytical Product which may be less obvious is the memory of a specialist and the information they may know. This could assist investigations which require specialist resources to progress further (Lewandowski, 2019). 
Like this is the use of custom-made computer systems and programmes. These systems and programmes can build data bases and eliminate suspects based on certain data entered. 
An example of this is a terrorist watchlist within counter terrorism and as such the programme can monitor their search history and behaviour online (Burcher and Wheelan, 2019). Furthermore, this helps the intelligence specialist to predict the behaviour of the offender and form a threat assessment for senior officers to take an action. (Perliger and Palmieri, 2019). 
Due to these custom computer systems/programs being able to monitor the online behaviour of people of interest, it can act as a tool for detecting crime and identify patterns such as chat rooms related to terrorism or encoded communications for organised crime. (Ron and Fyfe, 2017) 
Although there are clearly positives of intelligence led policing, in recent years police watch dogs have shown criticism towards this policing model concerning offender profiling which can refer to racial profiling. E.g. Clear focus on people of interest from the Islamic faith and no focus on right wing threats emerging. (Leigh, Durnett and Jackson, 2019). 
To conclude, crime prevention linked with a high amount of police presence with certain types of policing can have their advantages, but other policing models can be disadvantageous and encourage offenders to commit crimes based on the scenario. 
This shows us that there is requirement for a combination of policing models to be enforced in order to negate the weaknesses of individual policing models. 
Analytical products are extremely important in preventing organised crime and serious crime such as terrorism and as such resources should be available to assist intelligence specialist due to their findings contributing to every stage of an investigation.




Q3) Critically review key issues relating to the complexity and challenges of operational policing, review examples of critical and major incidents and analyse the role of the police within a joint emergency services operation to establish ‘best practice’. 

The term operational policing refers to deployment of officers to tackle crime and assist the public with any reports made to the police. This can include policing communities, high risk areas such as airports and government buildings alongside other emergency services (Murphy, Wankhade and Lakoma, 2019). 

In modern day operational policing, there are several issues present to which I will review in this essay. I will aim to review current challenges, review of critical and major incidents, including Hillsborough and the 7/7 terror attacks, and analysing the role of the police service within a joint emergency service operation to establish ‘best practice’.

A key issue relates to the complexities of engaging in partnership working with other emergency services and partner organisations such as Ambulance or Fire (Kalalahiti, 2021). More precisely, problems can arise when working in partnership with other emergency services due to having different priorities at incidents and more so different policy and procedures to follow. (Blake et al, 2012). 

An example of this could be Police and Ambulance attending a low level RTC. On one hand Police officers would be attending with priorities of managing the scene to prevent a further RTC whereas on the other hand Paramedics would be focusing on the persons involved and therefore there can be a clash. (Capellan and Lewandowski, 2019) 

When analysing critical and major incidents that Police have responded to recently, they have been either commended or criticised. An example of this is the praise given to the Metropolitan Police for their response to preventing a terrorist attack on London Bridge. (Wood, 2020). 

But on the other hand, when an incident does not go to plan, initial responses are heavily scrutinised such as the 1986 Hillsborough football match where 96 spectators were crushed to death in an overcrowded stadium (Cooper and Lapsey, 2019). A decision was formed by Police watchdogs and independent bodies that the initial response to the incident was poor and fell below expected professional standards, and this therefore probed investigations which found that the Police were responsible for failing to manage the event properly (Williams, 2014). 

Following the event, there is evidence which highlights the fact Police leadership in Sheffield and South Yorkshire refused to accept responsibility, covered up important information and even accused the Liverpool fans of causing the incident (Williams, 2014; Cooper and Lapsley, 2019). 

Though it was clear that deaths were the result of poor management of a collaboration of emergency services, it was noted of the amount of police officers and vehicles being poorly managed resulted in ambulances and paramedics not being able to reach the victims quick enough. (Hillsborough Independent Panel, 2012; Scraton, 2016). 

As such, Hillsborough is a clear example of poor interprofessional collaboration and communication, and so these failings highlight the factors needed for effective joint emergency services operations (Sarna, 2017; Cooper and Lapsley, 2019).

On a different note, the initial police responses to the London 7th July bombings as well as the London Bridge attacks have been heavily complimented by government bodies and independent bodies for the quick response and management of the incident during and after it had happened. (Kassimeris, 2021) 

Due to the cooperation between all the emergency services it enabled the Metropolitan Police to manage and contain the incident effectively so that the City of London could still function and be protected from danger without harming the public and economy.  

Based on the examples I have analysed, within emergency services, the role of the Police is an important one (Sarna, 2017). This service is important for effective planning, implementation and management of joint emergency services operations, but this will only be effective if the police and other emergency services work in partnership (Sarna, 2017 and Pepper and McGrath, 2020). 

The role of police in events such as terror attacks or public events can be viewed as one aimed at maintaining public order whilst ensuring safety (Heino, 2021). It can be argued that the role of police in these types of incidents/events is a facilitating one which Police leaders and supervisors need to manage so that other emergency services can function effectively to reach a mutual end goal. Therefore it is evident that the role of the police in a joint services operation must be of one that uphold collaboration and cooperation with the best interest of the public, which does include ensuring other services can complete their duties without interference. (Lakhoma, 2019) 

In conclusion ‘best practice’ in terms of operational policing relates to the police service working collaboratively and in partnership with the other emergency services and non-emergency agencies and organisations to provide a comprehensive and effective form of public protection, security presence and immediate response to critical and major incidents. Nevertheless, the complexities and challenges associated with joint working do pose barriers to successful operational policing, which need to be addressed quickly in order to ensure effective response policing and the protection of the public from or during major incidents.

Q4) Analyse the potential links between terrorism and other forms of criminality and discuss how policing the roads assist in counter terrorism investigation.
Studies have identified a link between terrorism and other forms of criminality committed by the same offenders. This may include offenders being groomed and radicalised or opting for terrorism to achieve a goal/agenda that they may have (Ruggiero, 2019).
(Piazza, 2017) says that there is a relationship between the two as it has been proven that criminality has been previously used to fund terrorism. In this essay I will analyse the links present and how policing the roads can help counter terrorism investigations.   
(Hasisi et al, 2020) states that there is an interesting link between offender typologies and those associated with terrorism. An example of this is that studies have shown violent criminals becoming radicalised and therefore when entering the world of terrorism and tend to transfer their trait of violence with them and as such commit further violence in the name of terrorism (Gendron, 2017) 
(Basra and Neuman, 2016) completed a study that tells us that many European Jihadi’s were subject to a criminal history and therefore being more likely to progress to terrorist acts upon becoming familiar with terrorist groups/connections. 
In addition to this, the research has also shown that criminal risk factors contribute to terrorist involvement and recidivism (Gendron, 2017 and Hasisi et al, 2020). A data analysis study by Hasisi et al (2020) examined the criminal risk factors associated with recidivism in terrorist offenders comparing to criminal offenders.
The researchers identified positive correlations for;
· Length of sentence
· Number of incarcerations
· Age. 
It was noted by the researchers that incarceration was a risk factor for recidivism, which was allowing offenders the opportunity to learn skills from other inmates but would also increase their fantasies and criminal desires. 
But on the other hand, it can be argued that the research conducted is limited due to the correlational only showing a relationship between the factors and recidivism and does not show us a cause and effect theory and therefore meaning that it is unknown if risk factors are responsible for recidivism. 
Although some of the data from the research is helpful as it shows us that there are links for recidivism that are similar for terrorists and criminals alike.
(Franko, 2019) tells us that there is a distinctive link between terrorism and criminality when it comes to funding terrorist organisations. Organised crime has been linked to terrorism in multiple ways such as;
· Money Laundering
· Sale of drugs
· Sale of weapons
· Human Trafficking 
Regardless of this, there are critics who criticise theories such as the crime terror nexus as some theorists feel that rather than existence of the terrorist networks it is in fact a form of organised crime (Omelicheva and Markowitz, 2021). 

Yet, this might be claimed to be simply a debate over semantics because there is a substantial amount of evidence consistently demonstrating numerous links between offender profiles and criminal activity funding terrorist networks (Franko, 2019).

When referring to roads policing it is easy to think they only deal with RTC’s and road related offences. However, it is claimed that roads policing is an important part of counter terrorism policing due to be an operational resource within a policing environment (Westbrook, 2020).

(Corbett, 2008) tells us there are many ways that roads policing can assist terrorism investigations such as using policing powers to stop vehicles of interest and searching them to find anything which may link back to criminality or could be terror related/linked. In addition to this, roads policing officers can pursue and stop any vehicle that may make off for any given reason. This helps majorly due to apprehending a subject of interest and can potentially build further intel. (Maguire, 2020).

Also, the use of ANPR allows roads policing to monitor vehicles and journeys of people of interest, which again helps build intelligence. By being able to monitor this information, it allows them to identify any changes in behaviour which could indicate an attack or plot. (Williams, 2014).  
 
Due to roads policing officers being operational and providing a presence, they can also be used as a means of covert surveillance. This is because terrorists are not likely to believe they are being watched by roads policing officers due to them thinking the officers are there to monitor traffic and issue tickets (Tankabe, 2020). 

However, on the other hand there are criticisms regarding roads policing and counter terrorism investigations which questions the use of overt roads policing. Academic literature has numerous studies to show that terrorists are suspicious of any type of police presence/officer and therefore push terrorists to be more careful when moving on the road or seek alternative methods to complete their acts. (Omelicheva and Markowitz, 2021).

Therefore, it can be argued that roads policing may unintentionally obstruct counter terrorism investigations which may result in terror suspects not being caught or in the worst-case scenario an attack takes place which could have been prevented. (Corbett, 2008; Tankebe, 2020). 

To a certain degree it could be reasonable to believe that roads policing may do the opposite of their intentions by assisting the offenders by alerting them of any given investigation due to their presence and therefore terrorists adapting to avoid detection. 

In conclusion, there are a number of clear links between terrorism and criminality, such as the funding of terrorist organisations through criminal activities, though there is debate as to whether this is terrorist activity or organised crime, but there are also links with regards to terrorists often being people with criminal histories or a proclivity for criminality. 

As such, perhaps this is one further way road policing could assist in counter terrorism investigations because such police units could identify known criminals/offenders and, thus, be more likely to help locate a terrorist cell. 

Nonetheless, several limitations and issues exist relating to policing the roads and assisting counter terrorism investigations, particularly in terms of alerting suspects of a police presence. Consequently, road policing should be used with caution, but such police presence is an effective deterrent of terrorist attacks, nevertheless.
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