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The focal point of this assignment is to look into how forensics teams within the police handle crime scenes; this assignment will also evaluate the procedures and processes of the first attending officer and how they will carry out their duty to ensure that a crime scene isn’t contaminated.  Another point of this essay is to critically evaluate the various methods that forensic teams use in order to recover and examine evidence; it will also look into how evidence is examined at a crime scene, as well as the range of strategies, procedures, legislation and policies used while examining evidence at an ongoing crime scene.  
A first attending officers’ initial role when attending a crime scene is to carry out an assessment of the area to ensure that there are no threats in the area; the initial risk assessment is to make a judgment on whether or not additional emergency services are required e.g. the fire service, armed response, paramedics. The assessment also allows the first attending officer to communicate with the control room, enabling the first attending officer to make their colleagues aware of the situation and any other important information that is required in order to help solve the case (Dorset Police, 2020.) The assessment also identifies risks in the vicinity, which could be:
· Bodily fluids e.g.  Blood, vomit, semen, saliva etc.
· Weapons
· Chemicals 
· Drugs
· Other people e.g. suspects, witnesses, victims, general public
· Damage to buildings e.g. damaged stairs, damaged flooring, broken pipes
· Sharp objects (Dorset Police, 2020.)
After the initial risk assessment, the next procedure for the first attending officer is to preserve life. Preserving life is the main priority for any police officer regardless if they are the first responder to a crime. The police’s priority of preserving life is critical and they will preserve life even at the cost of losing significant evidence (Dorset Police, 2020.)
The first attending officer must control the scene; this means that the first attending officer must take details and statements from witnesses, also choosing whether or not to keep the general public around or to get rid of them; people who are watching could have valuable information for the case or they could have no relevant information, and so the first attending officer can send them away.(Donofrio, 2000)The officer can also set up cordons around the area; this enables the officer to have somewhat control over the entry and exit of the scene. A cordon allows emergency vehicles to enter and exit the area in an organized fashion, which helps prevent the likelihood of a congestion of emergency vehicles. The cordon also keeps the general public out of the area of the crime scene (Donofrio, 2000.)
After the first attending officer has gone through the procedures and process, they can arrest the suspect if they are still at the scene. They can also start to preserve evidence while making sure that they don’t contaminate it, and they will also make sure that the evidence is not at risk of cross contamination. After preserving and protecting the evidence, they can then start to collect the evidence as well as important information. At a crime scene, the first responding officer has many responsibilities when it comes to making sure that the evidence that is left at the scene isn’t contaminated and to make sure that there is no risk to cross contamination (Fryer, 2010.) 
One of the many ways the first responding officer can make sure that the evidence isn’t tampered with or to ensure that it can’t be contaminated with anything else is to place cordons down. There can be different types of cordons depending on the severity of the crime, for example a major incident such as a terror attack will have an inner cordon, an outer cordon and a traffic cordon, however for an incident that is far less serve such as a major assault or a murder there may be only one cordon (Fryer, 2010.) The cordon is enforced to ensure that the general public can’t contaminate the crime scene. An example of this would be if a murder happened inside of a house the cordon may be just outside the house or the street outside the property. This is significant because it allows the first responding officer to keep any unauthorized people out of the crime scene.  A cordon also allows the first responding officer to keep record on who enters the crime scene and who exits it, they can keep track by using their crime scene log book (Fryer, 2010.)
Cordons are important because without them there are no boundaries set for who enters the crime scene and ultimately there is no control over the crime scene. In 2001 a man named Stuart Lubbock was found deceased by the swimming pool of TV presenter Michael Barrymore’s home. A post mortem was done after his death and found a range of many different drugs in his system which included cocaine, ecstasy, amphetamines and alcohol. Lubbock’s body also had many injuries which also suggested he was sexually assaulted (Parker v Chief Constable Essex Police, [2018].)
The police were slammed heavily in the press for the way they handled the situation especially on how the first responding officer handled it. Had they followed the correct process and procedures they may have been able to obtain more substantial evidence for the case. The first responding officer didn’t make a cordon and also didn’t move anyone out of the crime scene this resulted in two vital pieces of evidence going missing (Sky News, 2009.) One of the key pieces of evidence was a pool thermometer which was thought to be used in the major sexual assault of Stuart Lubbock. The second piece of evidence to go missing was a door handle (Sky News, 2009.) Reports of the case stated that the scene wasn’t preserved appropriately and that evidence of blood that was found on Stuart Lubbock’s clothes was not examined properly. (Parker v Chief Constable Essex Police, [2018]) This shows why the first responding officer’s role is not only important but their role is crucial in any case, the first responding officers main duty is to preserve a crime scene as well as making sure that the evidence left at a crime scene can’t be tampered with or contaminated, in the case of Stuart Lubbock the first responding officer as well as other police officers failed to do this which resulted in the case not being solved and the person(s) who were responsible for the death of Stuart Lubbock have not been charged with his murder (Parker v Chief Constable Essex Police, [2018].)
 The use of a cordon also allows the first responding officer to keep log on who has entered the crime scene as well as who has exited it. The crime scene log book keeps note on;
· The time the crime scene was entered
· The time a crime scene was exited 
· The reason for entering
· Who the person who entered is (Donofrio, 2000)
The use of a crime scene log book is important because it allows the first responding officer to have somewhat control on who enters the crime scene; the crime scene log book also has a list of who entered the scene and who exited it. This is good because it gives the police the times of when someone entered as well as their name which means if a piece of evidence went missing it would be easier to question people who were at the crime scene at the time (Donofrio, 2000.)
One of the most common ways the first responding officer will avoid the threat of cross contamination is to make sure when handling evidence or if they are near any piece of evidence is to make sure that they do not cough, talk or sneeze anywhere near evidence. This is important because it makes the risk of cross contamination a lot less. It also limits the first responding officers DNA from mixing with the evidence. Another way the first responding officer can limit the risk of cross contamination is to wear equipment such as gloves. The first responding officer also ensures that they don’t heighten the risk of cross contamination by making sure that they don’t alternate between different crimes scenes.  This avoids carrying material and fibres from another crime scene and contaminating the evidence.
First attending officers can also advise victims and the public on what to do in a crime scene to help preserve evidence, for example in a case of a sexual assault the victim is advised not to eat, drink, smoke, go to the toilet or to be touched by other people e.g. a family member who is offering support (The Crown Prosecution Service, 2020.) This is because if the victim were to do any of those things before being forensically examined it could result in a substantial amount of evidence being lost.  The first responding officer can also use their mobile phone to take photographs of any evidence they think could be at risk of being destroyed or lost.
The police also used a term called the ‘golden hour’. The golden hour is a critical part in any incident the term golden hour is used to identify witnesses and to preserve evidence. An example to this would be if a major assault was committed and the weather was wet and raining the first responding officer will have to preserve the blood stains, they could do this by putting something on top of the blood to make sure that the rain can’t wash the blood away (college of policing, 2020.)
When at a crime scene there are many different methods on how evidence can be collected and examined. However, when it comes to collecting evidence there are many different strategies, legislation, policies and procedures that the police and forensic teams have to follow when collecting and examining forensic evidence.
At a crime scene personnel are required to wear certain equipment such as;
· Latex gloves
· Face mask (DNA mask)
· Overshoes 
· A hooded suit (C. Lee and Pagliaro, 2013.)
The equipment personnel are required to wear is important because it avoids the risk of the evidence being contaminated the suits also offer protection from the evidence also e.g. if a person was to be murdered and had any diseases in the blood the suits and the other protective clothing that they are required to wear can offer a protection so the forensic personnel are kept safe from the disease (C. Lee and Pagliaro, 2013.)
When collecting physical evidence the police can use a range of different various methods in order to gather and collect physical evidence such as blood or any bodily fluid the methods that are used can be scraping, swabbing taping or just collecting the item itself (Schiro, 2020.)
In order to protect evidence while transporting it or packaging it the officers will used different types of packaging for different types of evidence for example for container that may have a warm beverage inside the police and forensic teams will avoid using plastic bags this is because the plastic on the can rub against the container and create a friction which could remove or damage the finger prints on the container. Instead they may use a box to place the container in this ensures that there would be no friction as well as it would be easier to transport without it damaging (Schiro, 2020.)
When the evidence has been collected the police have to follow a different range of procedures and protocols, the protocols are in place to ensure evidence is safe while in the possession of other officers and personnel who are investigating the evidence. The protocols in places are;
· The person who collects the evidence must sign their name or initials
· The date on when the evidence was collected or transferred to someone else
· The name or initials of anyone who takes custody of the evidence 
· The case number and the crime must be on the evidence
· The victim or the suspect name affiliated with the evidence 
· A description of what the evidence is (Kiely, 2006.)

There are different types of evidence that police and forensics teams can collect they can vary from trace evidence to being biological evidence.  When investigating a crime scene it is important to take photos of the scene because it can help with the ongoing investigation (Kiely, 2006.) For example if there was a shooting the police would have to collect every bit of evidence from blood, bullet fragments, clothing fibres and much more. If there was a hole in a wall caused by a gunshot it would be very difficult for the police to take that section of the wall with them to investigate. Instead they would take a photo and this could then help to try identify the bullet for example it could be a 9mm bullet it can also help potentially identify the firearm the bullet was fired from with the help of the fragments of the bullet that was collected.  The photograph can also help police and forensics teams because by looking at the photograph of the initial crime scene they can look to see if anything looks out of the ordinary or if there are any bits of information or evidence that they may have missed (Kiely, 2006.)
After a crime has been committed and the crime scene has been examined the police may need more information and evidence so they may conduct a search of a suspect’s home. They can do this by obtaining a search warrant (Sharpe, 1999.) If an officer was to enter someone’s home for a search of their premises without a search warrant it can infringe the human rights (article 8 of the European convention human rights act) as well as breaking the law. Also if there is no search warrant and he police enter and search a home of a suspect any evidence that they may be unusable in court meaning the evidence that they may have found would not help the case (Sharpe, 1999.) To obtain a search warrant the officer should consult with an officer of a superior rank before submitting the request of a warrant and an officer of a superior rank should authorize the request of a search warrant.  The application of a search warrant should be made by a police officer or an individual who has the relevant designated power to request a search warrant (Sharpe, 1999).  There can be different search warrants issued for different searches. For example a search warrant for a place on where terrorist activity is suspected the police would have to follow different procedures compared to a search warrant issued for a place on where suspected stolen goods. When comparing the two warrants it is clear to see how different they both are. In schedule 5 paragraph 1 of the terrorism act 2000 it says that a search warrant issued for a terroristic offence would authorise;
· The initial search of the premises
· To search every person found within the premises
· To seize any relevant material that is found during the search e.g. bomb components, firearms, manifestos and any other material affiliated with terrorism
· The warrant also allows the police to seize any mobile phones, computers, hard drives and any other device that can hold information and potential evidence (Terrorism act 2000.)

The search warrant for stolen goods can authorize;
· To enter and search the premises 
· To search for stolen goods
· To seize any goods that is believed to be stolen (Theft Act 1968.)
Comparing the two warrants it is clear to see on why warrants are important for obtaining evidence because if no warrant is issued it would mean that the initial search of the premises would be unlawful and that any evidence found may not hold up in court. A search warrant also helps the police gain evidence when more evidence is needed to solve a case. The use of a search warrant can also help aid forensic teams if they are looking for evidence this is because the search warrant would allow the police to seize items. This is helpful because it can help solve cases for example the police could obtain a search warrant for a person who has been suspected to carry out a major assault which then the police could seize certain items which the forensic teams could examine and give a conformation on if DNA found on the items could be linked to the DNA found at a crime scene.
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