Essay One: Research conducted on behalf of HMICFRS found that if people do not believe that the police treat the public fairly and with respect, they are significantly less likely to report crime either as a victim or a witness (BMG Research, 2018). How effective are measures in place to ensure that officers act with integrity and treat the public fairly and with respect?

The HMICFRS in 2018 have stated that if people don’t believe that the Police treat the public fairly and with respect, they are less likely to report a crime. This essay aims to detail how effective different measures are at combating the view that the Public Hold in the police. College of Police (2015) cover the aspect of the Professional Standards Department (PSD) who handle the complaints procedure against Police Officers. This will be talked about alongside Torrible (2021) who details how the Policing and Crime Act (PACA) 2017 had been introduced to reform the complaints and discipline system within the police and promote integrity. 

As per Hambly and Hanway (2023) confidence in the Police is a required attribute for the Police Services to conduct their duties. Transparency of the Police and perceptions of the Police treating people fairly and with respect are important in ensuring cooperation with the public. This is backed up by Mohammed et al (2023) who states trust and legitimacy means that the Public are more likely to cooperate with the Police. Hambly and Hanway (2023) found that contact with the public was a key part of obtaining confidence and trust in Police services and Satisfaction with their acts. This can be seen in BMG Research (2018) who have found that people aren’t informed as to what their local Police are doing and about their own safety due to the lack of engagement from and with Police. 

Hunt (2024) states that Police are perceived to use dishonesty as a tactic in order to provide the means to the end. An example given is in order to lure someone who is believed to be wanted out of hiding. This is further backed up by the COP (2015) whereby they state that the Police within the UK rely on the trust and confidence within the public in order to conduct their job. COP go onto detail that the PSD cover Complaints and Misconduct of all Officers within their force, whilst also conducting Vetting on members within and joining the Force, to ensure the trust in Officers isn’t effected. Hunt (2024) poses the problem that although trust is an important aspect of policing, dishonesty and deception is a tool that is regularly used by Police, that thus impacts the Public perception. As Mohammed et al (2023) pose that community engagement is often used in order to improve the relationship between Police and Public and the Community Policing Model is often used as a method to do so, whereby the Community is put first in order to build trust and legitimacy that then provides more cooperation from the community.

As per Torrible (2021) who states that PACA 2017 had been introduced in order to try and promote integrity within police services by reforming the complaints and discipline system by focusing on the learning lessons method whereby it allows people to use previous examples in order to guide a more effective measure on tackling disciplinary measures. This backs up COP (2015) whereby Torrible (2021) goes into detail in regards to PSD, detailing how they have responsibility over complaints for Officers on the street. Torrible (2021) details that prior to PACA 2017 complaints did not have to be recorded at all. Whereby under PACA 2017 it is required that PSD are to conduct a severity assessment before recording it or passing it down to the local level to be resolved. As COP (2023) detail in their Guidance for Misconduct Proceedings, that when assessing the seriousness of the complaint, they are assessing what harm has been caused, any aspects of the complaint that might aggravate or mitigate and the responsibility initially on the Officer who the complaint was made against. Torrible (2021) goes onto detail that when the complainant asked for an investigation to be conducted by PSD, it was found that PSD Officers tended to try and dissuade them and push them to opt for a local resolve. Which is where PACA 2017 should benefit PSD Officers, by requiring complaints to be handled in a reasonable and proportionate. As per Rowe (2020) depicts that investigating Police misdemeanours provides a series of challenges to PSD. The majority of complaints from the public end up being allegations that an officer wasn’t polite or respectful with them and noted that these issues tend to be addressed easily with a local resolve. As Borchadt et al (2024) found that there is conflicted views amongst Police Officers on if they view an external agency, internal agency or supervisory disciple as more effective. However, noted that other literature found that Police Officers appeared to prefer internal as they don’t hold as much weight on the Citizens point of view. 

Rowe (2020) continues to state that the nature of Police Work, requires discretion and thus away from the sight of both supervisors and witnesses, thus obtaining accounts that are competing end up being difficult to establish the truthfulness and accuracy of and whilst there are resources such as Bodyworn and Recordings from both Public and Council, they don’t always cover said actions. Noting on the resources such as Bodyworn, Poirier et al (2023) states that the Camera’s worn by Officers are a method of increasing the transparency and accountability from the Officers and has received support from the public. However, it is also noted that Officers have noted that since the introduction it is additional stress as they are constantly being watched.

In conclusion, whilst there is a varied amount of methods and agencies looking to ensure that the Police are held accountable and trusted by the Public, they attempt to keep it through a varied collection of methods that I have only noted on in this essay. AS COP (2015) detail about PSD who are an internal agency, Poirier et al (2023) had noted on Bodyworn as an effective measure put in place to build the trust and keep the Police transparent. All of this provides evidence of what BMG Research (2018) had found that there is a slow increase in the public view that the Police can be trusted.
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Essay Two: – Community Policing – Why is partnership the most effective strategy for improving community engagement?

This essay aims to provide evidence through literature as to why Community Policing is the most effective strategy at improving engagement from the Community. Community Policing, as McCarthy (2021) introduces, has been used across a range of countries for decades and was originally purposed at a response to the dissatisfaction with Police from the Public. Whereby, the idea was to make the public an important aspect in decision making and priorities of the Police. Levantakis an Haberfeld (2018) state that Community Policing is an extension of the contract that is pre-existing between the Police and Public, that places more requirements on both parties to work in partnership to protect communities and accept the role of the Police in said communities.
As Frevel and Rogers (2016) state that previous Police Services have been alone in providing public security and due to various reasons, since then they have started to build partnerships with multiple agencies in order to deliver a wide range of activities surrounding security for the public. They go onto state that in the late 20th century, there had been a significant strain put onto Police due to increase in recorded crimes, people in the penal system. Prior to this Police in the UK were mostly left alone, due to being seen as different and avoid of party politics.

As per Meyer (2014) who details that Multi-Agency Partnerships have recently moved beyond the Criminal Justice borders and have started to involve other agencies. These partnerships assist in addressing aspects of crimes that tend to involve vulnerabilities, such as drug-related crimes and property crimes that Police may not be the best agency to handle as per College of Policing (2021) detail that offenders may manipulate the Victim into believing they won’t be believed by Police. This can be seen by Ross et al (20220 who state that reporting of Domestic Abuse Incidents continue to increase and the role of partnerships with agencies, such as victim advocacy is an effective tool in this. This is shown by Ross et al (2022) who detail Independent Domestic Violence Advisors (IDVA) who are one of several agencies police work in partnership with to secure the safety of Domestic Abuse Victims and are a key part to assisting victims outside and inside of the legal system. 
As Pycroft and Gough (2019) detail that Domestic Abuse Prevention Partnership (DAPP) has been brought into Hampshire to track Domestic Abuse Perpetrators and offering provisions for sharing information with multiple agencies. Following this, in 2011 Multi-Agency Risk Assessment Conferences (MARAC) were brought in that aim to assess the risks posed by perpetrators and develop methods in order to address their behaviour. This provides a crucial aspect in information sharing as MARACs will develop further information by working with both Perpetrators and Victims long term and ensuring the safeguarding of the victims. 
McCarthy (2021) states that the more engagement in the community by Police, the less requirement the same Officers who’ve engaged need to use force or coerce people into being compliant with them. McCarthy (2021) also states that the more partnerships made within the community, with the community, end up finding that Officers perceive the community as less distant from themselves and that this view builds the Police to be more empathic and less aggressive in use of force situations.]

As Levantakis and Haberfeld (2018) state that Social Capital that is core to Community Policing whereby it is exchanged between the Public and Police as a Partnership, Social Capital includes trust as a key aspect to it. The exchange they talk about is reliant on participation from both Community and Police, in order to build trust and confidence in both and are easily broken and effected. This is backed up by McCarthy (2021) also notes on that an increased accountability can also impact the way the community view Police and may make people more willing to be compliant.

As Innes et al (2020) show that Police Community Support Officers (PCSO) assist in the partnership with the community and are critical to cooperation with agencies in the community. An example they’ve used is whereby the PCSO had bridged a gap between the Police and Residents Association and depicted that without the cooperation, vigilantism could of taken off. 
However, Innes et al (2020) depict that with the establishment of community partnerships, it triggers a range of methods to solve problems within the community with the Police supporting the local community.

As per Stephens and Fowler (2004) who show another case study, whereby in Guildford the Safer Cities programme had begun a trend whereby Police and Local Authorities would set up schemes in the urban centres in order to provide safety to communities and reduce crime. They detail this to be a problem solving approach to crime, whereby partnership with multiple agencies allows them to provide an effective reduction in crime. Stephens and Fowler (2004) describe that this had initially begun as a voluntary scheme, before due to the success it was having being turned into a legal requirement for Police and Local Authorities to cooperate under the Crime and Disorder Act 1998. Going back to Frevel and Rogers (2016) they back up what Stephens and Fowler said above and state that the Safer Cities scheme and introduced in hopes to reduce crime and reduce the fear of crime, thus attempt to make cities safer so that communities could thrive. 

In conclusion, Community Partnerships are key to covering a wider array of policing duties and continued partnership with items like MARAC that Pycroft and Gough (2019) detailed, IDVA that Ross et al (2022) detail will assist Police in their duties to identify, safeguard and be proactive in domestic cases. Whereby, working with the Community by the function of PCSOs that Innes et al (2020) had depicted is a key part to solving issues within the community and finding more partnerships in the communities to assist in identifying and reducing crime. That as Stephens and Fowler (2004) state that the key to a successful community partnership with the Police, is the strategy implemented with it. Yet, none of this can be done without what Leventakis and Haberfeld (2018) dictated that the requirement of accountability and trust, that is a key aspect in the views of the Community on the Police, but is required to be built by both sides. 
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Essay Four: Examine the various socio-economic and psychological characteristics which can make people vulnerable to exploitation by criminal gangs.

This essay will examine the various characteristics on which make people vulnerable to the exploitation by criminal gangs. Williams (2023) details that the definition of Vulnerability is a problematic area and is constantly changing as shown throughout history due to the varying different factors that make people vulnerable. However, Williams (2023) makes the point throughout the case studies used that an accepted factor of vulnerability is age and learning difficulties, whereby Children are regarded as vulnerable in society. This is backed up by Finelli (2019) who states that Children are vulnerable due to their susceptibility to peer pressure that severely effects their ability to make decisions for themselves. 

Thompson (2019) had noted that young people, akin to Homeless, who had offended did so out of the lack of opportunity for them alongside that of being given incentives like money and material wealth. This is then further backed up by Sanders et al (2009) who details that prior to joining gangs, young people mostly come from communities that are marginalised both socially and economically, making them more vulnerable and at risk of exploitation due to their families wealth. Finelli (2019) adds into the reasons why a Child joins gangs, by also notating on the sense of family that a gang provides them whereby Children with a Single Parent may be more likely to join a gang as they end up with a feeling of belonging and parental love from other members. However, Sanders et al (2009) goes onto state that Young People in gangs tend to be more likely to undertake risky behaviours and as shown in studies tend to have a higher rate of drug and alcohol use compared to that of those not in a gang. As Annan et al (2022) found that most young people join a gang due to the inadequate supervision from their parents, usually down to the parents working too much that is likely down to the low socioeconomic status of the family, this ties into what Saunders et al (2009) stated about familial wealth. 

Moving from the Violent Crime Gangs, Brookings (2013) depicts that Children are also more likely to be exploited in Sexual Exploitation gangs due to their lack of awareness and impressionable. Which can be seen by Annan et al (2022) who noted that Media influences Children, whereby they attempt to copy what they see or hear. Brookings (2013) continues to note that if a Child is close to a gang member or even in a gang, that they tend to avoid reporting crimes due to the fear of reprisals from the gang or believe it to be normal. Havard (2021) goes onto state that unlike what Sanders et al (2009) had found, Females are less likely to be involved in the violence of gangs but are more likely to be subject to victimisation of violence, specifically from their partners, including that of Sexual Violence that Brookings (2013) had noted on. Havard (2021) goes onto note that Females end up coercively controlled in gangs, whereby they share privileged information that is then used to emotionally control them by gang members. It is noted that Gang Members target young Females, creating an impression of a romantic relationship before subjecting them to violence and controlling them with fear of further violence, humiliation and plenty more tactics. 
College of Policing (COP) (2023) states that due to the emotional abuse connected with domestic relationships and the close proximity of the Offender and Victim, it causes Victims of Domestic Abuse to be more vulnerable and at elevated risk of further harm. Which as identified by Havard (2021) is shown in studies whereby Partners end up controlled when inside a gang and to join gangs, based on violence and emotional abuse. This is further backed up by Williams (2023) who lists gender as a main factor of what makes a person vulnerable, as they state that Females are more likely to be victims of repeated abuse due to the emotional connection with their partners. This is as Shackelford (2021) details that coercive control whereby the Female is usually trapped due to the controlling behaviour exhibited by the partner.

As Harding (2020) details cuckooing is used to identify exploitation of vulnerable people whereby they are forced or pressured into sharing accommodation with what is usually drug dealers to provide a place for them to deal drugs. It is stated that these vulnerable people tend to have physical or mental health issues and has been underreported in the past and is only recently being identified as an issue. Going back to Williams (2023) who backs this up, who lists Physical Disability as a mandatory factor on what makes a person vulnerable, same with Mental Health issues. As Spicer et al (2019) backs up, that most cuckooing revolves around the dealing of drugs who forcefully inhabit the home of someone who is usually labelled as vulnerable. Spicer notes that literature had found that in the model described as parasitic, it is normal for the vulnerable person to be befriended or had force used against them, with the goal of ascertaining their home to establish a local network for drugs. 

Thompson (2019) details that in regards to Children partaking in Organised Crime, there has been a focus on the threat of penal punishment in order to attempt and preventing reoffending and that this is shown in studies that identify the model in Britain is that of Crime Prevention, rather than focusing on the vulnerabilities of the children and states this is shown in the lack of education given to them. Annan et al (2022) also stated that when a Young Person doesn’t have opportunities to get a job or progress in a workforce due to their ethnicity, they end up feeling deprived and sometimes steers them to gang members. This is backed up by Thompson (2019) who found that when speaking to young offenders, stated they would stop offending if there was opportunities for jobs or education available to them.

In conclusion whilst there is a discrepancy on how people define vulnerability, there are factors that are largely agreed upon which is what Williams (2023) had covered at the start of this essay. However, under this I have focused primarily on Children due to as Annan et al (2022), Thompson (2019) and Saunders et al (2009) shows are vulnerable due to their age and therefore lack awareness and easily impressed upon and progressing to Harding (2020) and Spicer et al (2019) who touch upon cuckooing with the mentally or physically vulnerable, who are also either unaware, easily impressed or easily scared. 
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Essay Five: Critically assess the effectiveness of options available to reduce re-offending. 

This essay aims to critically assess the effectiveness of options available to reduce re-offending and will use Domestic Violence as a way to assess how effective the measures detailed in this essay are at tackling reoffending. As Barnett and Howard (2018) introduce that past research has identified plenty of ineffective methods to reduce reoffending, however rarely provide any negative outcomes of said methods. The Ministry of Justice (MoJ) (2013) detailed 58% of prisoners reoffended under 12 months in custody, 35% beyond 12 months in custody and 34% on a court order. The report goes onto state that there are a range of factors that link to reoffending and label such risks as drug use, criminal history, employment that are all named to be permanent factors that are unable to be changed that lead a person to reoffend.

Williams and Weatherburn (2022) detail that Electronic Monitoring has grown in popularity in its use in recent years. This tends to be used for the less serious offences and as an alternative to prison, due to the growing population. However, the research by Williams and Weatherburn (2022) show a great reduction in reoffending for those with more than 18 months of having a Electronic Monitoring tag installed and could of potentially served a prison sentence. As Vanhaelemeesch and Beken (2014) state that when someone has been sentenced to Electronic Monitoring, they may not live alone and this therefore effects the lives of those who live with the Offender. The people who live with the offender, end up taking part in ensuring that the Offender sticks to the sanctions posed with the Electronic tag. They also noted that the Electronic Monitoring allows for a slower re-entry of those who’ve been in prison and are released into the community, prior to completing their entire sentence. As the UK Parliament Committees (2022) has shown that Electronic Monitoring is effective for Domestic Abuse Prevention Orders, whereby the Offender is ordered to not attend the Victim’s address and/or go into the area of the address and this measure would keep track of their location constantly. It is also noted that as per the committee’s experience it helps to deter abusive and violent behaviour.

Williams and Weatherburn (2022) note that efforts made to reduce reoffending inside prisons end up slacking due to the lack of contact with family, deprivation from skills required for life outside of prison and the collection of education of further criminal means inside of prison. Whereby, they promote that the Electronic Tagging could reduce the issues found in attempting to rehabilitate prisoners, by ensuring the person serves a sentence outside of prison with restrictions on where they can go and what times they can leave certain addresses. As Jugl et al (2023) detail that sport is believed to assist in promoting positive behaviour and prevent criminal activity and is often used to reduce or prevent crime and criminal behaviour. The research conducted showed that these programs had a significant impact on decreasing criminal behaviour and reducing offending rates in participants, be it inside of prison or outside of prison and is therefore an effective option in order to reduce reoffending.

Viljoen (2018) depicts within the last few decades plenty of professions have started to develop tools in order to assess risk of violence and reoffending of perpetrators. This can be seen with the THRIVE tool by College of Policing (2021) whereby it is aimed to assess the level of risk of harm, vulnerabilities of those involved and therefore initiate the appropriate response. Viljoen (2018) states that this can assist in reducing reoffending by ensuring that there is an appropriate labelling of risk to the offender, which can be responded to with the appropriate measures by professionals and in turn hopefully decrease reoffending rates. As Connell (2016) states that it is identified by occupational therapists that there is a need for people to be in occupation in order to fulfil needs such as belonging and survival and in order to reduce reoffending, the same therapists must be able to assess and identify change in risk when intervention is implemented and are required to complete risk assessments which backs up what Viljoen (2018) had noted on with Risk assessment being key to reducing reoffending. As Renehan (2021) states that the Building Better Relationships (BBR) programme was accredited for working with Medium and High Risk Domestic Violence Perpetrators, however when it was transferred into the private sector an Inspection had ended up damning it due to being flawed and ineffective. 

Smith et al (2018) states that probation has an overall positive effect on reoffending rates, as they can assist the offender with obtaining employment which backs up what Williams and Weatherburn (2022) had stated about the deprivation of skills for like out of prison. However, Smith et al (2018) note that there is significant variation of supervision by probation across jurisdictions and only the most high-risk offenders end up under the National Probation Service, whereas the rest end up under by private sector organisations. 
Rawlinson (2012) details that there is a link between the needs for accommodation, employment and that of offending. Whereby, if an Offender had issues with obtaining accommodation or employment, there was a likelihood of reoffending. This supports what Williams and Weatherburn (2022) had noted on earlier and links in with Smith et al (2018) who noted that it is part of the duty of the probation service who supervises the offender to assist. Rawlinson (2012) continued to state that 15% of prisoners had reported to be homeless prior to entering custody, whereas the normal rate is 3.5% in the general population. It was also noted that almost every prisoner who took part in the survey, would require some form of assistance when released. As Bruce et al (2014) found that Offenders who entered Supported Housing saw a significant lower rate of reoffending, that was up to 5% less likely to reoffend than the normal 51% likelihood to reoffend in a study on London’s Support Housing programme. This backs up what Rawlinson (2012) and the linked between reoffending and accommodation.

In conclusion, the MoJ (2013) does back up what Barnett and Howard (2018) had noted on, that the methods implemented and being implemented to attempt at reducing reoffending are ineffective due to the amount of offenders who reoffend. However, as shown with this essay there are plenty of methods that are effective for certain crimes, such as Electronic Monitoring for Domestic Violence as per UK Parliament Committees (2022) and participation in sport that Jugle et al (2023) had found.
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