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PUBLIC PROTECTION 
Title 4: Critically evaluate police strategies for dealing with public protection incidents considering the impact of abuse on victims, the impact personal attitudes and values on the investigative process and the association between Serious and Organised Crime groups and public protection issues.

[bookmark: _Hlk75523793]In this essay I will explore the various strategies utilised by the police for effectively dealing with public protection issues and safeguarding victims, explaining the impact of abuse on victims. 
I aim to assist the reader in understanding the impact of the abuse suffered by victims as this can vary a great deal depending on various factors which I will explore.  It is important to understand this impact in order to effectively safeguard the victim from future harm.  
 In particular I will critically assess the effectiveness of Multi Agency Public Protection Arrangements (MAPPA) as a longer-term management plan for safeguarding the public.    
I will briefly analyse the case of Baby P in order to demonstrate that the theory of multi-agency working alone is insufficient unless correct procedures are followed, and that information is communicated effectively between the agencies involved.  The severity of the consequences of this case will highlight to the reader the need for multi-agency collaboration to be effective.    
Public protection policing presents many challenges, one of which being the unconscious personal attitudes and prejudices that may be affecting those involved in the safeguarding and investigative process.  I will explore the problem that unconscious bias can present and the negative impact that it can have on the investigation. 
Another major obstacle to the success of public protection policing is the challenge that is presented by serious and organised crime groups (SOCG’s).  I will explore the link between serious and organised crime groups and public protection issues.  In doing this I will highlight the impact that the recent Covid-19 pandemic has had on SOC explaining the adaptations that some SOCG’s have made in order to continue operating and the resultant strategy taken by law enforcement agencies in order to continue to improve the effectiveness of the disruption of SOCG’s. 
Public protection forms a major part of the police organisations day to day role.  As a police service one of our primary roles is to keep the public safe and we are granted a number of powers in order to do this effectively, such as using reasonable force to effect an arrest (S3(1)) Criminal Law Act 1967) and entering private property to save life and limb (S17(1) Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984).  Understandably, children are afforded specific legislative protection (for example S46 Children Act 1989 which covers the removal and accommodation of children by police in cases of emergency) but nowadays a broader spectrum of vulnerability is also recognised which encompasses the need of vulnerable adults as well.
 There is now also an emphasis on victim and witness support so that they feel empowered to provide good evidence during prosecutions. (Bryant and Bryant 2019 pg 293).  Obtaining victim and witness testimony can sometimes present a challenge for investigating officers, as victims are less likely to come forward and report incidents of abuse if they feel that the perpetrator will not face satisfactory justice and that they will not be protected from future abuse.  However, without the victims full support and quality of evidence, the perpetrator is less likely to be held to account and the cycle of abuse may continue.
Therefore, in order to gain the trust of the public and remain legitimate we need to engage with communities and provide a service as opposed to simply being a ‘police force’.  According to Peyton et al (2019):
“ Findings indicate that a single instance of positive contact with a uniformed police officer can substantially improve public attitudes toward police, including legitimacy and willingness to cooperate”.
A multi-agency approach is an effective way of managing offenders and safeguarding the public, however this in itself is not going to be effective unless procedures and policies are followed correctly and there is effective communication between agencies.  The implications of getting things wrong can be grave and so it is important to understand in detail the challenges that public protection policing presents.  
Before we understand the impact of abuse on a victim it is important to understand what we mean when we describe someone as being a victim.
The definition of victim that has been adopted by the United Nations is as follows.
"Victims" means persons who, individually or collectively, have suffered harm, including physical or mental injury, emotional suffering, economic loss or substantial impairment of their fundamental rights, through acts or omissions that are in violation of criminal laws operative within Member States, including those laws proscribing criminal abuse of power…..  A person may be considered a victim, under this Declaration, regardless of whether the perpetrator is identified, apprehended, prosecuted or convicted and regardless of the familial relationship between the perpetrator and the victim. The term "victim" also includes, where appropriate, the immediate family or dependants of the direct victim and persons who have suffered harm in intervening to assist victims in distress or to prevent victimization.”
This is a detailed definition but one which is necessary in order to encompass a number of key points as it acknowledges not only the physical impact but the psychological effect on the victim too.  It also acknowledges that the people closest to the victim such as dependents and those who may have suffered collateral harm may sometimes be regarded as a victim themselves.  Leading to the notion of a primary and secondary victim of abuse.
Domestic abuse is one of the more common examples of abuse that front line officers will be expected to deal with.  It is important to understand that the first report of domestic abuse is not necessarily the first incident of it.  According to Bryant and Bryant 2019:
“first response officers sometimes overlook the fact that domestic violence often involves repeat victimisation (HMIC, 2014B, p 10)”.
We should therefore remain open to the possibility of this when responding to such incidents and consider factors such as whether the perpetrator has a history of domestic abuse and whether the victim has been subject to prior risk assessments.
Bryant and Bryant 2019 go on to state that:
“47 percent of the victims interviewed for the British Crime Survey 2009/10 had been victimised more than once and 30 per cent three or more times (Flatley et al 2010)”
It is therefore possible to understand the difficulty presented to police officers and partner agencies in safeguarding victims from domestic abuse as it is often not reported.  It is imperative to maximise the window of opportunity presented to us when a victim does report abuse as this may be the only gateway that the individual is willing to give us in order to help them. 
Middleton describes how perpetrators will do their best to keep their actions a secret, witnesses are often reluctant to get involved and how victims will often feel too powerless, ashamed and often feel a deep connection to their abuser (Middleton et al 2017).
 There have been many well publicised incidents of long-term abuse which have taken many years to come to light.  Examples of this include the Jimmy Saville case where hundreds of children came forward after his death to report historic sexual abuse, prompting operation Yewtree (2012), which led to more reports of high-profile child abusers.
According to Middleton, this points to the existence of powerful, long-term dynamics which causes victims to remain silent.  Victims may have been convinced that they will not be believed, they may have been threatened about the consequences of reporting, or they may have reported but experienced a poor outcome from doing so.  Also, as the abuse suffered is often deeply personal, there comes with reporting it an element of shame from the victims perspective because they ‘allowed’ the abuse to occur (Middleton et al 2017).  

It is difficult to accurately predict how an incident of abuse may affect a victim.  This is because we are all different as individuals and will react to things in different ways.  Therefore the impact of the abuse is personal to the individual and some individuals may not even consider themselves to be victims.  Despite this there are common symptoms of abuse that have been shown to affect individuals subjected to certain types of crime, especially those involving a captor/captive dynamic or where the perpetrator is in a more dominant psychological position, such as seen in many domestic abuse cases, or those involving human trafficking and modern slavery.
Naturally, some of the short-term impact of abuse that one would expect can include shock, mental anguish, disbelief, denial, anger, fear, guilt and frustration.  However, abuse can result in a longer-term impact, potentially resulting in an irreparable injury to the victims psyche, possibly leading to mental disorders. (Middleton et al 2017).
If the abuse continues over a period of time the victim may develop behavioural changes in an attempt to enable them to cope.  This could be changes to their social life or employment, which can lead to negative effects on their financial and social support networks leading to greater susceptibility to future abuse.  In more extreme cases there can be an identification with the aggressor (Masson 1984 as stated by Middleton 2017) and even development of what has been described as ‘Stockholm Syndrome’ and was explained by Namyak et al (2007):
“as a positive bond some kidnap victims develop with their captor.… a victim’s defence mechanism which allows them to sympathise with their captor, leading to an acceptance of the situation, limiting defiance and aggression toward the captor in order to maintain survival in what would otherwise be a high-risk scenario.”
Namyak et al (2007) goes on to make reference to Graham (1995) criteria for Stockholm Syndrome that there are four precursors to the development of Stockholm Syndrome.
“1.  That there exists a perceived threat to survival and belief that the threat will be carried out.
2.  That the captives perceive some small kindness from the captor in the context of terror
       3.  That the hostage experiences isolation from perspectives other than those of the captor
       4.  That the hostage has a perceived inability to escape.”     

From understanding the four criteria mentioned above it is possible to envisage how this could translate to a typical cycle of domestic abuse as well as other forms of abuse such as modern day slavery.  Often a victim of prolonged domestic abuse will experience all of these factors.  They are likely to be afraid of what the perpetrator will do if they are displeased with them, this is likely because they believe that the perpetrators threats will be carried out.  They may be mistaken in thinking that the abuser cares about them due to sporadic acts of kindness from the abuser.  The victim is often gradually cut off from support networks such as family and friends and the victim may feel trapped and unable to escape the situation.
In a domestic incident this type of abuse can develop over a prolonged period of time, becoming gradually more extreme and oppressive.  It is important that we are aware of the signs (often subtle) of controlling and coercive behaviour as the many of the victims that we deal with may not even consider themselves a victim per se and may perceive that what is happening to them is quite normal.  Thankfully Section 76 of the Serious Crime Act 2015 now recognises the crime of controlling and coercive behaviour, however the victim may have survived for so long feeling helpless that it may have altered their perception of normality.  These cultural factors can increase vulnerability even further and therefore increasing the susceptibility of the individual to further abuse.

There are other variable vulnerability factors which may exacerbate the suffering of domestic abuse for certain individuals.  For example the age of the victim may have a significant effect on how the victim is impacted by the abuse.  An older person is perhaps more likely to already be suffering from existing vulnerabilities caused by poor health or disability, which may mean that they are more likely to take longer to recover from physical injury incurred as a result of domestic violence.  
McGarry et al (2010) reported on study by Scott et al (2004) whereby a small group of women who had all suffered domestic abuse and found that the dependency on the partner in later life, combined with traditional attitudes towards marriage and gender roles was significant.  McGarry et al (2010) supported by Phillips (2000) stated that financial dependence is more likely to be a factor for a victim later in life compared to a victim of younger years who may perceive that they have more life options.
McGarry et al (2010) also found that older victims were less likely to be aware of support services available and therefore it was important for services such as the police to realise that this may be the case when dealing with older victims.
Age can also be a significant factor in terms of the effect of domestic abuse on children.  Lloyd (2018) comments upon the negative impact that domestic abuse can have on a child’s life and education stating that:
“A strong correlation exists between domestic abuse and child abuse, with approximately half of all domestic violence situations involving direct child abuse.  Children can also be affected indirectly by violence occurring in their home by seeing or hearing it take place.”
Lloyd (2018) continues to acknowledge the negative effect that domestic abuse can have on child’s schooling and education:
“The abuse children experience can result in emotional trauma, physical and psychological barriers to learning, and disruptive behaviour in school, while the underlying causes of these problems remain hidden”.
Lloyd (2018) observes that in the wake of certain high profile cases of child abuse, concerns have been raised about the effectiveness of multi-agency response to child victims of abuse and neglect.
In the tragic case involving the death of BABY P a number of multi-agency shortfallings were highlighted by the Local Safeguarding Children’s Board (Executive Summary - Serious Case Review (2009)).  However upon reading through the many recommendations it appears to me that a common failing throughout the child’s life was the lack of an authoritative response to the various incidents that had brought Baby P into the assessment of the agencies whose paramount consideration should have been the welfare of the child.
Baby P’s mother was not sufficiently held to task and challenged effectively when accounting for injuries that her son had suffered.  There was reason to believe that she was not being truthful as a consultant paediatrician deemed his injuries likely to be ‘non-accidental’.  She had not found it necessary to disclose what had happened to her son and who had caused the injuries.
There was also a failure to establish the identity of Baby P’s mothers partner and conduct background checks on him as an unrelated man joining a vulnerable single parent household is evidently a potentially dangerous scenario.
The report highlights the importance of understanding that a perpetrator may be assessing the effectiveness of the response of the agencies involved (perhaps even unconsciously) when the agencies are dealing with an incident of neglect or abuse, therefore if they are not challenged sufficiently on their account of the incident they may feel that it is easy to make up a fictitious account and that it will be believed by the authorities.
In this tragic case the report found that all too often the account given by Baby P’s mother when contacted by various agencies was believed too easily.  There is a risk in allowing this to happen particularly if you are likely to have continuous contact with someone and so want to establish a rapport.  The report states (4.1.12 pg 16):
“The passive acceptance of her continued poor parenting was a fundamental problem in the inter-agency approach”.
With the benefit of reflection it is difficult to understand how Baby P was allowed to return to the care of his mother when there was a strong likelihood that he had been assaulted by an adult and there was no satisfactory conclusion as to who had inflicted the injuries.
The report also suggested that there was not enough consideration given to the fact that Baby P’s mother was also a victim of domestic abuse as a child and the effect that this may have had on her parenting and ability to manipulate the child protection system.
Additionally the effectiveness of the Child Protection Conferences that were held can be questioned. These conferences rely on a multi-agency approach however there was not a medical professional present who could have advocated for his type of injuries and therefore present the argument that the injuries were non-accidental.
In my critical assessment of this case, the findings of the report highlight that although there is a safeguarding framework in place and an emphasis on multi-agency working, this in itself does not mean it will be sufficient unless all of the agencies involved have the training and competence to know when action needs to be taken and then courage to act decisively and communicate their concerns effectively.  
Although the police did not appear to be specifically to blame in this case, we should all share collective responsibility when working as part of a multi-agency collaboration and I feel can be summarised with an extract from the report (4.3.6 pg 21) which I think that is important for all police officers and anyone involved in the safeguarding of the vulnerable to remember:
“It is important for professionals to trust their feelings when they perceive children to be suffering, and not to make assumptions that others have also perceived it and are better placed to act.  It is simpler to lift the telephone than to live with the regret of not having done so.”

In the interest of fairness and equality (two of the fundamental values of policing) it is necessary to consider the impact of personal attitudes and values on the investigative process. 
As police officers we have a duty to pursue all reasonable lines of enquiry and conduct a thorough and ethical investigation.  However our unconscious bias can have a negative effect on this.  According to Baum and Martin (2017):
“Unconscious biases are shaped by culture, family and friends, and personal experiences, and they influence how we view and evaluate others. Yet, because they lurk below the surface, we rarely recognize that they inform the choices we make”
For example this can lead to us making decisions instinctively, that may favour individuals or groups that we feel connected to, or alternatively decisions against those who we may not feel connected to, which could be those of a different race, ethnicity or sexual orientation.  
The Standards of Professional Behaviour (Police (Conduct ) Regulations 2012) state that police officers act with fairness and impartiality.  This means that individuals are not discriminated against unfairly or unlawfully.  Therefore it is important that we learn to recognise our unconscious bias and do not let it impact our decision making.  It is important to question ourselves and others on why a decision is being made.  There is a need for greater education, awareness and cultural change which can be assisted by the media, schools and workplaces.

Once an offender has been brought to justice a longer term safeguarding strategy is often required to prevent a potentially dangerous individual harming the victim or other members of the public upon release from custody.   
[bookmark: _Hlk74651988]MAPPA (Multi-Agency Public Protection Arrangements) is when the police, probation and prison services work in collaboration to manage the risk that violent and sexual offenders present when they are integrated back into society following a custodial sentence.  However, other agencies such as local housing authorities, social services, youth offending teams, children services and many other agencies may also be involved.  The Criminal Justice Act 2003 provides for the establishment of MAPPA in all 42 criminal justice areas across England and Wales. (Criminal Justice Joint Inspection - A Follow Up Inspection of MAPPA 2015)
In order to achieve this goal MAPPA has four core functions (as summarised by Bryant and Bryant 2019 pg298 13.7.5).  
1. To identify MAPPA offenders, 
2. To ensure relevant information is shared between partner agencies
3. To assess the risk of serious harm, and
4. To manage the risk.

The database used to facilitate the sharing of information regarding MAPPA nominals is known as ViSOR which can be utilised by the police, probation and prison services.  (Bryant and Bryant 2019 13.7.5.1 pg 299).
The MAPPA offenders are categorised into three groups:
Category 1 offenders are registered sexual offenders as defined in Part 2 of the Sexual Offences Act 2003.
Category 2 offenders are violent offenders sentences to 12 months or more imprisonment, sexual offenders not included in Category 1, and offenders disqualified from working with children.
Category 3 offenders are other dangerous offenders who are not included in the first two categories but are nonetheless still regarded by the responsible authority as presenting a serious risk to the public (eg they have a previous conviction or caution that indicates that they have the potential to cause serious harm to others.

There are various strategies used to manage these offenders. According to the MAPPA website (www.mappa.justice.gov.uk) these strategies may include requiring the offender to reside at approved premises when released, controlling the offenders behaviour through Licencing conditions, supervision by a probation officer or public protection police officer, ensuring that the offender attends various rehabilitation programmes aimed to tackle the causative factors of the offenders behaviour such as drug or alcohol programmes. 
The offenders behaviour is closely monitored and if they breach the terms of the Licence then they will be dealt with and often end up returning to prison, even if no offence has been committed.
Overall the effectiveness of MAPPA has been shown to be positive.  A study in 2015 by the Ministry of Justice states that: 
“the multi-agency approach is likely to support the effective management of violent and sexual offenders, as an effective public protection measure”.
This study analysed the rates of proven reoffending in certain Category 1 and 2 MAPPA subjects. 
The study demonstrated that overall one year re-offending of Category 1 and 2 subjects decreased between 2001 and 2004, re-offending remained largely stable between 2004-2010 and the most frequent re-offences committed were non-serious.
A notable positive piece of data from the study showed that the overall one year re-offending rate of new MAPPA offenders who were assessed as high risk of re-offending decreased by 20% and there was a reduction serious reoffending rates between 2000 and 2010 of 45%.
My thoughts on this study are that it implies that the reduction in reoffending rates is likely to be because the individuals deemed to be at higher risk of reoffending are likely to receive more intensive management following their risk assessment, thus indicating the effectiveness of the risk assessment and management process. 
However, further research suggests that MAPPA still has room for improvement, like many ideas the challenge is putting a good theory into practice.  The Criminal Justice Joint Inspection - A Follow Up Inspection of MAPPA (2015) made 19 recommendations regarding issues such as improvements in consistency during MAPPA meetings in terms of recording information and risk management plans still not being good enough.  There was a lack of use of the ViSOR system especially within the probation service due to a lack of terminals as well as a lack of trained staff.  Risk management plans were still not good enough and there was sometimes a lack of appropriate representation from Responsible Authorities and Duty to Cooperate agencies at level 2 and 3 meetings.
The strategies that I have mentioned above are used as ways of dealing with and managing the consequence of public protection issues.  Often the cause of the offending is often deeper, for example drug dependency or financial issues, and will be exploited by Serious and Organised Crime Groups (SOCG’s) who will look to capitalise on the vulnerabilities and misfortunes of others in order to make a financial gain.  Serious and Organised Crime as defined by the National Crime Agency in their 2020 report is:
“individuals planning, coordinating and committing serious offences, whether individually, in groups and/or as part of transnational networks.”
SOCG’s will often be involved in some of the issues that pose the biggest threat to public protection such as human trafficking, modern slavery, child sexual abuse/exploitation (CSA/E), immigration crime, drugs, firearms, cyber crime, money laundering and corruption.
A recent example of this was put under the media spotlight whereby 39 Vietnamese migrants died in the back of a lorry container in Essex, however SOC is around us in everyday life and it costs the tax payer a huge amount of money to fund the resources necessary for tackling its many facets.  According to Lynne Owens (Director General of the National Crime Agency 2020):
“Serious and Organised Crime continues to kill more people than any other national security threat, and has a corrosive impact on the UK and it’s citizens.”
Owens also estimates that there are around 350,000 individuals involved in SOC and 4772 OCG’s mapped in the UK, which highlights the extent of the problem.  Concerningly the incidents of SOC on the whole are increasing in volume and complexity, causing a huge threat to public protection as often the most vulnerable members of society are at greatest risk of exploitation.  According to figures published in the NCA National Strategic Assessment of Serious and Organised Crime 2020 (NSASOC 2020) victims reporting losses from fraud increased by 38% in the year ending 2019 and there was also an increase of 19% in drug related deaths in the UK in 2019.  Potential victims of modern slavery and human trafficking identified through the National Referral Mechanism increased by 45% between January to September 2019 compared to the previous year, although it is acknowledged that this could largely be due to the increased awareness of modern day slavery amongst the agencies, such as the police, who make the referrals.  
Unfortunately, the report also states that it is highly likely that the scale of the threat from child sexual abuse continues to increase.  The impact of Covid-19 this past year would have had mixed impact on victims of CSA.  It is estimated that two-thirds of CSA takes place in the family home, therefore offenders who are living with victims are likely to have an increase in opportunity to offend.  However, other offenders will have seen their access to children reduce.  The safeguarding that is normally in place to protect the most vulnerable CSA victims has been compromised by the Covid-19 lockdown.  Agencies involved have been impacted on their opportunity to have face to face contact with victims, meaning that it is likely that some offences may have gone unreported. There will also be an inevitable backlog of cases as normal function resumes and a likely delay in the reporting cases.  
The lockdown is likely to have resulted in an increase in online CSA as offenders have had more time at home and also an increase in the numbers of potential CSA offenders beginning to become involved in online networking and child abuse.  According to the National Strategic Assessment 2021 The Lucy Faithful Foundation reported an 11% increase in individuals contacting their Stop It Now helpline from 2019 to 2020. They also reported a 42% increase in views of their Get Help introduction page, leading us to conclude that there was a substantial increase in those offenders who are actively looking to seek help.
Children are also likely to have spent more time than usual online during lockdown, leaving them more susceptible to being preyed upon by offenders.  During the first national lockdown the National Police Chief Council reported a 60% increase in reports concerning CSA compared to pre-lockdown figures. (NSASOC 2021).

Due to restrictions that were enforceable during the lockdown it had been difficult for criminals to go about the daily business without being challenged.  The National Strategic Assessment 2021 reports that this past year in particular offenders have therefore optimised their use of online spaces, increasingly using new technologies to commit crimes without detection.

The NCA Director General Lynne Owens stated:
“This years NSA shows how criminal exploitation of technology is central to the threat.  For law enforcement, the front line must now online, as well as on our streets.”  (National Strategic Assessment of Serious and Organised Crime 2021).

The link between SOC and public protection incidents can be seen in ‘modern slavery’ cases.  This can include human trafficking, forced labour, coerced criminality (where victims are forced to commit criminal acts), sexual exploitation and domestic servitude.  Many of the usual service industries such as car washes and restaurants where victims are usually forced to work were closed during the recent lockdown which would have had a negative effect on the profit margins of SOCG’s who would have attempted to compensate for this.  It is likely victim’s would have instead been placed in high demand sectors that continued throughout the lockdown such as food supply chain, logistics and warehousing.  (NSASOC 2021)
The victims wages would be taken by the criminals to pay extortionate fees for substandard accommodation, transport costs or fees for arranging work.  Criminals will control the finances of the victim and remove any financial independence.  The victims bank cards and identification will normally be retained by the criminals to prevent them from escaping.  Criminals will often maximise any opportunity to exploit a victim for profit so will often use the personal details of victims to submit false benefit claims and fraudulently gaining access to Covid-19 related relief packages.  (NSASOC 2021).
Organised Immigration Crime is a term used to describe criminal gangs who control the movement of individuals across borders.  Victims may have been coerced into believing that a better quality of life with greater opportunities awaits them in the United Kingdom.  However the reality will be very different and many of them will find themselves victims of modern slavery when they arrive.
Due to the increase in border control and restriction in cross border movement this past year the use of airports and cross channel ferries has decreased.  However, according to statistics there has been a sharp rise in the amount of small boats used and there have also been instances of false Covid-19 negative certificates.  (NSASOC 2021).
Clearly, organised crime presents a huge challenge for law enforcement agencies to contend with.  However, there have been a number of successful operations whereby strategies have been implemented with positive results. 
The Serious and Organised Crime Strategy 2018 states that it will pursue offenders through prosecution and disruption, prevent people from engaging in serious and organised crime, protect victims and organisations from it’s harms and be prepared for when it occurs to mitigate the impact. (NSASOC 2018).
The key to successful disruption appears to be a combination of constant high quality training and development to remain at the forefront of technological advancement coupled with a multi-agency partnership approach maximising the expertise of different stakeholders and agencies.  
This approach was demonstrated by Operation Venetic whereby an encrypted communication platform, known as EncroChat, used almost exclusively by SOCG’s was accessed and the data pertaining to a large number of criminals and OCG groups was used to arrest over 1500 suspects, seize over £56 million in cash along with firearms and illegal drugs (NCASOCG 2021).
According to the Director General of the NCA in order to sustain the response over the next year the primary strategy is to: 
 “continue to adapt: embracing ever stronger collaboration with partners, employing innovative approaches to intelligence collection and deploying our full range of capabilities to disrupt high-harm criminality impacting on the UK.”

In conclusion I have drawn the attention of the reader to the importance in effective public protection policing, explaining the various ways in which the symptoms of abuse may manifest on an individual.  I have outlined various strategies that are available to the police in order to manage public protection issues, demonstrating the importance of multi-agency collaboration and explaining the potential severity of the consequences when things go wrong, highlighting the tragic case of Baby P as an example of this.
I have critically analysed the use of MAPPA as a platform to provide public protection and concluded that it is an effective safeguarding tool provided that the agencies involved are communicating effectively and are proactive.
I have assessed how attitudes and values can impact on an investigation by explaining unconscious bias and it’s negative effect, supporting the necessity for long term education and training in order to address it.
Finally, I have explained the link between Serious and Organised Crime and Public Protection issues.  Additionally, I have considered how Covid-19 has caused SOCG’s to adapt to the impact of it and consequently explained the adaptive strategies utilised by law enforcement agencies to disrupt it. 
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