Abbreviations
ACE – Adverse child experience 
CJS – Criminal Justice System
CPS – Crown Prosecution Service
KCPOs – Knife Crime Prevention Orders
LGA – Local Government Association 
YOTs - Youth Offending Teams
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Serious Violence Strategy    2.1
The Government published its Serious Violence Strategy on 9th April 2018. The aim of the report was to publish a coherent analysis of the scale of the problem and to identify potential causes around violent crime. A large portion the strategy is committed to the Government’s analysis of what they believe are the main causes of serious violence. However, it should be noted that the report is largely based on previously collected data and shows no commitment from the Home Secretary in committing further resources into the collection or analysis of new data. The report indicates that serious violence is attributed to several factors. This includes, age, gender, adverse childhood experiences (ACEs) and ethnic background (HM Government, 2018). Within the report are sixty-one actions and commitments that the government would take from 2018 onwards (HM Government, 2018). Some of the more notable commitments include: 
	Change/Action
	Cost
	Aim

	Early Intervention Youth Fund
	£22 Million
	Funding increased from £11m to £22m to allow work to be undertaken with the Police and Crime Commissioners and Community Safety Partnerships. This is to allow support in intervention and prevention from an early stage within youth groups and communities. 

	Trusted Relationships Fund
	£13 Million
	To be spent over the course of for years (2018-2022) to try and increase support for at-risk young people. The aim to build more positive and trusted relationships with adults. 

	Trauma Led Policing Model
	£7 Million
	To be introduced across four Welsh police forces. The objective is to enable police to get a better understanding of adverse childhood experiences surrounding serious violence.

	A refocus on Inter-Ministerial Group on Gangs
	N/A
	

	Cross-Sector Serious Violence Taskforce
	£40 Million
	Aimed at overseeing the delivery of the strategy’s programme of work ensuring that key commitments are delivered. The priority is to ensure there is sustained, swift and decisive action against violent crime. 



As well as the plans set out in the Serious Violence Strategy, there have been several additional announcements made since listed below:
	Change/Action
	Cost
	Aim

	 Youth Endowment Fund

	£200 Million
	Aimed to be delivered over 10 years, allowing evidence to be built to target early intervention in 10-14-year olds who are at most risk of youth violence. 


	Social Media Hub
	N/A
	Staffed by police officers with the aim of disrupting and removing overt and offensive gang-related online content. 


	Supporting Families Against Youth Crime Fund
	£9.8 Million
	To be ran by the Ministry of Housing, Communities and Local Government. The aim is to allow key workers and other professionals to work alongside children and young people to provide early development. A key part of the development is to build up the ability to allow the individuals to make positive life choices and withstand peer pressure. 


	Youth Advocate Program
	N/A
	A program aimed by seeking out “respected” members of communities. This includes youth workers with the aim of starting safe and important conversations covering the area of knife crime and to provide a positive alternative to carrying a knife.


	Increased Police Funding 
	£100 Million
	A third of the additional money is to go towards violence reduction units, covering 18 areas. 




However, there have been several criticisms of the report. Commissioner of the Metropolitan Police, Cressida Dick stated that while the strategy is fine in nature, there is a lack of government action on the ground (Home Affairs Committee, 2019a). This view is similarly expressed by then Chair of the National Police Chiefs Council , Sara Thornton, who agreed that the strategy understands the drivers of serious crime but that it will require a more co-ordinated response and resources to drive it through government successfully (Home Affairs Committee, 2019b). 
Additionally, West Midlands Police and Crime Commissioner, David Jamieson, compares the report to a similar one written in 2015, aimed at ending gangs and youth violence. Comparing the two reports, he argues that they both lack sustainability and are short term solutions to a bigger problem. He argued that the lack of targets was also a problem: “If you really want to engage people and professionals and you want to drive some change, you have to have some aims so you know whether you are on track or not” (Jamieson, 2018, p.1).
Overall, the strategy provided by the government has provided a positive addition to tackling serious and violent crime but has been subject to scrutiny for not following through in real terms with what it aims to deliver. However, the additional commitments made by the government since the strategy was launched in 2018 has shown that they are committed to the strategy, at least in the short-term. Furthermore, the full impact of the strategy long-term remains to be seen, and only time with provide the answer to its long-term success. 














Public Health Approach – 2.2
Following the Serious Violence Strategy from 2018, the Government announced on the 14th of July 2019 its plans to implement a public health approach to serious violence. A public health approach treats violence as a ‘disease’ and therefore requires scientific evidence to provide the causes and connections that attribute to knife crime. The information collected should be further used to provide interventions that can be put in place to prevent the increase of violent crime getting worse, consequently preventing the ‘disease’ from spreading. Policy makers are then encouraged to use the information collected to provide a variety of policy’s that can provide positive change to tackle serious and violent crime (Brown, 2019). More about the importance that interventions play in the reduction of knife crime can be found in Section 2.3
The World Health Organisation (WHO) outline the public health approach in the following chart below (WHO, 2017). 
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The public health approach is taken from the work conducted in the USA and Scotland. Scotland’s approach has shown to be positive. An important part of the success seen in Scotland was using multi-agency working between community safety, education, social services and the police. Each agency worked in tandem to provide an approach to tackle youth violence. This was in line with legislation being amended to see the average prison sentence for carrying a knife triple between 2005 and 2015 (Association of London Directors of Children’s Services, 2018).
In similar fashion the UK Government have implemented amendments to current legislation as well as a brand-new legal duty introduced for public service providers to collaborate and provide additional planning to prevent and reduce serious crime. See Section 2.5.2 
The Local Government Association (LGA) (2018) outline that a public health approach must provide a framework in which the causes of serious violence can be explained. It must also provide positive interventions that lead to the reduction or prevention of violence. The public health approach covers a wide variety of research that can be broken down into two factors; Risk factors and positive factors.
Risk Factor: Used to predict an increase of crime based on a certain factor that is seen, for example, an area with increased poverty may be subject to a higher volume of crime.
Protective Factor: Used to predict a decrease of crime based on certain measures, for example, high-class areas are more likely to have a high employability rate and therefore are at less risk of seeing high levels of violence. 
Farrington (2000) does however state the downside with risk factors, stating that it is important yet difficult to determine what risk factors are causes of violence and which are merely markers or correlated with causes.
Therefore, the public health approach provides a framework based on an evidence-led model aimed at reducing and preventing violence. This is done through a multi-faceted approach. Firstly, data is analysed to provide a range of factors that may attribute to the increase of knife crime as well as hot spot areas in which the crimes may be most committed. Secondly, the evidence provided encourages new and improved policies that can provide a positive change towards reducing violence. Thirdly, a multi-agency approach plays a vital role in providing the backbone to any changes made at a government or local level, positive re enforcement from all agencies involved could be the difference on whether the policies and interventions put in place are seen as successful.  

[bookmark: Interventions]2.3 – Interventions
When considering the use of a public health approach to tackle violent crime and the implementation of interventions introduced to reduce violence, the Local Government Association (2018) state the following should be considered by the government and local authorities: 
1. Observation: What are the problems? 
Define the issue. A rigorous assessment should be undertaken to address the concerns around violence. This should include types of violence as well having a fundamental understanding of risk and protective factors. An understanding of these factors can be used to target individuals and communities to address violence at a population level.
2. Recognise risk and protective factors. What are the causes.
Understand the causes of violence. An evidence-led approach should be taken to better understand risk factors that attribute to violence. Successfully achieving this can allow local areas to implement interventions correctly suited for their environment and to lead to more successful results. An approach to address serious risk factors as well as strengthen protective factors should be introduced to reduce violence at a population level.  
3. Develop and identify interventions. What works for who? 
Develop an anti-violence or reducing violence strategy.  A strategy should be created to respond to identified problems and focus on tackling the causes of violence, leading to a decrease in violent crime. The strategy created must take into consideration wider strategic and policy context, while also including a multi-agency response. The strategy should be agreed upon between stakeholders and local ownership are to ensure the strategy is implemented as intended.
Commission and fund evidence-based interventions that have been shown to reduce violence. Where possible, local areas are encouraged to support and fund evidence-based interventions that have been shown to reduce violence.
Don’t be afraid to innovate.  It is advised that if there are no interventions available from evidence-based research that interventions should be developed based on existing evidence. The interventions should consider reducing risk factors while promoting protective factors in line with what is appropriate for the area being addressed.

4. Implementation. Scaling up the effective programmes and interventions.
Implement interventions ensuring that fidelity is maintained in line with what has been demonstrated to work. It is vital that the model that is implemented stays true to the original model and is delivered as accurately as possible. There should be consideration on which intervention is being implemented and the context in which it does so. This must be followed due to interventions that work in one area do not work in another, therefore any changes from the fidelity of the model implemented may produce unfavourable results. 

The implementation of interventions takes time to embed in practise and to achieve outcomes. Enough time must be given by local decision makers to allow interventions that have been put in place to achieve an impact or desired outcome. It has been noted that certain programmes may take up to five years to provide an outcome. 

Evaluate and monitor the success of public health interventions.  There is still a large amount of work required in the development and evaluation of public health interventions aimed at reducing violence. The LGA acknowledge that resources available are limited but encourage a contribution towards evidence-based evaluations. If done successfully there is money to be saved by identifying models that work as well as those that do not. Knowing this may save resources and money in the long-term through having resources used more effectively.
Interventions shown to work effectively are listed below. 

Early Intervention 2.3.1

Early intervention involves recognizing and providing early interventions for children and young people at risk of adverse outcomes. This includes mental health problems, low academic performance, or involvement in crime. Effective early intervention acts as a tool to prevent and deter problems that are occurring or tackle them before they get worse (Early Intervention Foundation, 2018). 

A report by the Early Intervention Foundation (2018) outlines that early intervention can take place at any point during childhood and adolescence while acknowledging that the years before a child start school is still an important stage of development.  There are two early intervention support projects that are supported by the government; Early Intervention Youth Fund and Youth Endowment Fund. The aims of the funds are (Home Office, 2018): 
· Services to prevent and support young people from committing crime through positive activities 
· Understanding risk factors and developing an understanding of what works to further tackle risk factors.
· Increasing multi-agency partnership working at a local level.
· Reducing levels of serious violent crimes. 

There are many different types of early intervention and they can be complex to evaluate. This can be due to there being no standard evaluation measures, instead there are only numerous factors that that are associated with violent crime. To fully understand the impact of early intervention has over a long period of time, there must be several follow ups over many years (O’Connor, 2015). However early intervention is only one of many interventions put in place to tackle serious violent crime, further interventions are shown below. 

Individual Interventions 2.3.2
There are a wide variety of services offered to young people through various organisations and charities. The following interventions listed are aimed at reducing individual risk factors and reduce violence:
Mentoring: Bellis et al (2018) display evidence that shows that the role of an adult spending one on one time with a young adult can help to develop resilience as well as reduce childhood adversity. Mentoring has been shown to be productive in reducing levels of violence in young people if they spend enough time with their mentor. However, mentoring has shown to have mental health effects on the mentor and mentee if the mentor is not correctly trained, or if the young person has a long period without support. Overall, the data that shows the success of mentoring is limited, with 350 programmes ran across England the results and context greatly differ depending on geographical area (Children’s Commissioner, 2018) 
Specialist children’s services:  Additional financial support through multi-agency working should be achieved to help children’s services provide more support for children who have been subject to domestic abuse. Additional resources aimed to help this have shown a positive outcome, with parents reporting abusive behaviour by their child reducing from 25% to 7% over a timescale of 1-3 months (CAADA, 2014). 

School: Students at risk of low academic outcomes or risk of exclusion should be flagged to receive an individual intervention to support them. An intervention should be used in place of an exclusion to help better behavioural skills and academic achievements where possible. Overall, this approach has shown to have a positive result, the positive impact has often led to increased community engagement, academic success and more emotional control (Scott and Spencer, 2013) 

Overall, the aim of individual interventions is to allow a child or young adult to be able to express emotion and engage in their community successfully. If done successfully this should reduce the violence a young person has and achieve a reduction in violent behaviour and a reduction in knife crime. 

Environmental Interventions 2.3.4
Environmental interventions aim to reduce violence in geographical areas by treating violence as a population-level threat. When it comes to targeting young people, there are two main areas environmental interventions are based: community and schools. 
Community: The allocation of police resources may play a part in preventing future violent crime. Farrell et al (2011) display research that suggests that policing certain areas correctly shows a decrease in debut crimes and may prevent escalation to more serious crimes in life. This is further supported by Draca et al (2008) who outline that following the 7/7 terrorist attacks police deployment in certain boroughs in London was higher for around six weeks. During this time the boroughs with a higher police presence saw a fall in violent crime of around 3%. However, since 2010 there has been a decrease in police numbers. This has led to criticism of the government with the Metropolitan police commissioner, Cressida Dick, specifically stating that the rise in violent crime is linked to policing numbers (BBC, 2019). 
School: Interventions introduced within schools are aimed and designed to further improve communication, emotional and social skills. This especially has seen to be successful at primary school ages, showing a positive impact on reducing anti-social behaviour, substance abuse and mental health issues (Bermingham and Shipton, 2018). In addition to targeting behaviour, geographical areas with a high rate of violence are targeted with additional programmes.  Overall, evaluations from these programmes have shown to have a positive result in reducing violence while also having an improved attitude towards police (Densley et al, 2017). However, not all programmes that were introduced are fit for purpose. Programmes that tried to incite military-style tactics have shown to be ineffective in reducing violence and crime. Furthermore, these programmes have shown to be damaging with some increasing criminal behaviour (Petrosino et al, 2013). 
Therefore, an increased police presence in certain areas has provided a positive outcome in preventing crime and police forces across England and Wales require additional police officers to help prevent prime from occurring. Furthermore, the interventions put in place at schools should follow the positive evidence-led approach in primary schools and all negative based interventions should be abandoned to ensure that there are no additional factors contributing towards knife crime. 



Educational 2.3.5
 A large amount of educational interventions aims to ensure that young people have a better understanding and awareness around the issues related to carrying a knife and knife crime. This includes physical, emotional and legal consequences, sanctions in place if caught with a knife, and understanding that carrying a knife can increase the risk of being victimised (Booth et al, 2008). 
Palasinksi (2013) suggests that there has been a growing concern surrounding personal safety and that greater acknowledgement should be given to addressing fears faced by young adults regarding crime and victimisation. Educational based interventions can provide the necessary information needed to address concerns and issues surrounding knife crime and answer any questions that young adults may have. 
Lemos (2004) provides research that suggests that a broad approach to education should be taken. This can be done through approaching educational based interventions in two ways: formal and informal. This approach can allow informal interventions take place at community sites such as health centres while allowing a more traditional educational based programme to be taught in schools. 
An informal approach can be seen using communities and events, this is because there is an increased likelihood to reach young adults who have fallen out of education and may be at an increased risk of carrying a knife (Awinger et al, 2003). This approach should aim to provide an interactive programme that is engaging and meaningful for young people who have not responded positively to formal education in school. 
A formal approach takes on a more traditional school-based approach to teaching, through delivering an educational programme that outlines the dangers of knives. This should be delivered by someone who has a large amount of experience and knowledge surrounding knife crime (Brookman and Maguire, 2003). The aim of having an experienced person delivering the educational programme is to have the young people that are at the programme appreciate the information being delivered.
Therefore, an educational intervention aims to offer important information surrounding knife crime. This can be done to provide both questions that young adults may have surrounding knife crime, as well as educate them on the dangers surrounding knife crime. Overall, it is hoped that an education-based intervention will allow young adults to see the impacts of knife crime and prevent them from wanting to carry or use a knife. 


Youth Offending Teams – 2.4 
Youth offending teams (YOTs) is a service provided at a local level to help young people who get into trouble with the law. This work is done through a multi-agency approach with other sectors some as probation officers, health housing and education authorities. However, it is important to note that YOTs are part of the local council and therefore are sperate from the courts and the police (Home Office, 2020). Funding for YOTs is comes from a variety of sources, partly funded by the Government’s youth justice grant as well as from the local councils in which they operate.
YOTs involvement around violent crime, such as knife crime is aimed at reducing the risk of serious harm or serious violence to others. Serious harm is defined by the youth justice board (2016) as ‘death of serious injury whether physical or psychological’. YOTs have a wide range or resources to try and make this possible. This includes guidance and interventions. An inspection by HM Inspectorate of Probation (HMI Probation, 2017a) found that progress was being made with over half of the cases inspected showing a positive outcome from a YOT intervention. However, the report also outlines the need for more to be done. Specifically, YOTs need to develop a better response to the use of social media (HMI Probation 2017a). Social media is an ever-increasing tool utilised by young people. In October 2017, HM Inspectorate of Probation (HMI Probation) published a separate report summarising the work carried out by youth offending teams (YOTs) in England and Wales. The report specifically focused on young people that are considered a risk to the public. It found that one in four cases of violent offences were tracked back to social media, including some of the most violent offences. The traditional tactics put in place to tackle vulnerability and managing risk are not accustomed to deal with online. Therefore, the report suggests that further frameworks and policy’s need to be created at specifically tackling social media in relation to violent crime (HMI Probation, 2017b). 

Due to knives being easy to obtain and conceal they are the most common form of weapon carried by young people in England and Wales. YOTs are an essential part of the interventions and prevention programmes put forward by the government in reducing knife crime and protecting the public. YOTs hold an advantageous position in having relations with multi-agency partners such as schools to help spread information and awareness around carrying a weapon (HMI Probation, 2019). 
Due to the increase in knife crime during the past few years, a report carried out by HMIC Probation in 2019 aimed to understand how YOTs in England and Wales are carrying out the following:  
· How managers perceived the knife crime problem in their area
· How the issue of knife crime was approached
· What barriers exist to stop effective and positive outcomes
Only half of the total number of YOTs responded. The report found that around 25% of managers had accessed knife crime as being a ‘major problem’ within their local community, with an increased 59% displaying concern that the use of knives was increasing. It also found that the YOTs that responded displayed evidence that 20% of their overall case load involved knife crime offences. Furthermore, 90% of YOTs stated that while they had local programmes in place to tackle knife crime, only 30% of these had been formally accessed. 
Half of the total number of Youth Offending Teams responded. A quarter of Youth Offending Team managers assessed knife crime as a ‘major problem’ in their area and a majority (59 per cent) felt it was increasing. Overall, a fifth of their caseloads involved knife crime offences and the great majority (85 per cent) of schemes were supervising children who had also been victims of knife crime themselves. While almost 90 per cent of YOTs told us, they were providing knife crime programmes, less than 30 per cent had formally evaluated these. Overall, they expressed a lack of national direction (HMI Probation, 2019).
The report outlines that many YOTs reported barriers to effective work to tackling knife crime was funding. Displaying either insufficient or short-term funding for programmes. This is supported by the LGA (2019) who state in a briefing paper that YOTs have been a victim of their own success. While it has been shown that the rate of young offenders has fallen, 85 percent fewer young people are entering the youth justice system, compared to 2007, the grant from central government is also falling with it. This stops the continuation of preventative work that caused this fall in the first place. The impact on funding shows a real term cut of more than half to council-run youth services. This is a fall from £145 million in 2010/11 to around £70.7 million in 2019/20. As previously stated, central government used to account for around half the funding towards YOTs, this has been reduced to around a third. If this continues, it has been estimated that the services provided at reducing and preventing youth offending with see a £3.1 billion funding gap by 2025. Therefore, YOTs will be forced into only providing services for young adults and children who are in serious need. This will lead to YOTs not being able to access funding to provide the necessary and successful prevention and intervention schemes that have shown success in the recent years (LGA, 2019). 
Overall, central government must provide resources required by local councils so that they may further support YOTs work in the programmes that have shown successful intervention and prevention programmes. If this is not done then more young adults and children are more likely to enter the criminal justice system and will simply be committing resources through other organisations after a crime has already been committed, leading to a ‘picking up the pieces’ after approach.  
Legislation 2.5
The legislation in table 2 found below outlines legislation that tackles knife crime directly. It should be noted that some of the legislation listed below covers a much wider area than just knife crime and violent crime. However, for the purpose of this research this table will only attribute parts of the legislation linked with knife crime. 
	Legislation
	Purpose/Intention
	Offences
	Penalty

	The Prevention of Crime Act 1953

	Put into effect the banning of all weapons from civilians in any public place without lawful authority, regardless of intention. The aim was to help reduce violent crime.
	· Section 1- Offensive Weapon
· Section 1A-Threatening with an offensive weapon in public

	Maximum Imprisonment: 2 years

	The Restriction of Offensive Weapons Act 1959

	Restricted the production, hire and sales of flick knives and gravity knives.
	Section 1B – Sale, Hire or Lends to any other person. 

	Maximum Imprisonment: 6 months

	The Criminal Justice Act 1988

	Introduced offences for having a blade or pointed article in public without lawful excuse. The size of the blade must not exceed 7.62cm (3inches). 
	· Section 139 – Bladed and Pointed Articles
· Section 139A – Offensive Weapons, Bladed and Pointed Articles on school premises
· Section 139AA – Threatening with an article with a blade or point or offensive weapon
· Section 141 – Manufacture and sale of offensive weapons
· Section 141A – Sale of knifes, axes and swords to a person under 18
	Maximum Imprisonment: 4 years 

	Knives Act 1997 

	Created new criminal offences associated with the possession or marketing of knives.
	Section 1 – Unlawful marketing of knives
	Maximum Imprisonment: 4 years


Table 2: legislation (Crown Prosecution Service 2019, Home Office 2020a, Home Office 2020b, Home Office 2020c, Home Office 2020d).

Knife Crime Prevention Orders 2.5.1
The legislation in table 2 displays a straightforward and basic explanation of previous legislation that has been introduced and the offences and penalties relating to knife crime in each. However, it is vital to look at recent legislation that has been introduced. The Offensive Weapons Act 2019 introduced Knife Crime Prevention Orders (KCPOs).
The introduction of KCPOs was to create a new tool that police forces could use to help young people and others to avoid knife crime and serious violence. The aim of the KCPOs is to act as a preventative measure rather than a punitive one, in allowing people to change their behaviour and avoid being drawn into knife crime. Currently KCPOs are being trailed by Metropolitan Police for 14 months, which started April 6th, 2020 (Home Office and Malthouse, 2020). However, for the strategy of KCPOs to show a successful outcome, a multi-agency approach must be used. Police forces will be expected to be in contact with relevant authorities to ensure that those issued with a KCPO are in relevant positive placements, such as educational courses, life skill programmes and awareness raising courses as well as others (Home Office, 2019a). 
 A KCPO can be placed on anyone aged 12 or over by the relevant court (Youth Court, Magistrates Court or Crown Court). This can be done by a court regardless of whether there is a conviction, if the relevant sections of the Offensive Weapons Act 2019 are followed :A KCPO on conviction must meet the requirements listed under Section 19 , A KCPO made on other than a conviction must meet the requirements listed under Section 14. The CPS has a responsibility to ensure that where the defendant is under 18 that the views of YOTs are obtained as well as ensuring that the defendant is made aware of the application prior or at the first hearing (Home Office, 2019)
What is made up within the foundation of a KCPO is to be determined by the court. The list of requirements that can be imposed under a KCPO are set out in the Offensive Weapons Act 2019. These prohibitions include curfews and participation in certain activities. Other prohibitions include; exclusion zones, non-association with other individuals and preventing the defendant from having specific articles (Home Office, 2019) 
However, KCPOs introduced as part of the Serious Violence Strategy and implemented through the Offensive Weapons Act 2019 have been subject to scrutiny from the Standing Committee for Youth Justice and the Prison Reform Trust (2019). In the joint paper provided by these groups, it outlines the negative impact that the new measures will have on young adults and more specifically children and urged MPs to oppose the introduction of KCPOs. Labelling KCPOs as a “knife crime ASBO” they outline that the scope for them is to wide and will have a negative impact by labelling young adults and impose more unnecessary criminal sanctions on vulnerable children and young adults. 
Furthermore, they criticise the approach of KCOPs as there are already several interventions in place, better suited to deal with young adults without resorting to restrictive and criminalising orders. A further point outlines the imprisonment for breach is not appropriate for children or young adults and goes against the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child (UNCRC), in such that all avenues must be exhausted before placing a child into a custodial establishment. This punishment will not only have a high cost on the taxpayer but also on the child’s further education and emotional status (Standing Committee for Youth Justice and the Prison Reform Trust, 2019). This is further supported by Damn et al (2017) who state that children as young as twelve who pass through the CJS are less likely to become rehabilitated and has often led to increased levels of criminal activity in future years. Furthermore, the UNCRC have time and again published criticism of the minimum age of criminal responsibility within England and Wales. The Committee on the Rights of a Child (2007) stated that while the age of 12 was internationally acceptable, that they would much rather it be increased to 14 or 16 years of age. 
Additional support from the LGA (2019) have also stated that the KCPOs should not contribute towards the unnecessary criminalisation of young people and that additional resources will need to be provided to allow YOTs to allow KCPOs to be fully sustainable.  Lastly, Liggins (2019) states that KCPOs are not a necessary development of the law and are seeking to close a gap that does not exist. While it is agreed that the criminal justice system needs a response to knife crime, there is no evidence to suggest that KCPOs will help. Liggins argues that professionals within the criminal justice system need to be seen to be doing something, and that the implementation of KCPOs may help build police and community relations. However, when the Home Office introduced the police of KCPOs it was stated to prevention strategy to tackle knife crime, but again it has been shown that there are more effective systems in place that have been shown to work that are desperate for funding and that the cost of implementing and maintaining KCPOs would be better invested in the areas shown to work (Liggins 2019). 
Overall KCPOs aims to be a tool that if used correctly aims to impose restrictions to reduce the chance of a young adult getting caught up in knife crime while simultaneously offering positive requirements to further educate and support young adults with the aim of reducing the overall knife crime committed in England and Wales. However, there have been a large amount of uncertainty surrounding the potential impact they may cause on young people’s lives. Only time will tell if the introduction of KCPOs provide a successful prevention method. 

[bookmark: Legal_Duty]Legal Duty 2.5.2
In 2018, it was put forward that a consultation on a new legal duty to underpin a public health approach to tackling serious violence would be created to place a statutory duty on health care professionals, police forces and local authorities to take action in preventing violent crime. The statutory duty would require all agencies to work together to prevent young people entering the CJS (Home Office and Javid, 2018). 
The Home Office (2019b) published the consultation on July 19th, 2019, and was open to responses from: 
	-Criminal Justice
 	-Education and childcare
- Fire
-Health and social care
-Housing and construction
- Local government
- Members of the public
- Multi-Agency boards
- Police and Crime Commissioners 
- Police
- Voluntary and community sector
The consultation put forward by the Governments response to a legal duty surrounding serious violence offered three choices that responders could choose from, these included:
New duty on specific organisations to have due regard to the prevention and tackling of serious violence. This was the first and preferred option by the Government. This would see an introduction of legislation that would place a new duty of care on specific organisations to have due regard to the prevention and tackling of serious violence. Additionally, it would further set to improve multi-agency working and encourage information sharing (Home Office, 2019b).
New duty through legislating to revise Community Safety Partnerships. This is proposed to be done through amending Community Safety Partnerships and ensuring there is a plan in place for preventing and tackling serious violence. If this option is chosen, it will directly commit organisations to become members and form a partnership. This will legally force organisations to work together rather than just having “due regard”, as listed in option one, to tackling serious and violent crime (Home Office, 2019b).
A voluntary non-legislative approach. Lastly, this option would encourage the relevant authorities to adopt to certain measures, such as multi-agency working, rather than making it a statutory requirement. It would attempt to engage with a wide variety of organisations to make them aware that they have an important role to play in preventing serious violence. Additional support from the Government will be provided through trying to establish local partnerships between authorities and aim to provide cross boundary guidance where appropriate (Home Office, 2019b).
The consultation that offered the three above options closed on the 28th May 2019, the policies and decisions that will come as a result of the consultation are ongoing. However, the results of the consultation are explained in more detail in Section 4 (link once written). 

Stop and Search 
Arguably, one of the most important powers the police have at tackling knife crime is the use of stop and search under Section 1 of the Police and Criminal Evidence and 1984 or Section 60 of the Criminal Justice and Public Order Act 1994. The Metropolitan Police (2020) state the importance of stop and search as being an invaluable tool, in both tackling crime and protecting the public.
Section 60 of the Criminal and Justice Order Act 1994 allows the rank of inspector or above to authorise the use of stop and search in a specific area, such as a town centre. This may be based on the fact there is, or evidence to show that serious violence may take place, or that people may be in possession of offensive weapons. However, as the Section allows the use of stop and search on people without reasonable grounds it may only last for a period of 24 hours, with an extension of 24 hours if appropriate (Brown, 2020). 
Since 2018 the rate of knife related incidents has been rising rapidly and therefore has seen an increased use of Section 60. Furthermore, Section 60 was amended by the Home Secretary on the 31st of March 2018 to alter the rank and degree of certainty needed for Section 60 to be authorised and applied, the changes made are:
· Reducing the level of authorisation required for a Section 60 from senior officer to inspector.
· Lowering the degree of certainty required by the authorising officer so they must reasonably believe an incident involving serious violence ‘may’, rather than ‘will’, occur.
The two amendments made to Section 60 will allow around 3,000 more officers be able to authorise the use of Section 60 (Home Office, 2019c).  
The increased use of stop and search powers under Section 60 have been praised by the Metropolitan Police Commissioner, Cressida Dick, stating that the increased use of stop and search has been successful in the prevention and reduction of knife crime and reduced murders. Dick supported the clams that she made by providing evidence that showed a 15% decrease in knife related injuries on those aged 25 and under, and a fall in homicides by 25%.  Dick stated that the reason for the decrease within these areas was down to the excellent work that police forces had provided using stop and search (Dodd, 2019). 
However, Liberty, an independent organisation who campaign against injustice and defend freedom, have argued that the use of Section 60 is haemorrhaging public trust. While Liberty agree that the tragedy of young death’s in Britain requires a response, they accuse politicians and police chiefs of using discriminatory tactics in the hopes of finding a solution (Robinson, 2018).  
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