Elan Williams

1802224

Part A & Part B: Assignment 1 


Date of Submission:
6th November 2020


Words-
Part A: 1,648
Part B: 1,650


Part A
When critically evaluating the processes and procedures adopted by the First Attending Officer (FAO) at a crime scene in order to reduce the possibilities of cross contamination is very important. This must be followed out correctly otherwise evidence from the crime scene will be destroyed. 

College of Policing UK (2016) have written a short, effective ‘major investigation and public protection first response’ for First Attending Officer (FAO). This is an example of what an overall assessment should be. It explains that the FAO should: 
‘ensure immediate safety, build rapport, carry out initial investigation, identify risk, initiate support and protection (safety planning) and ensure a good handover takes place’.

Scenes of Crime Examination Best Practice Manual (Fryer, 2012) explains when a first attending officer (FAO) arrives at a crime scene. This assessment is based on the crime scene. As it says there is only ‘one opportunity’ to achieve the best possible out come from an examination at a scene. From this, officers should take ‘relevant material’ from the scene. This is critical to gather all ‘possible evidential avenues’ which are at a crime scene before investigation begins. With being the FAO at a crime scene, it is essential that there is a specific assessment carried out to ensure the full potential of the evidence being kept. Ensuring that all evidence is safe, looking after yourself and other is another main point.

The crime scene investigation should start with ‘examination’. This part of the investigation is ‘preservation, recording and recovery of items and other material during crime scene examination’. The crime scene will be a zone of evidence for many departments within the police as they look further into the investigation, therefore preserving the scene is crucial for everybody. 

Second, the ‘scene preservation’. Firstly, in this sector, ‘indoor, outdoor or vehicles’ which surround the scene should be shielded to reduce the risk of cross contamination or loss of material. This emphasises to preserve the evidence allowing verification on the investigation with correct data found on the evidence later during the process. Secondly in this sector, the FAO must be the only person to preserve evidence unless someone else is told to do so in case of any misunderstanding which will later have an effect on cross contamination and loss of evidence. Thirdly, a crime scene log should take place by another police officer at the scene to ensure that everything is tracked such as who enters and leaves the scene. Point four, the use of cordons should be used at the scene to barricade and safeguard to prevent loss evidence and cross contamination. Point five, establishing a way in and out of the crime scene which will decrease the chances of loss evidence. Point six, to ensure that everyone is wearing the correct clothing to investigate at the scene. This will reduce cross contamination because fibres from officers won’t be falling on evidence. Point seven, procedures should be in place to lower the changes of evidence being damaged such as: equipment to be ‘decontaminated after use’, ‘different items in the same case’, ‘different personnel for collecting material from the victims and each suspect’, if suspect is being interviewed to ensure ‘different vehicles, room and officers are used’, having the ability to ‘recover items or material’ and for nothing to get disrupted in the process, to lower the risk of cross contamination with ‘local environmental conditions’, that nobody is allowed to attend the scene if they have been somewhere else (another scene) without showering and change of clothing. Another is, any evidence which has been sealed to be only opened in ‘controlled conditions and preferable not before laboratory examination’.

Third, the ‘searching the crime scene’. Capturing evidence on a crime scene will be quite limiting as you need to gather everything. During the procedure of investigating, the search must be thorough to find evidence in targeted places by using professional equipment to find the best results. Additional searches might be carried out to advance the search for evidence for example ‘dog specialist search teams’ and search should be ‘co-ordinated via the Crime Scene Manager’ to avoid cross contamination and any damage to evidence. 

Fourth, ‘recording the crime scene’. The scene should be recorded previous to evidence recovery. The only exception for this would be if there was a danger of losing evidence due to weather conditions. The purpose and aim of recording the scene to have a ‘clear show’ and ‘any items’ for the purpose of: evidence purposes, recording of ‘any significant features’ form the scene, consultation with ‘authorised parties’, previously examining and later recovery of items and recording any ‘significant items’. Also, the approaches used to record the crime can contain: photographic evidence, ‘video/digital recording, 360 degree imaging, plan drawing, taking of notes and suitable means of photogrammetry, lasergrammetry etc’. 

After explaining the processes and procedures of FAO at a crime scene in order to reduce the possibilities of cross contamination. This is really important to be carried out correctly. Many case studies show where lack of procedures and processes had not been carried out correctly had damaged evidence and effected the whole case.

An example of a case study where procedures and processes were carried out wrong and had consequences at the end of the case due to lack of evidence was the O J Simpson case. 

O J Simpson mentioned that he was ‘absolutely, one hundred percent not guilty’ for his case explained Rantala (1996, p.2). When the FAO arrived at the scene it was ‘so dark’ that the officer ‘didn’t find the second body until he approached the murdered woman’. This indicated that the scene was cross contaminated by everyone walking around and it resulting in losing evidence. Also, it was believed that two detectives were on their way from being at ‘Bundy murder scene’ which suggests that there was cross contamination of fibres that could’ve been discovered as it is asked for officer not to go from scene to scene without showering or change of clothing. Simpson had left ‘bloody footprints and was identified by DNA’ and the footprints were so big that it was identified as Simpsons due to him buying the only pair of trainers in ‘forty stores in the US’ that he had purchased. 
Drummond Ayres Jr, B (1994) enhances details about the O J Simpson case where officers had jumped a gate without a warrant which is something that they needed in this incident to follow correct procedures. The officers did not cordon anything off at this point which meant that loss of evidence could have come to light.  It came to light in court that the officers did not ‘call for backup cars or wear protective vests when they entered the property’. This is a huge fault for police because they did not follow correct procedures which are in place. 

Crime Museum Org (2020) had described that there was loss of evidence discovered throughout the case. One issue they had was the loss of evidence with a ‘bloody fingerprint’ which was on the ‘gateway at Nicole Brown’s house’ but it was not collected properly which meant they had lost evidence towards the case. This was down to who collected the evidence at this point but also it was not noted down to ‘chain of custody’ when it was ‘first located’. As noted that Detective Mark Fuhrman was the FAO and it should have been him to pick up on the evidence. It was not traced back to him which shows policing errors. As Fuhrman was leaving the scene and a new officer was taking over, the information was never given to new officers about the loss of evidence with the fingerprints. This could have been resolved if only officers were more careful and ensuring that it was logged into the log book. Another issue which had occurred was that photographic evidence was being taken but the evidence wasn’t getting labelled which meant that nobody knew what it was and what relation it had to the scene when looking back at it. All these wrongly taken procedures are something that police are meant to follow. But, by not following the procedures which have been given it had resulted in loss of evidence and cross contamination. Another issue that had appeared was that officers who were gathering evidence were putting items in the same bag. This meant fibres and other evidence was getting tampered with and nothing was accurate due to wrong procedures being made. Additionally, further evidence was not getting logged by officers or into the log book for evidence to written down and all together to keep track of everything that they had gathered. Due to not following correct procedures and processes, it had become a failure whilst the evidence for the case was destroyed. The police had also covered Brown’s body with a blanket which had fibres on it and then was placed on the lady which then contaminating her and resulting in loss of evidence. Another concern was that the loss of blood which had been lost in the process of taking evidence was destroyed. There was ‘1.5ml’ of O J Simpson’s blood missing which could have resulted in major evidence. It was noted that there was ‘no documentation’ of the amount of blood which was taken and no reference of who it was taken from. Due to the blood not getting into the laboratory immediately, it was kept with the officers at the scene for a ‘couple of hours’ which may indicate why so much of it was missing. 

Concluding on this part of the assignment after the evaluation of processes and procedures by FAO at a crime scene in order to reduce the possibilities of cross contamination. There are many studies where procedures are not followed and resulted in a bad case. But, if processes and procedures are followed, they do result in the best kind investigation. 
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Part B 
When analysing methods in practice for the recovery and examination of forensic evidence at crime scene and evaluating the legislation, strategies, policies and procedures with regard to forensic recovery and examination this is important as court cases rely on this information to make judgement and an agreement on a verdict. 

There are many process and procedures to follow regarding recovering and examining evidence but also there are different crimes and evidence exhibits which must be treated differently for best results. 

Paul (2009 p.1) voices that 
‘every incident, be it a crime, accident, natural disaster, armed conflict, or other, leaves traces at the scene’.
This is why every crime has different processes and procedures to allow full recovery and examination of exhibits during the investigation within the crime scene. Due to short term and delicate nature of traces, preserving information is vital for crime scene purposes. By following certain processes and procedures, preserving the evidence and ensuring that they follow a correct guideline it will reduce cross contamination and will allow 

Paul (2009 p.4) stated that
‘physical evidence can be anything from massive objects to microscopic items, generated as part of a crime and recovered at the scene or at related locations’. 

Another process that they look into is ‘forensic science services and the crime scene investigation process’. The role of forensic science which starts at the scene itself with identification and recovery of physical evidence. All forensic evidence from the exhibit will be analysed and evaluated with result in the lab. This will enable justice to happen with result of evidence being shown from forensic recovery and examination.

Wilding (2012) reveals Locard’s principles. Locad’s view was 
‘every time you make contact with another person, place or thing, it results in an exchange of physical materials’.
By contacting another person or a criminal then it can leave a lot of evidence such as ‘DNA, fingerprints, footprints, hair, skin cells, blood, bodily fluids, pieces of clothing, fibres and more’. He also believed that people take evidence such as fibres from the scene which will be planted on your clothing for example. This means that forensic examiners search for all these things within a crime scene. It indicates that there are so much forensic exhibits to pick up on that a thorough search is really important. He believes that physical materials such as trace evidence can ‘tell a story’ no matter big or small, fibres are still noticeable in a lab. He also discloses that trace evidence does not change unless it is cross contaminated. He describes it as ‘unlike humans’ as we forget thorough details and can change a story but with trace evidence, it is what is it, there is no changing that once it is found. It’s like a ‘silent witness’ who speaks when people cannot get their evidence story across. 

Bryant and Bryant (2010, p636) explains the Locard’s principle and individualization. It explains that Locard’s principle of forensic investigation is the principle of exchange. The individualization gathers that objects which show that they are ‘identical’ but ‘marked differently’ which categorises them to be ‘individual characteristics’. 


Hart (2004) explains the process regarding digital recovery and examination of forensic evidence at crime scene. Digital evidence is processed by following steps which will result in evidence. The first step is to do an ‘assessment’ which is a ‘computer forensic examiner’ who will access the digital evidence and will investigate thoroughly and will conclude the actions which have been taken. Secondly, ‘acquisition’. Digital evidence is very delicate where it can be ‘altered, damaged or destroyed’ by the people who are investigating into it. Ensuring that there is a hard copy of original evidence would be vital. Thirdly, ‘examination’. This process is important as it is ‘analyses digital evidence’. Extraction is showing the ‘recovery’ from the data. But, ‘analysing’ it indicates the ‘interpretation of the recovered data’ and putting it into a beneficial format. Fourth point is ‘documenting and reporting’. This process is important for the ‘actions and observations’ because it should be documented during the forensic processing of the evidence. This enables the evidence to end as they conclude everything together and show findings. 

White (2010, p336) clarifies the processes and procedures with firearms objects at crime scenes where they are in need to be examined for forensic recovery and examination for the best possible outcome.

As explained that the manufacturing processes is very important in regard to the examiner who is looking into firearms forensic as they need to find out whether or not a gun can be ‘associated with recovered bullets or cartridges cases’. In order of this, the forensic examiner needs to know what kind of results a firearm can handover to the ammunition. In view of this, the examiner must peruse the investigation in search of the marks which will be on the firearm exhibit. This will enable them to discover any traces from the firearms exhibit and to expose more detail into the investigation of the crime scene. 

Firearms examiners will be needed at a crime scene of a ‘shooting incident’ and in a ‘post-mortem examination’. This is an analytical process of the investigation as they are professionals in this department and will be able to recovery evidence and examine it to uncover information which will help investigation of the scene. In regards to a crime scene, the firearms examiner will be asked to attend as they are very skilled and capable to lead the role of investigating forensic evidence within the scene. During this process and procedures, taking ‘DNA and fingerprint’ is necessary and will be carried out wearing necessary clothing such as a ‘full bodysuit, double gloves and face mask’. This will ensure no cross contamination between exhibits and the examiners. After ensuring that full clothing is worn, they must not pick up any exhibits until they are recorded on paper as well as other information written about the object. The forensic examiners would be processing the scene and should take photographic evidence to enable them to look back later on to see exactly where the evidence was and to evaluate the scene. At the crime scene, forensic examiner would be able to see the possible ‘location of cartridge cases, bulltets’ which indicates the position of the shooter and will enable officers to catch the offender. As well, using the bullets and cartridges to find out what type of gun it was and who it was shot by as forensic evidence come to light by DNA which is left on the gun or even gun powder which is left on the offenders clothing which they will be able to identify the right gun was fired by the same offender.

Regarding ‘post-mortem examination’. The post-mortem examiner and the firearms forensic examiner have a lot in common as they both ask near enough the same questions when it comes down to recovery and examination. An example of what questions they both ask is ‘what was the gun used and how far away was it from the victim’. As a result of both working together to recognise the ‘entry and exit wounds’ they will discover recovery from the examination that they have carried out. 

Another process and procedure that the firearms forensic recovery and examination officers do is ‘examination at the laboratory’. Most firearms need thorough examination, if essential then a ‘full trace evidence anti-contamination’ should be carried out. As well as the firearms, looking into the ammunition which was used is important too. This is because you can identify the gun from the ammunition which you are investigating. This can help you try and find the firearm exhibit after identifying the ammunition. If there is a possibility that the forensic examination can see what ‘shape, position of the ejector and extractor, firing pin impression, breech face and chamber marks’ then there is a chance of identifying what ‘type, make and sometimes model of gun used’. 

As well as firearms and ammunition, ‘clothing’ is another interesting one. This is because any piece of clothing which was worn during a crime scene the possibility that there are fibres on that item of clothing is high. But also, the impact of the gunshot will distribute fibres onto the victims clothing and as a result of that the forensic examination will be able to recover what ammunition was used which can result in finding out what gun it was.  

To conclude on this part of the assignment after analysing the methods in practice for the recovery and examination of forensic evidence at crime scene evaluating the legislation, strategies, policies and procedures with regard to forensic recovery and examination. All three-physical evidence, digital evidence and manufacturing processes such as firearms are examples of forensic evidence which is around today. The law is there to maintain that the forensic evidence is being recovered and examined in the correct form. But, as explained, the three examples of evidence are dealt with differently because the outcome needs to be thorough. Every recovery and examination have a process and procedures that need to be followed the correct way to ensure the best possible outcome. There are strategies in place for the examiners to follow which is at a professional standard. As a person touches something it will leave a trace which means that processes and procedures are followed to recover the evidence from the scene to ensure that is it examined with no cross contamination. The digital recovery is recovered and examined by following processes and procedures beforehand to ensure that nothing is altered or changed. The firearms are recovered and examined by following the correct procedures and processes to ensure that every bit of evidence is with them to get the full report of the incident. This enables them to work on the ammunition to see what was used to pursue this attack. Clothing is also a huge factor in examining and recovering data for investigation. 
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