The Northumbria Police Manhunt 2010: Raoul Moat.
This supportive paper will focus on the Raoul Moat case and how experienced were Northumbria Police in dealing with this type of incident. The main focus of this paper is to identify the different methods and strategies the Police force used and whether improvements could have been made that may have delegated a different outcome. It is clear to see the difficulties the police faced during the Moat case but there allegations that the force could have conducting different strategies for a more positive outcome. 
On the 3rd of July 2010 saw the start of the investigation into Raoul Moat which would finally end just 6 days later. During the investigation the hunt for Moat became more important regarding the threats and statements he was making towards the Police itself and eventually the Public.  Raoul Moat was released from Prison on the 1st July after facing a short period of time for assault, on his release he mentioned he would seriously harm former ex-partner Samantha Stobbart and her newly partner Chris Brown. According to the Telegraph (2012), “The reports on the threats was passed to prison-trays . Police did not act on one warning from the prison, while it did not read another, thee IPCC found”. This quote questions the polices ability to follow on reports that have been received from the prison. It also questions that if the Police were to act upon this request, would the death of Chris Brown and the nearly fatal shooting of Samantha been prevented by placing them in protective custody. 
Whilst Moat was in prison, Samantha decided to end their relationship and later informed him that her new boyfriend was a police officer and holds a black belt in karate. It was identified that Chris Brown had never been part of the force, suggesting Samantha’s intentions were to warm Moat away from her when he was released from prison as she was scared of him. After Moat was realised from prison he wrote a status on Facebook suggesting “I’m not 21 and I can’t rebuild my life” (Howard, 2010).  Moats motive for the shooting of Chris Brown was that his ex-girlfriend had an affair with a police officer which increased his hatred for the Police force as a whole. Moat anger towards the police force increased after the fatal shooting of Chris, one recommendation that was made is if Moat was informed that Chris Brown was not a Police officer, would this had affected the outcomes of the investigation? Some believe this would have affected the investigation massively. 
The allegations from Moat regarding targeting the police force were never reported to other officers in the force, because of this one officer sadly was faced with the wrath of Moat whilst on duty. On the 4th of July, PC Rathband was parked up whilst on duty in Newcastle, moments later he received two fired shots to the face from Moat which had come across the car on his journey. According to BBC News (2016) “Moat had told a Northumbria Police call handler he would kill any officer who came near him, that he was not coming in alive and he was hunting for officers”. Regarding the recent incidents, it was clear that this was no joke and the police failed to inform other officers the danger they were facing. PC Rathband injuries has resulted in permanent blindness and this could have been prevented. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]On the 9th of July, negotiations between the Police and Moat came to light when someone witnessed Moat with a shotgun in a nearby field. The negotiations lasted 6 hour before Moat shortly took his life, it was seen that Moat became more anxious when the rain began to fall and stated  “it’s going to end in this field tonight” (BBC News, 2011). It was understood that two officers were given authorisation to fire two Taser guns at Moat to prevent him committing suicide, one of the Tasers was a X12 Taser shotgun. According to House of Commons, Home affairs Committee (2011) “The benefits of the X12 shotgun is that the Taser probes in the XREP bullet can be shot from up to 20 metres away as opposed to the 5 metre distance needed to employ the M26 or X26 Taser”. This indicates that the Police believed this gun would be more of advantage in delaying Moats actions and also provide more safety for other officers if Moats gun was to discharged. After the case was closed Northumbria Police force were taken to court on accusations of misuse of weapons but were cleared of this. The force stated that under the European Convention of Human rights Act 1998 “Deprivation of life shall not be regarded as inflicted in contravention of this article when it results from the use of force which is no more than absolutely necessary”. The gun had only been previously used in training session and was not permitted to be used otherwise but the force believed this gun would have been suitable for the situation they were facing and supported this argument. 
The media played a big part in fuelling Moats anger towards the Police and then the Public, this was by publishing negative stories about him including a statement from his mother saying Moat “would be better off dead” (Wales Online, 2013). The Police force could have negotiated with the media suggesting to publish positive storied to try and persuade Moat to come out of hiding for the safety of the public regarding recent threats but this was not done. 
On the other hand, the positivity and loyalty between forces was shown throughout this case. BBC News stated that “The Police service of Northern Ireland says it has sent 20 armoured cars to assist Northumbria Police. The Metropolitan Police has sent 40 armed officers”. Overall 15 Police forces were involved in this investigation with the assistance of other emergency services and all  cooperated to find Moat. There are a number of recommendations that have been made suggesting different strategies that could have been used to prevent incidents happening such as allowing one of Moat’s friends to be present at the negotiations but Police did decided against this due to risks of another shooting, but the Northumbria Police force did the best they could out of the situation. 
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