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As human being we are emotionally and psychologically vulnerable to others. We can be vulnerable during a time of loss when we are suffering from grief, we can find ourselves in situations where we are vulnerable to being humiliated or to being abused or neglected. As humans we are vulnerable to exploitation, manipulation and oppression (Rogers et al., 2014, pp.1–29). Even though we are vulnerable to these we can sometimes be blind to them happening and not realise that we are being exploited or manipulated. 

One could argue that there is no set definition for vulnerability. The word vulnerable is of Latin origin and means ‘to wound’ and being ‘exposed to being attacked or harmed.’ A person is considered to be  vulnerable if they are in residential accommodation, in lawful custody or under the supervision of a probation officer and anyone receiving health care (Parley, 2010). 

According to the Crown Office & Procurator Fiscal Service (2024) the court will automatically treat any victims of crime and witnesses to crime as vulnerable. The court consider someone to be vulnerable if they will suffer from any fear or distress when presenting evidence on the stand, anyone who suffers from learning difficulties or mental health issues. Anyone under the age of 18, people who have been victims of domestic violence, sexual crimes or human trafficking and anyone who could be harmed from giving evidence. 

In 2016 Rick Muir attended the Northamptonshire Victim’s Voice Conference where there was a discussion about a new service that will support children and young people and will educate them about the risks of crime and also provide therapy and emotional support. According to Muir (2016) there has been progress in the past few years about getting a better deal for victims of crime. Since the first victims charter was introduced under John Major’s government in the 1990s, there has been a development of new entitlements for victims now set out in the victims code. 

According to the Ministry of Justice ( 2020) the code of practice for victims rights is sets out the services that must be provided to victims of crime in England and Wales. Under this code the definition of a victim is a person who has suffered harm whether that be in the form of physical harm, mental/emotional harm caused directly by a criminal offence, if you are a close relative of a victim whose death was caused directly by criminal offence or if you are a guardian of a victim under the age of 18. The rights of victims under this code include: 

· Right 1 is the right to be able to understand and to be understood 
· Right 2 is the right to have details of the crime recorded without unjustified delay 
· Right 3 is the right to be provided with information when reporting the crime
· Right 4 is the right to be referred two services that support victims and have services and support tailored to your needs
· Right 5 is the right to be provided with information about compensation
· Right six the right to be provided with information about the investigation and prosecution
· Right 7 is the right to make a victim personal statement
· Right  8 is the right to be to be given information about the trial, trial process and your role as a witness
· Right 9 is the right to be given information about the outcome of the case and any appeals
· Right 10 is the right to be paid expenses and to have property returned
· Right 11 is the right to be given information about the offender following a conviction
· Right 12 is the right to make a complaint about your rights not being met
Rights 1, 4 and 12 apply to all victims but the remaining rights only apply when the crime has been reported to the police. 

On the 22nd of April 1993, 2 black friends Stephen Lawrence and Duwayne brooks waited at a bus stop in Eltham, south-east London when a group of white youths crossed the street and started shouting racial slurs at the pair. The group then attack Stephen and landed 2 fatal stab wounds. Stephen and Duwayne then fled the scene desperate to get away after the attack, Stephen managed to run 200 yards before collapsing on the pavement where he later passed (Crime time, 2017). It was reported that the group that attacked Stephen were practicing in their homes on how to attack someone with a knife and for this to not raise any concerns is quite scary. If their neighbours were aware of this and then one day they heard about as black boy being killed in a knife attack then the neighbours should have been on the phone to the police and advise that the police should look at that group of boys as a suspect. 

 According to Lake et al (2023) the day after the murder was committed, there was a letter left in a phone box naming those involved in the attack. In May and June of 1993 the police arrested five suspects and charged two. A month later the charged were dropped with police claiming that the evidence and witness statement given by Duwayne was unreliable. In 1994 the Crown Prosecution service refused again to prosecute the suspects despite new evidence being presented. Quite rightfully, Stephen’s parents were angry, and this anger led them to launch a privet prosecution against Gary Dobson, Luke Knight and Neil Acourt (some of the youths involved in the attack) but unfortunately the prosecution failed in 1996 when Duwayne's ID evidence was declared inadmissible.
According to Bowling (2018) within the first few hours after the murder, locals started phoning into the police to report it and began naming a group of suspects, but the police did not act on any of the information they were receiving. The dignity and courage of the Lawrence family is truly inspiring, with their determination and perseverance while fighting for justice for Stephen they not only brought him justice in the end but also brought about change in the criminal justice system. Unfortunately, Stephen’s murder was not the first and his murder was remarkably similar to about a dozen more all of which received a poor response from the police and had an incompetent investigation. Unfortunately for Stephen’s justice it took decades to get justice for him and even then only two of the five suspects have been convicted.

In the Stephen Lawrence Inquiry conducted by Sir William Macpherson of Cluny in 1999 found no such evidence to support any allegation “of racial conduct” by the metropolitan police. 17 officers were interviewed and were asked if their judgment was based of the fact that Stephen was black. The officers stood firm in their position that they had not acted in a discriminatory or racist way towards the Stephen investigation. A substantial number of officers could not even consider the fact that the crime was simply racially motivated (Macpherson, 1999).

Meade and Nickolls (2023) wrote that the Macpherson inquiry revealed a number of failings in the Lawrence investigation and in the way the Met police treated the Lawrence family and Duwayne Brooks (the friend with Stephen on the night of the attack). The report stated that the investigation was polluted with professional incompetence and institutional racism. Twenty years after the murder happened on January third, 2012, Gary Dobson and David Norris ( two of the members involved with the attack on Stephen) were found guilty of the murder. Dobson had already stood trial for the murder once before in 1996 but was acquitted.

On the 11th of April  2011 the court of appeal concluded  that after examining a large amount of evidence the decision was made to overrule the previous acquittal of Dobson and with the new substantial and reliable evidence presented and begin a new trail. It stated that along with the new evidence presented that Dobson would face trail with a new jury and they will examine all the evidence and come to a decision on whether the allegation against Dobson is true and that he was involved with the murder (R V Dobson, 2011) 

The Met announced in 2020 that they had made a decision to stop investigating Stephens murder and closed the case. However on the 26th of June 2023 (30 years after the murder) evidence arose regarding a sixth suspect that may have been involved in the murder. The Met knew of this supposed sixth suspect and his name was revealed to be Mathew White (now deceased). Stephens friend Duwayne (who was present at the murder) had described a suspect to the police who fit the description for Mathew, but the police considered him to be a witness not a suspect. Even though the police originally believed him to be a witness he was later considered a suspect in 2000 and then again in 2013  when he was finally charged for the crime, but the Crown Prosecution Service deemed that there was not enough evidence against Mathew to prosecute so the charges against him were dropped. Meade and Nickolls (2023)

Four years after the murder the initial inquest into the murder revealed that Stephen’s murder was a “unprovoked” attack by a group of youths. The following day the daily Mail named all of the suspects in the murder on the front page of the newspaper. After Gary Dobson and David Norris were found guilty of the murder, Dobson was sentenced to a minimum of 15 years and two months in jail and Norris was sentenced to 14 years and three months (Lake et al, 2023).

To conclude, based off of all the research seen it is believed that the criminal justice system failed Stephen Lawrence and his family. A lot of people would agree that the actions of The metropolitan police during this investigation were racist and disgraceful. Juist because the Lawrence family were black does not mean that they should have been treated any differently to any other ethnicity. For the metropolitan people to just dismiss the evidence and to not even consider that a group of white boys attacked a black boy and killed him because of his race was disgraceful and the police 30 years ago was seriously underdeveloped. Though things have not really changed much. The case of George Floyd from 2020 is an example if that. It is important that we remember the death of Stephen Lawrence. He was a young man with a future ahead of him and so much promise. It is not only important to remember his death but everyone else from all ethnic backgrounds who lost their lives due to similar circumstances. Hopefully his death has served as a lesson and that every change that has since been made to the police and the criminal justice system is for the better. 
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