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Task 1

Relevant areas of the National Policing Curriculum: 
Vulnerability and Risk, Evidence-based policing

You must choose a policing incident in which you played a significant role with a victim of crime or anti-social behaviour and reflect on what happened. 

	
Give a brief description of the incident including social and legislative contexts and any relevant cultural, ethnicity and language issues. 

Critically evaluate the appropriateness of different approaches (by professionals and the police) in supporting or managing vulnerable people or people at risk of harm. 

Explore what works in relation to tackling repeat victimisation and repeat offending. Consider the use of evidence-based policing. 

2000 words (+/- 10%: include your actual word count at the end of each section)





ANSWER:

I will be addressing an incident I have attended in which I have played a significant role in a crime that was reported. I will be exploring what victimisation is and how police and the multi-disciplinary teams can support the reduction in repeat victimisation. In addition, I will critically evaluate how as professionals, we support and manage vulnerable people who are exposed to risks and harm. The incident I will be addressing is a minor who needed safeguarding procedures implementing to ensure her safety and wellbeing as she was a repeat victim of sexual assaults from an adult male. I will be addressing the how offender management took place due to the male being Bangladeshi and was only part able to converse in English. 

Firstly, I will define what is meant by the term victim. The Ministry of Justice (2020) has defined a victim as ‘’a person who has suffered harm, including physical, mental or emotional harm or economic loss which was directly caused by a criminal offence; a close relative of a person whose death was directly caused by a criminal offence’’. Surry Police (2022) has agreed with The Ministry of Justice (2020) in relation to their definition of a victim. Further to this corroboration, Surrey Police (2022) has defined the term ‘repeat victim’ as ‘’a victim who has been subjected to the same or similar offence two or more times within 12-months (the offences are either the same offence type or similar in their nature)’’.

The minor in this incident who will be referred to as Person (A) was befriended by an adult male who I will refer to as Person (B) when she and her friends were at an event local to them. This incident was brought to police attention when Person (A) parents had major concerns about her as her behaviour had changed beyond their belief and was starting to become verbally and physically aggressive at home. It also transpired that her school had noticed massive behavioural changes in Person (A) and began to liaise with the parents to try and resolve issues that presented them. Through their own investigation, they found that Person (A) had been developing a relationship with a much older male, who we know to be Person (B). NHS (2013) have stated that Child Sexual Exploitation (CSE) can be difficult to discover in children who are victims. However, NHS (2013) have identified and provided an explanation to the change in Person (A) behaviour stating that children will show behavioural signs such as not attending school, suffering from mood swings and being disruptive in class. Once the parents and Education had sourced this information, the police were contacted immediately.
Blackstone’s (2023) has stated that under Section 15 of the Sexual Offences Act (SOA) 2003 ‘’meeting a child following sexual grooming is a serious offence’’. Martellozzo (2018) has elaborated on this legislation by stating this contact is not only restricted to in person contact; it applies to internet-enabled technology such as smart phones and computers. Communication would be where the perpetrator has intention of meeting with a child under the age of 18 years with the intent of forming a sexual relationship. In this incident, Person (B) had sort to gain a friendship with Person (A) face to face at the event. Person (B) managed to gain the trust of Person (A) which allowed her to give Person (B) her contact details. From this exchange in contact information, Person (B) was now able to communicate with Person (A) without the knowledge of anyone else. Craven et al (2006) has corroborated Martellozzo (2018) by confirming that perpetrators have a ‘’process whereby they prepare children, significant adults and the environment for the abuse of this child. Specific goals include gaining access to the child, gaining the child’s compliance, and maintaining the child’s secrecy to avoid disclosure’’. 

Person (A) had been communicating via internet-enabled technology and meeting up with Person (B) to build what she believed to be a relationship. Where the technology is concerned College of Policing (2014b) has identified factors that puts children at risk of being victims of sexual abuse which is having social networking sites that do not have parental supervision, suffer from mental health as well as living in an area where gangs are heavily prevalent. These are all factors which Person (A) was pre-disposed to. Person (A) by age and health status is classed as vulnerable. College of Policing (2021) defines vulnerability as ‘’a person is vulnerable, as a result of their situation or circumstances, they are unable to take care or protect themselves, or others from harm or exploitation’’. 
The behaviour described above was indicative of research carried out by Craven et al (2006) as Person (A) avoided parting any information in relation to the relationship she had with Person (B) and she kept her loyalty to him. When police spoke with Person (A), she was sat on the sofa of the family home in the company of her parents, where she sat with her hood up to cover her face, in the foetal position, refusing to engage with officers. I explained to her that we have a duty under Section 11 of the Children Act 2004 to ensure her safety and well-being; however, the was met with silence and her walking upstairs to get away from my colleague and me. Home Office (2015e) have stated that police officers have a ‘’statutory duty to safeguard the well-being of children and have a power to take children or young people under 18 into police protection if the child’s safety seems to be at immediate risk if no action is taken’’. In this situation, there was no immediate risk to Person (A) as she was in her family home and had her phone confiscated from her parents. When Person (A) spoke with us, she confirmed that Person (B) had not been provided with her address and that she would always go to his address. Therefore, I was satisfied that it would not necessary or proportionate to remove her from her family home. 

Once I had managed to build a rapport with Person (A) she had began to explain how they met, and how her details were sought by Person (B). She provided me with his details and explained that Person (B) is from Bangladesh and was wanting to make friends. Person (A) confirmed that he initiated the relationship and that they are still in a relationship. Person (A) stated that she and Person (B) are in a romantic relationship and that he buys her presents and gives her money. From the information I had received from Person (A), I immediately understood that I was looking at a CSE investigation and that I would need to inform the Child Protection Investigations Unit. The Department for Children, Schools and Families (2009) has identified that CSE happens when a child under the age of 18 years receives items such as gifts, money, food, drugs etc in exchange for sexual behaviours. This furthers and agrees with Martellozzo (2018) research by elaborating that CSE doesn’t have to be carried out in person, it also applies to technology. The Department for Children, Schools and Families (2009) has stated that CSE can apply to persons over the age of 18 years requesting sexualized images of children which is typically done through having control over a child and will use intimidation to obtain such images as they are aware that the children they are exploiting will feel that they have no one to make disclosures to, which is what Martellozzo (2018) research has identified too.     

Thomas (2016) research has found that in most cases of sexual abuse where children are involved, the initial report comes from an adult who are fearful that sexual abuse is taking place. This research is indicative of the actions taken by Person (A) parents as they too were fearful of what their daughter was experiencing. Kelly et al (2005) has acknowledged that sexual offences are the most under-reported crimes as victims are intimidated and don’t want to admit that they are a victim of a sexual offence. This is especially if the offender repeatedly offends against them. The National Police Chief’s Council (NPCC) (2015) has stated that a ’‘Repeat Offender is used to describe an offender who rapes or sexually assaults one particular victim on two or more occasions’’. In this investigation, it was found that Person (B) was a repeat offender to Person (A). Due to the information obtained by Person (A), I had implemented safeguarding through our Multi-Agency Safeguarding Hub (MASH) and began conducting arrest enquiries for Person (B) which was successful, and I brought him in to police custody. I was aware of a language barrier as it was earlier brought to my attention by Person (A) so I had arranged for an interpreter to come in to assist during the interview to allow Person (B) a fair opportunity to provide any evidence under the Equality Act 2010. Prior to interview Person (B) was informed that his interpreter is separate from them police and that the interpreter is there only ‘’to put what you say into my language, and what I say into yours’’ and that the interpreter is not there to provide any advice, that is to be directed at either myself or the legal advisor, College of Policing (2020). During this interview, Person (B) was asked a series of questions and was shown exhibits of messages sent from his phone to Person (A), to which he denied was the case. Through questioning, it was clear that Person (B) was going to provide a not- guilty plea and this case was then passed to CPS for a decision. The CPS came back and took this investigation to court, whereby the jury could be presented with the evidence put before them and come to a judgement as to whether this case should end in a conviction. The evidence was strong, and the jury decided on a guilty plea which saw Person (B) sentenced to 10 years imprisonment. Person (A) still exhibited signs of disruptive behaviour as pointed out by NHS (2013), however, she is receiving support from the police, health, education and social services to enable her safety and well-being.  

In conclusion, Person (A) was deemed as vulnerable from the start of the investigation as set out by College of Policing (2021). Parents raised their concerns to the police in relations her disruptive and aggressive behaviour which NHS (2013) corroborated are signs of children who are victims of sexual abuse. Person (A) built trust with me, and she was able to provide me with the information and evidence which demonstrated she was a victim of sexual abuse from Person (B). Blackstones (2023) has demonstrated that CSE and grooming has had more received a lot of attention within policing due to several high-profile cases that involved children as victims from gangs and international businesses. It was essential I built this rapport so I could implement her safeguarding measures appropriately. Due to the information held, arrest enquiries were conducted and were successful. Due to the language barrier with the suspect, I arranged for an interpreter to be present to allow for fair evidence gathering through questioning. Person (B) denied the allegations against him; however, due to the evidence held, this investigation was passed through to the courts and had a successful outcome for Person (A) and her family, whereby Person (B) was sentenced to 10 years in prison. Person (A) received safeguarding from the very start of the investigation which is still in place for her, allowing her safety and well-being which is paramount.   

Word Count: 1940
























Task 2 Option 3

Relevant areas of the National Policing Curriculum: 

Road Policing

The police are the lead agency for collision investigation and have the primary duty to investigate and establish the circumstances that have led to road deaths and life changing injuries.

Describe a serious collision that you attended and in which you took a significant role (e.g., initial reporting officer, scene manager, lead investigator).

	
Critically evaluate the evidence base that you dealt with and strategies that could be implemented to reduce the likelihood of it reoccurring. 



2000 words (+/- 10%: include your actual word count at the end of each section)




Answer: 

I will be critically evaluating a serious collision that I have attended during my mentorship phase, evaluating my attendance and role within the initial response and as the investigating officer. I will also be demonstrating the strategies I implemented within this incident to prevent reoccurrence. During a night shift at approximately 03:00 hours, a call had been made for police attendance for a single vehicle Road Traffic Collision on a Grade 1 emergency. Upon arrival at scene, I could see that a vehicle had lost control and had collided with a road sign. I established very quickly that I would at the very least be looking at careless and inconsiderate driving. Careless and inconsiderate driving is Section 3 of the Road Traffic Act 1988 and is defined by Blackstone’s (2023) as ‘’an offence is committed by a person who drives a mechanically propelled vehicle (MPV) on a road or other public place without due care and attention or without reasonable consideration for other persons using the road or public place’’. 

Firstly, it is imperative to note that as part of managing a scene of collision Blackstone’s (2023) has acknowledged that police officers have numerous duties when in attendance of a Road Traffic Collision, namely, to preserve life. College of Policing (CoP) 2024 have corroborated Blackstone’s (2023) by stating that above anything else police have a duty to preserve life. CoP (2024) state ‘’Preserving life is the priority, making the scene safe prevents further casualties and ensures that an incident does not escalate. Following this, the condition of the victim(s) should be assessed’’. Initially, my priority was to ensure the safety of Person (A), on arrival, it was clear that Person (A) had freed himself out of the vehicle and he stated that he had sustained an injury to his right shoulder and collar bone as that is where his pain was located. I could see that his airbag had deployed due to the impact of which the vehicle had collided with the road sign. The impact was so much so that the bonnet of the vehicle had the metal pole which supports the permanent road sign embedded into it. Ambulance had been made aware; however, gave a wait time of 4 hours.

At the time of attendance, it was imperative that I conducted all of my actions by facilitating the National Decision Model (NDM) and dynamic risk assessments. The NDM is broken down into the following categories:
1. ‘’Code of Ethics
2. Gather information and intelligence. 
3. Assess threat and risk and develop a working strategy.
4. Consider powers and policy.
5. Identify options and contingencies.
6. Take action and review what happened’’, College of Policing (2013).

Once the safety and well-being of Person (A) had been established, it was vital that I gathered as much information as possible about the person, the vehicle, and the incident. Department for Transport (2021c) under the dynamic risk assessment has stated that vehicles should be checked via PNC to rule out any criminal activity. Blackstone’s (2023) corroborates with the Department for Transport (2021c) by acknowledging that police officers should perpetually evaluate the situation and amend the dynamic risk assessment as the changes happen. In addition, the Road Traffic Act 1988 has stated that in order to comply with Section 170 of the Act, a driver has a responsibility ‘’to stop the vehicle, report the accident, and provide documentation upon request’’. Person (A) complied with this section by reporting the accident and upon police arrival, engaging with me by providing his details and driving licence. I recorded all of the information provided to me by Person (A) and listed his number plate on the log and called for assistance with a Police National Computer (PNC) check. In this case, the checks for Person (A) and the vehicle had come back clear.

Under CoP (2013), I then needed to conduct a dynamic risk assessment of the location, the vehicle and person(s) involved. As previously mentioned, the incident occurred at 03:00 hours on a dual carriage way. The road speed is 40Mph. The conditions were dark; however, there was plenty of street lighting, the roads were dry, and it is a traffic light-controlled area and at the time of the collision, there were no other vehicles on the road, meaning this was a single vehicle collision. The only person involved in the collision is Person (A) who identified himself as the owner and driver. The male involved was 27 years old and research by Sieveneck (2021) has shown that Road Traffic Collisions are the leading cause of death in young adults. Statistics show that collisions are responsible for approximately 1.35 million deaths. WHO (2018) have agreed with Sieveneck (2021) who illustrated that same statistic but went further by acknowledging that Road Traffic Collisions are responsible for 50 million people being injured on the roads, globally. This statistic by WHO (2018) is representative of those in the age group of 15- to 29-year-old. Due to the injury sustained to Person (A) in his Road Traffic Collision, he will now be represented in future figures. Once I completed my dynamic risk assessment of the factors that were presented to me and I had taken account from Person (A), I was satisfied that he had committed the offence of carless or inconsiderate driving and would be reported for the consideration of prosecution for the offence. Faria and Braga (1999) would also corroborate with my actions as their research suggests safety conditions should be reviewed, including ‘’lower overall numbers of deaths and injuries; reduce the risk on these roads and reduce the consequences of accidents’’. In addition, Blackstone’s (2023) agrees with my recommendation as the Road Traffic Act 1988 states that ‘’careless driving is when the standard of driving falls below what would be expected of a competent driver’’. Which in this instance, is what happened. The male had come through a green light at speed, turning right on to the dual carriage way, losing control of his vehicle, thus causing the collision which resulted in an injury. 

Continuing with the NDM and the dynamic risk assessment I carried out. With the information I received and with his injury, I did not deem it appropriate or necessary to arrest Person (A) as there was no immediate danger. I did, however, carry out a contemporaneous interview on the roadside. It is important to note that Ollier (2012) has stated that a contemporaneous interview must begin with the suspect being placed under caution for their evidence to be admissible. The suspect must be informed that they are not under arrest, further to this, the suspect is free to leave to any stage of questioning and is entitled to free and legal independent advice. Person (A) was delivered the ‘when’ caution and stated that he didn’t want legal advice and questioning began. Person (A) stated that he believed his driving to be in line with that of a competent driver. Person (A) stated that he believed the collision occurred not because of excessive speed but because of a sudden mechanical fault. For this defence to be legitimate Blackstone’s (2023) corroborates The Road Traffic Act by enforcing that ‘’it does not apply if the driver is already aware of the defect, or it could have easily been discovered by superficial examination’’. Once Person (A) gave his defence I gave him the ‘now’ caution and explained to him that I would be putting him forward for the consideration for prosecution for careless and inconsiderate driving, to which he understood. 


The damage caused to the vehicle meant that the car wasn’t road worthy and because of the defence given to me by Person (A), I informed him that I will be seizing his vehicle under S165 of the Road Traffic Act 1988. This was to preserve evidence and to allow for the vehicle to be examined for the sudden mechanical fault that Person (A) described with the steering wheel. The Road Traffic Act 1998 stated that a constable needs to be in full uniform, and the driver cannot produce documents for examination. Although Person (A) could produce his driving licence, at the time of the collision, he was unable to provide evidence of insurance. The vehicle was recovered, and Person (A) was advised that should he wish to have his vehicle back, then he could attend the police station with the appropriate documents and the vehicle would be released back to him, after receiving an examination for any sudden mechanical faults, Blackstone (2023).

Once the car seizure was dealt with, I took Person (A) to the nearest hospital so he could be examined, firstly for the injuries he sustained to his shoulder and collar bone and secondly because his air bag deployed. Miller (2022) states that persons who are involved in a traffic collision whereby an airbag deploys, should be taken to hospital to be assessed for a head injury. Furthermore, Miller (2022) insists that if hospital treatment is not sought, the driver is given a defence whereby a charge cannot be put against them. This is due to the suspect being able to advise the court that due to a head injury, they were unable to comprehend police questioning. As this investigation involved an injury by careless and inconsiderate driving, it was imperative that the defendant could not state that they were not medically assessed and received the appropriate punishment to prevent him from causing further harm in the future. Wallis (2002) can confirm Miller (2022) research by stating that although air bag deployment can reduce fatalities, they can cause injury and has stated the number of injuries is attributed to them. Person (A) medical report showed that the injuries were caused by impact of the collision and the air bag deployment. 

In conclusion, Person (A) caused his collision through careless or inconsiderate driving which resulted in an injury to himself. Sieveneck (2021) have recorded statistics alongside WHO (2018) to show that millions of young people globally are affected by injuries and/or death relating to Road Traffic Collisions. I used the NDM and dynamic risk assessment to ensure the safety and wellbeing for all of those on scene and to conduct a full and thorough investigation, which led to a successful prosecution. Due to the level of injury sustained and the damage caused, Person (A) was penalised for 9 penalty points on his driving licence and a £500 fine. Due to the statistics being a high as they are, WHO (2018) and Faria and Braga (1999) are wanting change to happen to reduce the Road Traffic Collisions that are happening and have put forward their recommendations. Person (A) put forward his defence; however, the examination of the vehicle once it had been seized showed no mechanical fault and Person (A) pleaded guilty to the offence once the evidence was put before him. If this incident had not been a single vehicle collision, this could have had devasting impacts on those involved. I felt it was both appropriate and necessary for Person (A) to be prosecuted to enable him to understand that this incident could have ended differently, and this will encourage safe driving on the roads in which is accessible to other drivers and pedestrians. Person (A) made a full recovery and has assured the courts that he will attend his driving awareness course as set out as part of his learning to become a better and safer driver on our roads as set out in the casefile by myself.
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