Matthew Stuart	Forensic recovery and practices	Assignment 1



Part A:

According to Donofrio, A (2000) the first officer to arrive “must appreciate the importance of preventing or controlling any changes in the crime scene.” This is important because when something such as a crime occurs there will be many things left at a crime scene that can be used to find out the truth as to what happened. According to Roux, C et al. ((2015) Page 2) cross contamination is where “materials that, because of their size or texture, transfer from one location to another.” This means that they can be removed from an area and give scientists an idea of exactly what happened. This idea is confirmed by Roncace, S and Nicocia, U (2016) who said, “every contact leaves a trace”. This means that it is important for the first attending officer to protect and preserve the crime scene. Donofrio, A (2000) claims that the two main factors that are likely to compromise a crime scene, either by introducing or contaminating evidence that is already there or by adding things to be found by officers that are not related to the crime scene, are “people and the weather”. There are things that can be done to reduce the impact of this. Because of how important this trace evidence can be it is equally important that the first attending officer does all reasonable actions to ensure that it is protected and to ensure that they or others do not compromise the evidence that is already at the scene.

The first attending officer will be given all available information before they arrive on scene. This allows them to make a quick assessment of what needs to be done as well as where to go. They do their best to ensure that they also have all possible equipment such as protective gear as well as radios so that they can get the help that they need. 
As well as this they will also turn on body-worn cameras which work to protect not just them but also to collect evidence as to whether the police are doing their job properly. This also allows for evidence on the scene such as the witnesses to be recorded so that they know who is there. All of this allows for another level of evidence according to Chapman, B (2019). As well as this the public are generally in agreement that body worn cameras are needed and should be worn by the police says Lum, C et al. (2019). According to Taylor, E and Lee, M (2019) even those who have been detained by the police support the use of body worn cameras because they know that the officers are less likely to abuse power and if this does happen then the police will be caught and there will be evidence against them.
Despite this it is impractical to expect the first attending officer to do everything. It is there first immediate role to assess the situation. This will allow for them to make a thorough report of what is happening so that they can radio this and get the appropriate resources out to the scene as soon as possible.
When a police officer attends a crime scene, they have procedures that they have to follow. If it is a major incident, meaning that they need to more than one emergency service to attend. They must then follow methane. This is a set of things that the first attending officer will work out to relay back over the radio to get help in the most effective way. When they are not attending a major incident then they will still need to follow most of these steps. Jesip (2020) says that it is important that this is followed because “the more accurate initial information gathering will be resulting in a faster and more accurate response”.
After this has been done, they have other rolls that they must get to, for example, it is there initial job to preserve life. According to the Legacy & Justice Department (2016) it is the number one priority to save lives. This means that there is a risk of the crime scene being destroyed because they are attempting to save lives. Donofrio, A (2000) confirm this by saying “Officer and citizen safety are of primary concern when entering a possible crime scene, even if it may mean compromising some evidence”.
When this is done, they must ensure that the crime scene does not get corrupted and one of the main ways of doing this is to cordon off the area. This is done for multiple reasons; it stops people entering and walking over the crime scene which works to preserve the scene as well as protecting the public. There can be something at the crime scene that can be dangerous or hazardous and these cordons minimalize any risk. According to college of policing (2020) cordons can be set up by the police in terrorism cases under the terrorism act 2000 as well as in non-terrorism cases “the authority for the police to set up and regulate a cordon is governed by common law (PCSOs have no power under common law). The police are justified in cordoning off an area”.
After the scene has been cordoned off, a crime scene log needs to be kept. This is because “No unauthorized personnel, including police officers, should enter the scene” (Donofrio, A (2000)). The first attending officer will most likely start by keeping one despite not having the official paperwork they can keep a log of who enters the scene, why and when. As well as this they also keep it logged as to when they leave, why they left and when they left. Then when more officers have arrived, they will bring the appropriate documents to keep this log. This will mean that there is a precise log of who has entered the scene. According to United Nations (2009) “Documentation starts with the arrival of the first person at the scene” this includes documenting who was at the scene when the first officer arrived, what evidence where it was and what condition it was in.
As well as this it is their job to control the area, identify witnesses, arrest suspects, and preserve the scene (Legacy & Justice Department (2016).  All of these have aspects of an attempt to prevent cross contamination of the evidence. They must do all of this properly in order to be effective, this is because if they do not control the people that are already at the crime scene they will most likely contaminate the scene leading to evidence taken from the crime scene being unreliable. In cases where the public have been able to walk over the crime scene it has always been more difficult to discover the truth of what happened there. Ideally, the scene will be exactly how a perpetrator left it when forensic teams come to collect evidence. 
There are some cases studies where the first attending officer has not done their job to the standard that is expected from them. One example of this is the Stuart Lubbock case in which an independent investigation found that the first attending officer had failed to do their job properly. There were also many different things that went wrong. Two separate pieces of evidence went missing and the pool where the man died was not secured. This case was not solved, meaning that the actions of the first attending officer directly affected the case meaning that it has become impossible to discover what happened or to get justice. (Royal courts of justice (2017))
If this is not done properly then it can lead to a lack of forensic evidence being found at the scene. This in turn can mean that it is much harder to find out what happened or if a crime was committed. Most of the time the first attending officer will not remain the lead officer on a major case. It is possible that they will hand it over as soon as possible. According to National Forensic Science Technology Centre ((2013) P18) the first attending officer will give all information to the new officers and investigators in charge. They explain that this helps control the scene and “assists with the managing of resources”. This means that the work that they have done is partially in preparation for this moment. It allows for a quick transition when a more experienced officer takes change. They will be able to turn up and get from the first attending officer what happened, who the witnesses are, and what they know.
There is also need for trained individuals to collect the evidence from the scene. In cases like this it is possible to put up tents and coverings to prevent the weather being an issue such as rain washing away blood or fingerprints. According to National Forensic Science Technology Centre (2013) the weather is one of the most likely things to destroy evidence. This can be a particularly challenging when it is considered how many types of evidence that can be contaminated. 

The role of the first attending officer is important because it is their job to discover what has happened at the scene, identify people of interest, suspects, and witnesses. As well as to preserve evidence by removing people from the crime scene and identifying the evidence that need to be protected most to work out what happened. When these things are not done then it is most likely that the public and the weather would have destroyed any reliable forensic evidence from the crime. This means that it is more likely that the truth of what happened will not be found.



Part B


At a suspected crime scene there will be evidence as to what has happened. Forensic investigators can find this evidence and discover if a crime has been committed as well as what has happened. After the crime has been committed then according to the United Nations (2009) “The goal of the subsequent investigation is to correctly interpret the facts, reconstruct the events and understand what happened.” This means that it is not simply about getting a conviction because that will often lead to the wrong person being convicted. There are many things that if done wrong or not in the way that the law requires means that it will not be presentable in court. Therefore, they go on to say that “it is crucial to be able to demonstrate every single step undertaken to ensure “traceability” and “continuity” of the evidence”. This assignment will talk about the legislation, procedures and policies that are in place to recover and examinate forensic evidence.

Evidence that is at the crime scene is important when it comes to discovering exactly what happened. Because of this the scene must be closed to the public to ensure that they do not endanger the evidence that is there. The United Nations (2009) states that “any non-essential people are prevented from entering the scene during the entire scene investigation”.  As well as this the scene must be recorded before any evidence is removed from the scene. For example, at the scene of a car crash photos will be taken, sketches done to record exactly what was original found there. This will need to be done before the car can be removed from the scene. This is so that it is clear what the state of the car was should anything happen to it after it is removed.
There are a few things that are important when collecting evidence from a crime scene. For example, because you do not want cross contamination of evidence. It is important for there to be protections in place when moving and collecting evidence. The forensic investigator that is collecting this evidence must wear appropriate clothing, sometimes called personal protective equipment (PPE). When collecting evidence this includes a hooded suit, DNA proof mask, 2 pairs of latex gloves that are taped to the suit and overshoes. According to the U.S. department of justice (2000) it is important to “use personal protective equipment to prevent contamination of personnel and to minimize scene contamination”. All these things serve a purpose, they prevent the investigators from leaving evidence of themselves while investigating what has happened. For example, if they were not wearing gloves then they would most likely be end up collecting their own fingerprints which might lead to the suggestion that they were involved in the crime. Rutty, G, Hopwood, A and Tucker, V (2003) confirm this as well as saying that there are other “precautions that should routinely be taken at a scene of crime to reduce the risk of DNA contamination”.
As well as this there are other things that need to be done, for example, when the evidence has been removed from the scene, a log will need to be kept as to exactly what has happened to it. According to Legacy & Justice Department (2016) the purpose of these logs is “to record & account for the presence of personnel in the inner cordon area and relevant information.”. This will involve who has taken it where, where it has been stored and who has investigated the evidence. This allows for them to know that the evidence has been kept as it was found. A great deal of evidence will be investigated outside of the initial crime scene. This is for practicality reasons. This log will include who has taken the evidence from the scene to the police station where it can be stored.
As well as a log they must also keep a chain of evidence, in this they will record information such as “where it was found, where it was seized or produced, the time it was seized or produced, the date it was seized or produced, who it was seized or produced by and what happened to the exhibit after it was seized or produced” (Immigration enforcement (2020)). This is good because it ensures that nobody can claim that the evidence has been corrupted or contaminated. This evidence must never be left unattended because then you cannot be sure that it has not been tampered with. For example, if the officers were to stop the car with a piece of evidence such as a laptop in the back and then the car is broken into then this cannot be counted as evidence because they have no way of knowing that somebody did not break into the car and change what was on the laptop.
Because there are many different types of evidence and because of how important it is to ensure that this evidence does not become contaminated there are proper ways to collect evidence. All the equipment used should be sterile to ensure that it does not end up contaminated. They will use proper equipment such as swabs, forceps, and plastic evidence bags in the collection process according to National Forensic Science Technology Centre (2018). They go on to explain that there are some types of evidence that are harder to collect such as liquids, some of these will have dried before being collected meaning that there is a different process to collecting that evidence. 
The fact that all of the equipment is sterile and the fact that it is collected carefully show that they want to ensure that they will be able to use that evidence in a court of law and that it will lead them to correctly work out who committed the crimes. As well as this there are more specialised pieces of equipment that allow for collection of different evidence. According to Gov.uk (2011) these can include “fingerprint cards and lifts” and “sexual assault kits”.  This is confirmed by National institute of justice (2009) who go on to explain that these pieces of equipment will come in kits which contain all the equipment necessary. For example fingerprint kits this might include “Black and white film, Brushes, Chemical enhancement supplies, Cyanoacrylate (super glue) wand/packets, Flashlight, Forensic light source, Lift cards, Lift tape, Measurement scales, One-to-one camera and Powders.”
All these rules and procedures have been put in place for good reason. It is because of this that there are consequences to breaking the rules. Many of these rules are presented in law meaning that legal action could be brought against somebody that refused to follow these procedures. Many of these rules and laws can be found in laws such as “Coroners and Justice Act 2009, Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 and the Criminal Procedure and Investigations Act 1996” (gov.uk (2020)). As well as this, the evidence that is collected could be deemed as unusable. This is because “a case introduced to the judicial system with contaminated evidence will in turn have a contaminated verdict” according to Balk, C (2015). This means that they will not only get the wrong result but could end up convicting an innocent person it is also possible that the result of this is that it will be impossible to discover what has truly happened. This means that it would be impossible to find justice if needed. Therefore, according to the United Nations (2009) it could be useful to use screens, curtains and tents if needed in order to protect evidence from the weather to prevent contamination. This is confirmed by the European Network of Forensic Science Institutes (2013) who confirms that “All scenes, indoor, outdoor or vehicles, should be protected at the earliest opportunity to reduce the risk of the loss of any material or post-incident movement or contamination.”.

Having looked at what happens when collecting forensic evidence from a crime scene to ensure that cross contamination does not happen there are many policies, practices, and procedures in place. Crime scene investigators, who are trained in evidence collection will be called in on the case to ensure that nothing is lost or overlooked. As well as this they will be wearing appropriate levels of PPE to ensure that nothing can come from them to contaminate the evidence that they are collecting. They will also use new or sterilised equipment that is specifically designed for the job that they are doing and for the specific type of evidence that they are collecting. There will also be logs of how it was found, what happened to it, who collected it and how. This ensures that nothing is left to chance and that they will be able to get maximum information from the evidence without compromising its integrity. This paper has looked at all of this and the reasons that this is all coved in law as well as what impact it can have on legal action afterwards if these procedures are not followed.
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