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To what extent do response officers have a role in counter-terrorism policing? Your answer must be based on academic research, although you may make reference to recent, relevant case studies?

In this essay I will outline a response officer’s role in counter-terrorism. I will then use academic research to discuss the extent at which a response officer is involved in counter-terrorism within the UK. Counter-terrorism is a critical component of national security, and its success heavily relies on the efforts of law enforcement agencies, with a particular reliance on police officers (Wood et al., 2022 p72). Police officers, specifically response officers, serve as the first line of defence against acts of terrorism for both domestic and international originating threats ((Basu, 2021, Wood et al., 2022 p256). This essay will explore the multifaceted role of police officers in counter-terrorism, emphasising their responsibilities, training, and challenges.  Response officers have a vital role in intelligence gathering and incidence response whilst there is a threat in their area, but other policing teams have a significant influence on longer term counterterrorism initiatives.

Terrorism is defined by both the 2000 and 2006 Terrorism Acts as the use or threat of an act whereby to influence the government, section of the public or organisation (Terrorism Act 2000, 2006). However, the Act of 2006 extends the legislation to cover intentional serious interference with an electronic system (Terrorism Act 2006).  Counter Terrorism Policing (2023) defines counter terrorism policing as the coordinated approach of UK police forces in collaboration with the intelligence community to provide national security, thus protecting the public through the prevention, deterrence and investigation of terrorist activity.

The UK threat level is critical in the way in which response officers’ police the communities of the UK (Basu, 2021) due to them being set by the Joint Terrorism Analysis Centre (JTAC) (Counter Terrorism Policing, 2023) . Depending on the threat level response officers will often have procedures and policies to follow when responding to incidents and patrolling the local area (Wood et al., 2022).  The counter terrorism police (2023) state there are five threat levels ranging from low to critical. Each threat level is categorised as follows:
• Low - an attack is highly unlikely.
• Moderate - an attack is possible, but not likely.
• Substantial - an attack is likely.
• Severe - an attack is highly likely.
• Critical - an attack is highly likely in the near future. 

Although response officers can be utilised at the site of a terrorist incident, they are on the whole unarmed - only Firearms officers are armed (Wood et al., 2022). However, PSNI Response Police Officers are armed with Firearms whereas the rest of United Kingdom Police Services do not routinely arm all Police officers. This policy in Northern Ireland has been decided based upon the threat level and for the safety of officers and the communities there (Basu, 2021). This policy has been in place for several years and is based around the threat assessment by JTAC which was facing calls for the PSNI to arm all Police Officers due no longer routinely required to the threat level being reduced from severe to substantial in March 2022 this has now returned to severe in March 2023 (Counter Terrorism Policing, 2023). Response officers play a role in every sort of counter to crime and terrorism is no exception (Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984). Response officers know the demographics of the local community they work in as well as hotspot areas that require patrols (Briggs, 2010). 
UK Counter Terrorism Policing is broken down into 4 sections; Prevent, Pursue, Protect Prepare (Counter Terrorism Policing, 2023). In this essay I am going to discuss each action in turn discussing the response officer’s role as well as the coordination with other teams where relevant. 

Prevent is a multi agency approach in dealing with individuals that are vulnerable from becoming involved in terrorism or extremism behaviours (Counter Terrorism Policing, 2023). This is one of the primary roles of police officers in counter-terrorism. Preventing terrorist attacks involves collecting and analysing intelligence to identify potential threats before they materialise (Lambert and Parsons, 2017). Police officers collaborate with intelligence agencies and other law enforcement entities to gather information on individuals or groups with terrorist affiliations (Basu, 2021). This information is crucial for assessing the risk level and taking pre-emptive action (College Of Policing, 2013). This is often where response officers are at the forefront of the approach as they can identify the vulnerable people within their community. These individuals are often involved in low level crime either as the subjects or victims and where response officers are dealing with these people on a regular basis they have formed a familiarity or a relationship with these people allowing them to offer support and have a higher knowledge of the needs of these individuals who often open up about how their lives are going and what they have been doing recently when engaged in general chit chat (Pickering, McCulloch and Wright-Neville, 2008). The initial contact, and potential follow up, to response calls are conducted by response officers prevention is mainly carried out by neighbourhood beat manager (NPT) officers. These officers have a greater focus on community engagement, coordination of stakeholders and additional agency engagement (Lambert and Parsons, 2017).

Furthermore, effective prevention of counterterrorism includes police officers engaging in surveillance and monitoring activities (Counter Terrorism Policing, 2023). This may include tracking the movements and communications of suspected terrorists, monitoring financial transactions, and conducting undercover operations (Basu, 2021). The use of advanced technology, such as surveillance cameras and data analysis tools, has become indispensable in these efforts (Innes, 2006). Recognizing signs of radicalisation is crucial in the fight against terrorism (Parmar, 2011).  This would not typically be initiated by response officers but by specialist counter terrorism teams within the police force. However, response officers may support in reporting intelligence linked with terrorism offences. 
Community engagement is another vital aspect of counter-terrorism (Innes, 2006). Police officers work to build trust and cooperation within their communities, as community members often possess valuable information about potential threats (Lambert and Parsons, 2017). UK Policing has a proud history of community engagement, and the success of Counter Terrorism Policing – just like other areas of policing – relies on the trust, confidence, and support of all communities (Counter Terrorism Policing, 2023). Police officers are often involved in programs aimed at identifying individuals who may be susceptible to extremist ideologies (Innes, 2006). These programs focus on intervention and rehabilitation, offering support to individuals who may be on a path towards radicalization (Basu, 2021). Establishing strong community relationships can lead to the early detection of radicalisation and suspicious activities (Innes, 2006; Lambert and Parsons, 2017). Although community engagement is typically the role of NPT, trust of response officers by the local community can provide an invaluable resource when collecting information about radicalisation and terrorism offences (Lambert and Parsons, 2017).
Response officers also know what is out of place when patrolling their areas and also by attending local incidents they build up a picture of the people living and moving within a given area as well as speaking to members of the public which can often enable them to garnish intelligence from the local community (Lambert and Parsons, 2017). Within a local community, there are often KINS (Key individual Networks) by which this could be a councillor down to a concerned resident; these people are the eyes and ears of the Police Service (Counter Terrorism Policing, 2023). They will often feed intelligence to the local response officers (Innes, 2006) allowing intelligence to be graded using the National Intelligence Model and then assessed and disseminated to reduce and deal with threats of terrorism (College Of Policing, 2013).

Purse is the second category whereby multiple agencies pursue suspects believed to be involved in acts of terrorism or believed to be planning acts of terrorism (Counter Terrorism Policing, 2023). In the case study of the Sailsbury Novichok attack whereby Sergei Skripal and Yulia Skripal were poised by what is believed to be agents working for the Russian Federation (Basu, 2021). During this attack it shows how response officers play an important role within Terrorism Policing as they were the first officers to arrive on scene and in turn were used to set up the initial cordons and move members of the public from the site of the incident (Basu, 2021). This shows how response officers are generally the first officers to be made aware and respond to incidents involving terrorism as they are the front-line officers that attend the majority of grade 1 emergency response calls (Innes, 2006). During every incident involving terrorism usually a Major Incident is declared, and this is commonly done by the first responding officers which again is often a response officer. The role of police officers in counter-terrorism is not without its challenges and ethical dilemmas (Parmar, 2011). Balancing the need for security with individual rights and freedoms is an ongoing struggle (Basu, 2021). The potential for racial or religious profiling, as well as the risk of violating privacy rights, is a concern that law enforcement agencies must address (Briggs, 2010).

The third category is Protect and this is where officers form relationships with other organisations to protect the public and commercial organisations (Counter Terrorism Policing, 2023). This is where response officers would patrol the local area and conduct targeted patrols around specific areas. This category is also highly prevalent in response policing whereby response officers are placed to police large highly populated events that are well publicised and make for an inviting target for a mass casualty terrorism attack (Wood et al., 2022). During these events officers are often employed in strength and alongside response officers there is usually a strong PSU deployment of officers. In the unfortunate event of a terrorist incident, police officers play a critical role in responding swiftly and effectively (Basu, 2021). In the example of the 2019 London Bridge Attack, police officers responded swiftly to a terrorist attack, neutralising the threat within minutes (Basu, 2021). Their quick action saved lives and demonstrated the importance of well-prepared responses. They are responsible for maintaining public safety, securing the crime scene, and coordinating with other emergency services. The importance of their role in minimising casualties and apprehending suspects cannot be overstated (Basu, 2021). 

The fourth stage is Prepare. This is where continuous training is taking place with Police Services and a plethora of other agencies and emergency services in preparation for the worst scenario which is a terrorist attack (Counter Terrorism Policing, 2023). This again involves response officers who will play a vital role in any such attendance at an incident. To handle terrorist incidents effectively, police officers receive specialised training in counter-terrorism (Wood et al., 2022). This training encompasses a wide range of skills, including crisis management, hostage negotiation, bomb disposal, and chemical, biological, radiological, and nuclear (CBRN) response (Innes, 2006). Regular drills and simulations ensure officers are well-prepared for various scenarios (Basu, 2021). The legal framework within which police officers operate in counter-terrorism is complex and varies from one country to another. It is essential to strike a balance between protecting national security and safeguarding civil liberties (Terrorism Act 2000, 2006). Officers must adhere to strict legal guidelines when conducting surveillance, making arrests, and interrogating suspects.
Additional factors to be considered in counter terrorism are technology and international agencies. Advancements in technology have both empowered law enforcement agencies and posed new challenges (Wood et al., 2022). While technology aids in surveillance, data analysis, and communication, it also presents vulnerabilities that terrorists may exploit (Innes, 2006). Police officers must continually adapt to evolving technological landscapes. These are often filtered down to response officers through training. In an era of global terrorism, international collaboration is essential. Police officers often work closely with their counterparts in other countries and international organisations, sharing intelligence and coordinating efforts to combat transnational threats. The sharing of best practices and information enhances the effectiveness of counter-terrorism measures (Basu, 2021). Both of these factors have a trickle down effect on the response officer’s role in counter terrorism but they tend to be involved in the implementation.
In conclusion, police officers play a multifaceted role in counter-terrorism efforts. Response officers primarily cover prevention, intelligence gathering, surveillance, community engagement and response to incidents. The effectiveness of these roles is contingent on specialised training, collaboration with other teams within the police and external agencies, and adherence to legal and ethical standards (Basu, 2021). Response officers understand and address the challenges and complexities of their role in counter-terrorism, law enforcement agencies can better protect their nations from the ever-present threat of terrorism (Briggs, 2010).









How effective is intelligence-led policing as a means of reducing repeat victimisation? Your 
answer must be based on academic research, but you may make reference to relevant case 
Studies.

Intelligence-led policing (ILP) is a strategic approach that focuses on using information and analysis to effectively prevent and respond to criminal activities (Cope, 2004). One significant aspect of ILP is its potential to reduce repeat victimisation, a critical concern in modern law enforcement (Graham-Kevan et al., 2015). This essay explores the concept of intelligence-led policing, its principles, and its application in reducing repeat victimisation. By integrating references and case studies, we will demonstrate how ILP can be a valuable tool for law enforcement agencies seeking to enhance public safety and reduce the recurrence of victimisation (Heaton, 2000). Intelligence-led policing is rooted in the recognition that criminal activities are not random events but rather follow patterns and trends that can be identified and analysed. This approach prioritises the gathering, assessment, and dissemination of timely and accurate information to guide law enforcement operations (Graham-Kevan et al., 2015). Key principles of ILP include different aspects that will be discussed in this essay. Intelligence led policing is an essential strategy when reducing repeat victimisation . However, the reduction in repeat victimisation is best combated when intelligence led policing is conducted in coordination with other primary police approaches such as community engagement (Ratcliffe, 2002).

To provide a synopsis of the impact of intelligence led policing on repeat victims, I will first define both in the context of policing policy and legislation.  Intelligence-led policing is a policing model combining data analysis and criminal intelligence into a tool that can utilise the strategic risk management of threats with a focus on serious, repeat offenders (Pease, Ignatans and Batty, 2018). It originated in the UK, but has been increasingly adopted around the world (Maguire and John, 2006). A repeat victim is specifically defined as the same person who suffers from more than one criminal offence or incident. The crime that the repeat victim endures may be the same or linked, by the same or another criminal (or group) within the previous 12 months (Anti-social Behaviour, Crime and Policing Act 2014).

Intelligence led policing is the key to all policing and is used at every single incident Police attending - this is underpinned in the National Decision Making Model and National Intelligence Model (HMICFRS, 2023). An example of this is when officers are on route to an incident, they will look at the people involved and the addresses this will give them any warning markers or previous incidents at the address which is intelligence that is gathered from previous incidents at the address or involving the people (Wood et al., 2022). Intelligence will often build a picture of what to expect at the incident and allow for dynamic risk assessments to take place prior to attendance at the property (Cope, 2004). 
All intelligence is disseminated using the National Intelligence Model. The National intelligence Model is used by all Police forces throughout England and Wales and is used as a framework to develop and gain intelligence to combat and manage policing priorities like the ones listed above (HMICFRS, 2023). By using the National Intelligence Model, it enables Police services and other Law enforcement agencies to share and develop intelligence and by using the same framework it ensures the information and intelligence is being treated the same way and ensures prompt dissemination when appropriate (Maguire and John, 2006). 
In the 1990’s, the idea of intelligence-based policing was developed, the approach is centred and based around the risk assessment of a piece of intelligence. The management of that risk is considered before action is decided upon and taken (Wortley and Townsley, 2017). This approach uses a variety of analytical forms using various pieces of data. Police systems then utilise intelligence to coordinate and corroborate a working strategy which will effectively manage the risk and target the persons or groups named within the intelligence (Heaton, 2000). 
Repeat victimisation is a very prevalent topic and one of the most notable instances of repeat victimisation is Fiona Pilkington (IPCC, 2009). There were obvious Police failings during this period and one of the most notable failings by Police was the failure to recognise her and her family was being repeated targeted and in her own words made her feel like ‘A prisoner in her own home’ (Capewell, Ralph and Bonnett, 2015). This feeling and lack of Police action led to her taking her daughter and family pets to a nearby layby and setting the car alight with herself, her daughter, and family pets inside (IPCC, 2009). 
The repeated actions by youths in her community led her to this cause of action as she could no longer go on. I’ve used this as an example as it highlights the failings by Police in feeding information into the intelligence system that the Pilkington’s were in fact repeat victims and sufficient safety measures put in place to protect the family and deal with the individuals causing these issues (IPCC, 2009). This highlights the need for intelligence led policing to be at the forefront of every incident Police attend. This incident could have been dealt with differently if information from previous calls at the address had been reported correctly and intelligence submitted after golden hour enquiries such as house to house and CCTV enquires to identify the subjects (Capewell, Ralph and Bonnett, 2015). By using intelligence there would have been the ability by supervisors to direct officers to conduct targeted patrols in the area, this had been noted prior to this case by Sheptycki (2004). 
  Intelligence led policing can be proactive and reactive (Ratcliffe, 2002). We know intelligence can be gathered to conduct pre planned operations to target specific criminal activity (HMICFRS, 2023). By using a proactive approach there are multiple resources available such as ANPR, local community intelligence, Police national systems such as PNC, as well as local policing systems. Intelligence can also be used in a reactive role when attending incidents, we are able to use previous intelligence from the people linked to the incident and the addresses, vehicles, and anything else that is applicable to that incident (Maguire and John, 2006). Using PNC and local systems officers can gain a picture of the people involved which allows officers to complete a dynamic risk assessment centred around the National Decision-Making Model (Wood et al., 2022).
 
The first stage of the National Decision Making Model for forefront of all actions taken by Police the first step is to gather information and intelligence to allow the other actions to take place. Domestic Abuse comes in many different forms and the victims of this such abuse are often repeat victims where the abuse has taken place over several years but due to the nature of the abuse lots do not report it to Police and therefore these repeat victims are often the hardest to help (Wood et al., 2022). This is where intelligence led policing can often uncover domestic abuse as the neighbours and other family members can often hear or see things in which they report but the victim denies these incidents have occurred. Therefore, an intelligence log can be submitted, and a picture can be built to prevent further domestic abuse to that victim using partner agencies and a multi-agency approach. 

Lack of reporting is often a way in which repeat victims aren’t identified (Pease, Ignatans and Batty, 2018). Therefore, according to Maguire and John (2006) at the forefront of finding these people to help them is the need for any multi agency approach to be feeding back intelligence into the police systems. This is to allow a proactive approach in giving these victims the best possible support (Heaton, 2000). As mentioned in this essay all intelligence is evaluated and disseminated by using the National Intelligence Model (HMICFRS, 2023) and from there the information can be provided to officers when going to speak to the people involved. Further to this, as referenced prior in this essay, not identifying victims and repeat victims is another way in which the early intervention in preventing repeat victimisation is missed (Pease, Ignatans and Batty, 2018). This can often be due to lack of comprehensive updates or intelligence not being submitted when appropriate (Graham-Kevan et al., 2015). 

This essay will now discuss the variety of approaches including procedures that are utilised to reduce repeat victimisation.  The proactive approach within intelligence led policing encourages law enforcement agencies to proactively identify and address criminal threats before they escalate (Cope, 2004). This proactive stance is vital in reducing repeat victimisation. This is often entwined in Data-Driven Decision Making whereby the intelligence led policing relies heavily on data and analysis to make informed decisions. By collecting and analysing crime data, law enforcement can identify areas with high levels of repeat victimisation and allocate resources effectively. Collaboration is considered a cornerstone of ILP. Law enforcement agencies work together, as well as with other stakeholders such as community organisations, to share information and resources to combat crime and victimisation effectively (Chenery, Henshaw and Pease, 2002). Risk assessments as a structure of the National Decision Making Model (Wood et al., 2022) emphasises the importance of risk assessment to determine which individuals or areas are most vulnerable to repeat victimisation. Wortley and Townsley argues this enables law enforcement to allocate resources where they are most needed (2017).
Furthermore, repeat victimisation occurs when individuals or locations are targeted by criminals more than once. Therefore, intelligence led policing plays a crucial role in reducing repeat victimisation through various strategies that are most effective when strategically utilised in combination with each other (Pease, Ignatans and Batty, 2018). Identifying hot spots where crime is concentrated is a purposeful act within policing. By focusing resources on these areas, law enforcement can disrupt criminal activities and reduce repeat victimisation (Innes, 2006). Preventative policing initiatives use data analysis to predict where and when crimes are likely to occur. This information allows law enforcement to deploy officers preemptively to prevent repeat victimisation (College of Policing, 2014). Targeted Interventions are completed through risk assessment, intelligence led policing helps law enforcement identify individuals at high risk of becoming repeat victims (Heaton, 2000). This allows for targeted interventions such as providing support services or increasing patrols in vulnerable areas (Wortley and Townsley, 2017). The strategy of intelligence led policing promotes the sharing of intelligence and information among different law enforcement agencies (Sheptycki, 2004). This collaboration helps identify repeat offenders and patterns of victimisation that may cross jurisdictional boundaries. The Metropolitan Police in London implemented an intelligence led policing approach to address violent crime and reduce repeat victimisation (Wood et al., 2022). By analysing data on violent incidents and gang-related activities, they identified hot spots and implemented targeted interventions, resulting in a significant reduction in repeat victimisation rates (Cope, 2004).
 
 
Intelligence-led policing is a powerful approach that can significantly contribute to reducing repeat victimisation. By adopting a proactive stance, relying on data-driven decision-making, fostering collaboration, and implementing targeted interventions, law enforcement agencies can make great strides in enhancing public safety and protecting vulnerable individuals and communities. The case studies presented demonstrate that ILP is not just a theoretical concept but a practical and effective strategy that can be implemented worldwide to reduce repeat victimisation and make our societies safer. As law enforcement agencies continue to evolve and adapt to new challenges, ILP will remain a valuable tool in their efforts to combat crime and protect the well-being of their communities.
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