
Kimberley Robinson 1707907. Assessment 1, for forensics.
This essay will outline what is meant by continuity and integrity of evidence within the field of forensic examination of crime scenes. What will be demonstrated is the importance of the preservation of evidence and prevention of contamination whilst collecting material from areas of crime which will be later used in a court of law. Other precautions include the recording of a scene and the people moving within that area. As a testament of the importance of following these procedures, two case studies have been included. Both case studies are murders from the 90’s, Barry George was released after eight years from prison, on appeal because of a simple mistake which has probably worked to reinforce the code of practice of forensics. Eddie Gilfoyle wasn’t so lucky he completed his life sentence for murdering his wife. This essay shows the mistakes which the professionals made working around the case.
[bookmark: _Hlk27225580][bookmark: _Hlk26969963][bookmark: _Hlk26964622]Forensics is the cross-examination of evidence; it could be described as a form of analysis. This examination can be verbal, in the form of interrogation or contact trace evidence. This is when two surfaces encounter another there is an exchange of material, there is a contamination of deposits left behind (Beaufort-Moore 2011 p21). The foundation of this science is based on the theory of Locard’s ‘Principle of Exchange’ Quiscunque Tactus Vestigia Legat, meaning every contact leaves a trace (Beaufort-Moore 2011 p21). The forensic practice is the collecting of evidence, evaluating and accessing all types of substantiate and applying scientific procedures as well as the location, documentation and the protection of evidence (www. enfsi.eu 2019). Advancing technology in forensic sciences is used in criminal investigations around the world. It is this criminal evidence which must be presented to a court of law to support the criminal cases. Every step of gathering this evidence must be done with integrity and being aware of the consequences of contamination and cross contamination of evidence (Beaufort-Moore 2011). The material evidence is understood in law. In England and Wales this material is classified under the Criminal Procedure Investigation Act 1996 Code of Practice (www.hse.gov.uk 2003), and falls under part II of the Act (Beaufort-Moore 2011 p25) This Act covers a code of practice concerning material used in a criminal investigation, including objects, interviews, documents and emails or any evidence gathered in the duration of a criminal investigation (www.hse.gov.uk 2003) . The material gathered lies in a neutral position and is relevant in any event of strength and weakness regarding the prosecution or the defence positions in a court of law (www.hse.go.uk 2003).
The conditions written in the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 (PACE) give power to take control of items, if the item in question is believed to have been connected to the investigated crime in question. This can include property, persons and children who have run away from local authority care (PACE 1984 section 18, 1.a). A search warrant will grant the power to search and remove stolen property, drugs, firearms and evidence of serious offences, also police can seize these items without a warrant (PACE 1984 section 18, 2.).
[bookmark: _GoBack][bookmark: _Hlk27380626]It is in the interest of investigators to realise there are at least two scenes of crime under examination and that number rises where the victim or offender has utilised any other area within the crime reported. It is important to keep the evidence from all scenes separate to avoid transfer of contamination (Beaufort-Moore 2011 p26). As well as officers questioning the victim and the suspect both areas of evidence must not contaminate each other. It is ideal if a separate officer questions the victim and a separate officer questions the accused, and this is the same for police vehicles transporting separate persons involved with the case and separated rooms used for questioning (Beaufort-Moore 2011 p26).  What must be displayed by the investigators is the continuity and integrity of evidence, a continuous written record of the movement of evidence from the crime scene, all the way through the investigation, to the storage and when it is used in a court of law (Beaufort-Moore 2011). All packaging containing potential exhibits must show that it is sealed and has not been tampered with, and correct labelling must be fixed.
Labelling guidelines
· ‘A reference mark or number.
· Name of person and organisation such as pathology department or police department, or whoever was responsible for collecting the material.
· A truthful description of the material contained.
· Date the material was seized
· Protective wear must have been worn throughout the recovery and storing process’ (www.Ensfi.eu scenes of crimes best practice manual 2019).

 If bags or containers need to be opened for inspection, then this can only be done in regulated conditions such as a laboratory examination (www.Enfli.eu 2019). All investigators must wear the proper professional clothing to avoid contamination. The crime scene must be cordoned off and every person must be recorded in a Scene Log usually by an appointed police officer on the location (Beaufort-Moore 2011). It is also important to acknowledge that the crime scene must be protected at the earliest available opportunity. This should be the immediate concern regarding the possible risk of losing any material after the incident, movement and contamination of evidence www.Enfli.eu 2019).  As soon as the incident is reported it is of the up most importance that the crime scene is protected from contamination for forensic evidence. The first officer on the scene of the reported crime has a responsibility to ensure the crime scene is protected to maximum effect to provide the crime scene examiners the best opportunity to collect uncontaminated evidence which can be possibly used in a court of law (www.Enfli.eu 2019). 
What can happen if the above requirements are not applied within the discipline of forensic science? How negligence of evidence by today’s standards effect the justice system and people lives.
Case Study
Barry George.
On 6th April 1999, Jill Dando a television broadcaster was shot dead outside her home in Fulham, London.  The incident occurred when Jill was returning home into Gowan Avenue at 11.30 am. ( www.bailii.org 2007). As part of the forensic investigation it was confirmed that Jill Dando’s death was caused by a shot in the head, and the evidence showed the gun was pressed against her head when the trigger was pulled (www.bailii.org 2007). The gun was identified as a 9mm from the cartridges of a gun which were found at the crime scene. Along with this evidence was firearm residue discharge in the cartridge case found and the same evidence was found in Jill Dando’s hair( www.bailii.org 2007).
Barry George amongst other ‘men’ were under suspicion of murdering Jill Dando, and over a year later on April the 17th 2000, Barry George’s flat was examined (www.bailii.org 2007). This was done on the legal grounds set with the 1984 PACE Act section18. In this examination they came across a coat which was hanging on a door in Barry George’s flat, the officers took this coat away to be examined by senior forensics officer, Mr Robin Keely. (www.bailii.org 2007). After this examination, it was declared that 11.5 microns, which was the size of a hundredth of a millimetre of firearm discharge residue was found in Barry George’s left hand pocket of his coat, and that small element matched the same firearm discharge residue as in Jill Dando’s hair (Fenton 2013 p280).
[bookmark: _Hlk27289937]It is written in the appeal notes that Barry George was arrested on 25th May 2000, and at the trial there were four entries of evidence which could connect Barry to the scene of murder, first there was an identification that Barry George was seen at the crime scene four hours before Jill’s murder. Also, Barry had changed his story and lied repeatedly during his interviews. He attempted to create a false alibi at the time Jill was murdered. And the fourth piece of evidence was the bit of gunpowder residue which was found in Barry George’s pocket (www.bailii.org 2007). After 32 hours of debate, Barry George was convicted of murdering Jill Dando and was to be sent to prison for life. 
However, he was able to make a successful appeal after spending 8 years in prison this was on the grounds of the jacket owned by Barry George that was seized by police was not bagged and sealed as expected by forensic investigators which then could have been subjected to contamination from other sources (www.bailii.org 2007). 
[bookmark: _Hlk27291516]At the appeal the argument surrounded the evidence of the FDR, it was shown that this particle of explosive formed the crucial element of the evidence which led to Barry Georges conviction (Fenton 2013 p275). MR Keeley and Dr Renshaw were the prosecution witnesses which suggested it was not uncommon for only one particle of firearm residue to be found and the prosecution expert Dr Lloyd challenged this as to where this particle came from. Dr Lloyd pointed out that the bit of evidence had got into the pocket of Barry George’s coat from contamination, as a result of inadequate police methods of retrieving the coat from Barry’s flat (Fenton 2013 p280). What was also pointed out even if the fragment of evidence was in the coat pocket it could have been there before Jill Dando had been shot (Fenton 2013).
 
Case study.
Eddie Gilfoyle.
This case is going back a bit further in time to 1992, A Mr Eddie Gilfoyle was accused of killing his 8 ½ month pregnant wife. And was charged with her murder, but he had always claimed he was innocent (Samuels 2018). Eddie served a life sentence of 18 years in prison (Samuels 1918).
[bookmark: _Hlk27401253]Paula Gilfoyle was found hanging in the garage of the home in which she occupied with her husband Eddie Gilfoyle (Samuels 2018). There was a suicide note at the scene which after forensic examination confirmed that the note was written by Paula herself (www4wardever.uk. 2009). and there was no sign of struggle although there were two marks on her neck (Samuel’s 2018) Eddie claimed he was at work at the time of her death, and came home at 4.30 to take Paula shopping, this is when he claimed he saw the suicide note and took it to his parents’ house (Canter 2013)  although neighbours said they saw Eddie at home at 5.30. A postman also said Eddie had signed for a parcel at the same time the neighbours saw Eddie (Canter 2013). The hypothesis which was suggested by family and friends was Eddie had forced or tricked his wife into killing herself by suicide (Samuels 2018).
[bookmark: _Hlk27401765]There is a web page which has been set up in the support of Eddie Gilfoyle’s innocence, which notes all the mistakes the police made from the moment they found Paula. The first person to see Paula hanging was an off duty police sergeant who was related to Eddie’s father, he asked for back up and searched the premises, Paul Caddick was the man that Eddie’s father contacted, he searched the premises and came upon the garage. He opened the door and saw Paula hanging and left her there and closed the door (www.bailii.org 2017 ). No Photographs were taken of the body while it hung there or when it was cut down. The scene of crime officer was told by a PC Jones that no photographs were required. The Coroner’s Officer was told much the same and was told his services weren’t required. At this point it was already evident that the conclusion for Paula’s death was suicide (Samuels 2018). This all sounds rather muddled by today’s standards as the coroner’s job is to determine the cause of death under these circumstance (Beaufort-Moore 201 p11), not any other member of the police. It is usual for a doctor to attend the body and it is then up to the doctor to notify the coroner if the death was unnatural (Beaufort-Moore 2011) as in this case study. Although at first the police suspected suicide it wasn’t long before they changed their minds whether this was from public hype is not known, but there was a lot of it (www4wardever.uk. 2009). The police changed the decision on suicide and decided it was murder, and focused on evidence which would have proved this, and overlooked the evidence for suicide (Samuels 2018). What proceeded this was another rope which was found in the drawer of the crime scene, but apparently was not there on first inspection by PC Cartwright, there was a suggestion that this rope was the practice rope (Samuels 2018). The hypothesis that was created was that Eddie had tricked Paula into hanging herself as she was of sound mind and looking forward to her birth of her baby. So, the prosecution relied on the possibility that no woman could think of killing her unborn baby. Other mistakes like a doctor saying Paula wouldn’t have been able to climb the step ladder and another female police officer, who was pregnant tried to undertake what Paula had done and stretched up above her head to wrap a rope around a beam to see if she could imitate Paula’s death. Both trials failed this attempt so it was used in court as evidence. This was wrong evidence on here say of an opinion, not sound evidence (Samuels 2018).  
Discussion
[bookmark: _Hlk27400213]In terms of discussion on continuity and integrity of forensic science into the set standards of today, in comparison to the procedures which were in effect in the not so distant past. It is plain to see the recording of forensic evidence and professionalism has thankfully improved over the years. In terms of the Barry George case, and the evidence which was found a year later. Although the FDR residue which was found doesn’t deteriorate (www.bailii.org 2007). But there is reason to suggest that coat could of be cleaned in the 12 months from the murder, which if the coat was inspected sooner this could have given more evidence to work with. However, in terms of continuity the lack of focus on the need to protect the coat in by bagging the item in the proper manner and then taking the coat to a sterile lab for inspection, not taken to a police room which could incur contamination (Beaufort-Moore 2011). Obviously, officers who arrived at the scene made the right choice and tried to save Jill Dando, but in doing so all footprints of the attacker would have been destroyed. As an extra thought if there was a sticky kneeling mat the same made as for lifting prints quickly placed down next to and around the victim as officers approached the scene, this could give a larger chance of gathering evidence.
As for finding Paula’s last moments before her death, these, are probably are lost forever. If the code of practice was adopted as today’s police and crime scene investigators there could be a more stable representation of accounts before the crime happened. The first people to arrive at the crime scene and the first repose of the first police officer is to:
•	‘Preserve life
•	Preserve scenes
•	To secure evidence
•	To identify victims or victims
•	To identify witness or witnesses’              
  (Crime scene management and evidence recovery, Beaufort-Moore 2011 p 26/27).
What can be confirmed in this essay is the importance of continuity and integrity of evidence. What can be observed is that the procedures of dealing with evidence at crime scenes have improved and are possibly improving all the time and will continue to do so with the aid of more technologies. These examples have been expressed in the case studies presented. It can be noticed that lessons have been learnt with the loss of lives, and there is an offer of hope that the lessons learnt will save lives and bring justice to others. It could be possible that the men in question have to endure with the guilt every day of their lives, with very little sleep, in the dread that more evidence will creep out of the shadows to tell the truth. One thing is unmistakable as both suspects have received a lot of media coverage in the past, let’s hope they have received the amount they need and don’t kill again if they possibly could. One of these men has spent a lifetime waiting to be released to continue his campaign of innocence, and even if that innocence is not noticed or ever will be, the important thing is the story is told. Professionalism and experience can grow to enhance the ability to collect evidence from crime scenes, to apprehend criminals and to protect the community on the streets.     
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