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The Meaning of Integrity of Evidence and Its Impact on Justice
Crime scene investigation sector is a very broad and a hard subject. It is this way, because it is about people’s lives, what they leave or have left behind, and how to use that to ensure justice. From the principles and the meaning of ‘justice’, CSI experts have to set out rules to deliver it. The integrity of evidence is the essence of any case, and proving it; is vital. The evidence geos into processes from the crime scene to the court. So, the integrity of evidence is about the continuity of it, and the honesty of its examination results. It is the interpretation of the verity of evidences and their contexts, and what makes an evidence conclusive. The integrity of evidence affected many trials and the outcome of many cases. It also has impacted the UK Justice System and altered statutes. In this essay, I will discuss the meaning of integrity of evidence and the how to achieve it. I will also discuss it within different cases and how the integrity of evidence impacted the UK Justice System.
[bookmark: _GoBack]In a time when crimes accrue, justice has to find a way. Justice cannot be found within chaos, but by setting the ground rules of order. In the new world, those settings are already built, and by not following them; the criminals can get away with what they have done, and innocents can be blamed with what they have not committed. As the pillars of justice vary, integrity of evidence is one of these pillars. When it comes to the Crime Scene Investigation sector, achieving the integrity of evidence comes with great set of rules (Beaufort-Moore, 2015). It begins with understanding the acts and laws that were set to ensure the delivery of justice. Among these laws is the Criminal Justice Act of 2003 and the Police and Criminal Evidence Act of 1984 (City of London Police, 2017). By understanding these acts, police and other prosecuting agencies can begin their crime scene investigation correctly (City of London Police, 2017). For instance, the acts dictate the authority of the forensic practitioner, and draw the lines of the police powers of evidence seizure and retention (Beaufort-Moore, 2015). In this sense, police and other prosecuting agencies can apply the rules on a crime scene and ensure the integrity of evidence (Beaufort-Moore, 2015). But what does an integrity of evidence actually mean? By definition, and as Deborah Beaufort-Moore explained in her [image: ]book Crime Scene Management and Evidence Recovery:
Integrity is the principle which must be demonstrated to show that the evidence is as it was when recovered and that no unaccountable interference has occurred to it from the crime scene, throughout any examination to the ultimate destination of the court room. The honesty and the accountability of evidence.
(2015: 5)
Even though her explanation is short; it holds a deeper meaning in it. Integrity -in theory- is a whole set of responsibilities that are carefully divided and well studied. It is about the honesty of gathering an evidence, processing it and producing it, and ethics behind. The integrity of evidence -by practice- also means the continuity of it (Beaufort-Moore, 2015). Which means, that the examination of an evidence has to follow certain rules from the day of its recovery until the presentation of it and its result in court. It is a way to prove that no contamination, damage, loss and destruction happens to the evidence (Beaufort-Moore, 2015). This is one theoretical explanation of the meaning of integrity of evidence, but in reality, it is much deeper and valuable. 
To compile a case against a suspect, it is very important that the police or other persecuting agencies do not risk contaminating the evidence (City of London Police, 2017). It is a responsibility that starts before even going to the crime scene. understanding the crime scene and sharing the roles with the people of whom are going to examine the scene can prevent contaminating the evidence. If a scene was handled wrongly, the evidences at the scene can be at risk if being damaged and then will not be included as exhibits. In addition, if the authorised people at the crime scene were the same people whom interrogate with the suspect or the witnesses, then, there is a risk of contaminating the crime scene (Beaufort-Moore, 2015). Not only that, but the way the evidence is handled should be professional, at the right place and by the right people. In this matter, it is absolutely vital to prevent any possibility of a cross-transfer, and that any material will not be transferred from a location no another (Beaufort-Moore, 2015). Preventing contamination and cross-transfer at the scene are aspects of achieving integrity of evidence (Beaufort-Moore, 2015). 
Another thing to remember, is that the police, other persecuting agencies and forensic experts should know and follow the principles of handling an exhibit (Beaufort-Moore, 2015). Following the principles are to ensure the continuity and the integrity of evidence (Beaufort-Moore, 2015). How? well, they have to know how to handle and collect the physical evidence depending on its type. Each expert can be assigned depending on that specific evidence, and at the scene, they should either be supervising or handling the evidence themselves (Beaufort-Moore, 2015). For example, if there is a deceased body at the site, then no one should touch it before the arrival of a forensic expert whom will examine and guide on how to collect the body. The continuity of evidence means applying the principles of handling an exhibit such as the principles of packaging (Beaufort-Moore, 2015). Each material requires a different way and type of packaging, to ensure its survival away from damage and contamination (City of London Police, 2017). A key point to remember, is that the proper labelling is one aspect that can save the exhibit from any potential risk that may occur to the evidence (City of London Police, 2017). Details like, name of the expert, time and date, location and type can -at the court- show who and where the evidence been sealed and examined (City of London Police, 2017). This is why every expert that examined the exhibit is required to put his/her own labelling and seal on the package (Beaufort-Moore, 2015). This is a way to prove that each one of them have examined and protected the package, and that no other damage and contaminations happened, when they are asked to testify at the court. This evidential chain is what it meant by ‘continuity’, and it is a way to ensure the integrity of evidence (Beaufort-Moore, 2015).  
To give a clear example, let us look closely at the case of the victim Jill Dando, and the convicted suspect Barry George. In 1999, the famous British tv presenter Jill Dando was killed in front of her house (Lomax, 2004). She was about to enter her home in Fulham when the murderer held her down on her knees and shot her on the back on her head at 11:32 in the morning (Lomax, 2004). Her neighbour Helen Doble, saw her body and called the police at 11:47, and her other neighbour Richard Hughes, heard a sudden cry from Dando and saw a six-foot white male that appeared to be in his 40’s leaving the scene (Lomax, 2004). After the hospital declared Dando’s death, the forensic team have examined her body and tried to find the bullet type to be specific. It has appeared to them that Dando was killed by a 9 mm calibre semi-automatic pistol (Lomax, 2004). The police began the investigation and started looking for a male whom matches the descriptions and possesses a 9 mm gun. After almost a year of investigation, and after gathering nearly one thousand statements, the Murder Investigation Team began to pay attention to Barry George. Barry whom lived close to Dando’s area, had a history of sexual offenses and stalking women, and so, the police decided to put a surveillance on him (Lomax, 2004). At the end of May 2000, Barry was arrested and charged for the murder of Jill Dando and they searched for evidences at his place. Police found pictures of Dando and seized them, along with clothes that belong to him, but, they did not find a gun (Lomax, 2004). After examining the possible evidences, the forensic team have found a single particle of a fire-arm in his coat (Diskin, 2018). This non-circumstantial evidence and the intent stalking were reasons to convict George for the murder of Jill Dando and sentence him to a life imprisonment on the 2nd of July 2001 (Diskin, 2018). However, after he spent nearly seven years and after he lost two appeals, George was acquitted on the 1st of August 2008 based on two defence arguments (Diskin, 2018). The first argument is psychological, a physiatrist claimed that George can comprehend what was going around him but he cannot response (Diskin, 2018). This means that George cannot plan things like the murder he was convicted for. The second argument was that the gunshot residue particle that was found in George’s coat does not convict him (Diskin, 2018). The reason for that was because a flaw in the continuity of evidence as well as change in the police statements (Diskin, 2018). The defence argued that the single particle could be a case of a cross-transfer from the police. Especially that two witnesses have told the defence that they saw armed police arresting George while he was wearing that coat (Diskin, 2018). Which in this case, the gunshot residue particle could be a clear case of contamination. Not only that, but the police have denied in the beginning that they were armed when they arrested him (Diskin, 2018). Above all of that, they took the coat out of its package and placed it on a mannequin at the station and took photos of it. This also accumulate as an evidence of possible contamination, giving the fact that the gunshot residue single particle in his coat was also discovered a year after the killing. George was imprisoned for many years over a wrongful conviction, and a clear case of cross-transfer. This means that the evidence lost its integrity due to many factors. From the beginning, the police did not follow the principles of handling and packaging an exhibit. Not only that, but they have broken the chain of continuity when they took the coat out of its package and hung in on the mannequin. This resulted in a possible cross-transfer. This is how serious and important it is to follow the principles and laws that ensure the integrity of evidence. When we say that, we mean that a person can be wrongfully convicted or acquitted over mistakes like this. The police should not be armed when collecting an evidence that has a possible gunshot residue. They also should not take the evidence out of it package, risk a cross-transfer and break the chain of continuity. This case is one of the cases that impacted the UK justice system and defined the ‘miscarriage of justice’ (Diskin, 2018). George and other people whom they spent their times behind the bars over wrongful convictions, have applied for compensations, but they were quashed (The Guardian, 2011). After that, the High Court found that George, is entitled to a judicial review in regards to the denial of the 1.4 million composition by the Ministry of Justice (Diskin, 2018). Later on, and after many trials, the Supreme Court agreed and declared that the ‘miscarriage of justice’ is a valid evidence for compensations and it is now allowed to appeal under the miscarriage of justice on the 11th of May 2011 (The Guardian, 2011). In this matter, the essence of integrity has affected this case and the UK justice system and carved new statutes. 
On the other hand, potentials of risks that face the integrity of evidence are not just physical. In other words, to achieve the integrity of evidence there are moral necessities (Miller, 2010). In front of the court, for example, experts swear to tell the truth and nothing but the truth (Miller, 2010). In the process before that, of course, the experts of the case are obligated to apply that while examining the evidence (Miller, 2010). The honesty in what they do and what they find is very important. It is as crucially important to respect people’s dignity and have the responsibility that the experts were assigned for (Miller, 2010). Like the example I have mentioned earlier, the police denied their possessions of firearms while arresting Barry George. Their denial had a long term affect on the case, and they did not respect the oath of truth. 
Many cases were affected by experts whom did not respect their work ethics and caused harm and pain to the convicted suspects. The famous case of Sally Clark is one example on why should moral obligations be applied as an aspect of the integrity of evidence. Sally Clark was a British solicitor who was convicted for the murder of her two sons (England and Wales Court of Appeal (Criminal Division) Decisions, 2000). Sally gave birth to the first one in 1996, who died after few weeks from his birth. The second son who was born in 1997, also died from the same cause. Sally was arrested and held responsible for their deaths (England and Wales Court of Appeal (Criminal Division) Decisions, 2000). The prosecution came under two types of evidence, statistical and pathological (England and Wales Court of Appeal (Criminal Division) Decisions, 2000). The statistical came by Professor Sir Roy Meadow, whom testify that these deaths do not occur that often and in fact it is very rare, and cot deaths happen 1 in 73 million (England and Wales Court of Appeal (Criminal Division) Decisions, 2003). Meadow meant that it is perhaps impossible that the two deaths happen after another, as one death like that is rare, and of course two, are not a coincidence (England and Wales Court of Appeal (Criminal Division) Decisions, 2000). The second evidence was from the forensic pathologist Alan Williams, whom examined the bodies of the babies, and testified that he did not find anything that prove they died from natural causes (England and Wales Court of Appeal (Criminal Division) Decisions, 2003). Alan described the babies as they were born healthy babies but found post-mortem features on one of them (England and Wales Court of Appeal (Criminal Division) Decisions, 2003). Alan defined the post-morten findings as bruises on the arms and legs on one of the babies, and it was a result of physical harm (England and Wales Court of Appeal (Criminal Division) Decisions, 2003). After their testimonials, Sally Clark was found guilty of two murders and sentenced to life imprisonment. Sally applied for two appeals regarding different reasons (England and Wales Court of Appeal (Criminal Division) Decisions, 2003). The first reason was after the Royal Statistical Society issued a statement discussing the Meadow’s statement in 2002 (The Royal Statistical Society, 2002). They have argued that the statistical result is invalid and the calculation that Meadow’s made was not real (The Royal Statistical Society, 2002). They challenged his conclusion and provided evidences that disprove his judgement and testified against it (The Royal Statistical Society, 2002). In addition, the forensic pathologist Alan Williams was found to made a mistake of an abuse of process when he did not share important information about the case (Health and Safety Executive, 2015). Alan’s evidences lacked integrity because he failed to disclose the microbiological reports about one of the babies and made his own judgement (England and Wales Court of Appeal (Criminal Division) Decisions, 2003). When Alan was asked why he did not inform the court about the reports and did not consult a microbiologist in this matter he replied: ‘I think it is unlikely that this organism contributed to the death of the child’ (England and Wales Court of Appeal (Criminal Division) Decisions, 2003). After the hearing, the court consulted doctors and microbiologist and found that the baby died from natural causes due to an infection of Staphylococcus aureus bacteria (England and Wales Court of Appeal (Criminal Division) Decisions, 2003).  After three years of imprisonment, Sally was acquitted and released in 2003. Sooner after that, many cases were reviewed in an order from the Attorney General, and found that in several cases, Meadow gave the same statistical statement. Three women have been acquitted under that reason, and Meadow was fired in the cause of serious professional misconduct (Wibster, 2007). In addition, the pathologist Alan William was suspended for 18 months from the Home Office Pathology under the cause of serious professional misconduct (Dyer, 2007). Unfortunately, Sally Clark have suffered after her release and died after that due to alcohol poisoning (BBC News Channel, 2007). As her family witnessed, Sally could not recover from what happened to her and it damaged her to her death (BBC News Channel, 2007). 
When we look at the case critically, we found that the integrity of evidence is vital. If Alan disclosed the microbiological evidence he had, the outcome of the case would been different. Moreover, the false claims that Meadow have presented in this case and other cases, affected people’s lives in a negative way. His evidence lacked integrity and therefore, it resulted as a clear case of the miscarriage of justice. Simply, it is a failure of the UK justice system when someone gets punished or acquitted when the evidence lacks integrity.
In conclusion, the essence of integrity of evidence lies within the commitment and understanding different responsibilities. The set of these responsibilities begin with understanding the criminal laws and acts, as well as the principles of collecting, handling and examining an evidence. When investigating a crime scene, experts have to think about different ways to ensure the continuity and therefore integrity of evidence. It begins with reading the scene and producing a plan of how to handle an evidence an prevent it from any damage or contamination. Along with that comes the moral side of the integrity of evidence. Experts have to be completely honest and disclose their studies’ results of the evidence. A failure to disclose an evidence or the conduction of a false evidence will result in a miscarriage of justice. Barry George and Sally Clark were victims of the miscarriage of justice that was caused due to the lack of the integrity of evidence. In short, the integrity of evidence, is about respecting people’s dignity and the protection of justice from failure.
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