Question:
Outline what is meant by the integrity of the evidence and by using a specific example, describe how this may be ensured.
When understanding what is meant by integrity of the evidence one must first understand what evidence is in reference to. Evidence may be such items as a document, account or item (physical or, a photograph of) that has been granted admissible in court (Tran, 2018). As a result of this it is used by one side in a civil or criminal case in court to build a case for or against prosecution. This is done by supporting or dismantling current evidence. Additionally, it may be that due to certain events the integrity of the evidence can be called into question. This is, that the item in the condition it is, is not reliable. That it may have been collected, stored handled or preserved in a way which affects it’s presentation, perception and understanding. This could also be that the item has been tampered with, or been handled by an individual who, has later found to be dishonest, affecting their relationship with the evidence, this being a specific theme I am going to explore.
A specific example that highlights the importance of the integrity of evidence (perhaps by showing one how not to be) is the well-known OJ Simpson Murder Trial (which, one could argue, the failure to prosecute and the speculation it left in it’s wake led to it being something of a popular cultural phenomena). There are several occurrences within this particular example which highlight how the integrity of the evidence may be ensured, due to their failure to do so.
Firstly, the integrity of evidence is challenged if the evidence is not properly accounted for. In the OJ Simpson trial, of 8cm3 of blood taken from OJ and placed into evidence, 1.5cm3 was not accounted for, this as a result challenged the integrity of not only this but other evidence. As firstly, the fact that some of the evidence was missing led to speculation that it has been tampered with, which puts all of the evidence in doubt and the reliability of it can be questioned because there is not full accountability. The reliability of evidence can be ensured by making sure that every item within evidence is fully accounted for and correctly recorded, as if it is not correctly recorded it can lead to speculation and accusations of tampering (I’m not saying the evidence was tampered with, but I am saying this makes it look unreliable, challenging it’s integrity.)
In addition to this it is worth note that within the OJ Simpson trial a detective responsible for the collection of a great deal of evidence used in the defence was later charged with purgury for making false statements. Incidents where an individual tasked with collecting evidence is later found to be not conducting themselves within the law may jeopardise the integrity of evidence across many cases they are involved with. A system of checks and balances can ensure that an individual is not personally accountable for evidence.
The integrity of evidence can also be ensured by not hinging a whole case on circumstantial evidence. Some cases may have nothing but circumstantial evidence to go on, and may still result in prosecution, however evidence that is circumstantial in nature can lead in an acquittal even if public opinion favours in the other direction. This is evidenced again in the OJ Simpson murder case, the “trial of the centuary” as it was known. A black woollen hat found at the scene of the crime had strand of hair consistant with the defendant’s hair, in addition to this several strands of dark blue cotton fibers were found on one of the victims, and a witniss testified that Simpson had worn a sweat-suit of a “similar” colour on the same night as the crime. However, as this evidence (and indeed any evidence that is as in this case) could not be attributed directly to the defendant and could only be suggested that there was a relation, the integrity of the evidence could be called into question, and this is the case of most evidence that fits this situation. However, it is worth noting that some cases that result in prosecutions rely mostly on circumstantial evidence or even entirely on it, and are not perceived to be miscarriages of justice, so in questioning the integrity of the evidence in relation to the circumstance, one must not be quick to call fowl.
The integrity of the evidence can also be affected by the ability of those processing a crime scene to isolate the scene – as in the case of the OJ Simpson murder trial, journalists were spotted leaning on a piece of evidence key to the prosecutions case. Because of this, the findings could have been called into question as this could result in contamination of the crime scene. The integrity of evidence can be ensured in this case by ensuring that the crime scene is correctly sealed off from the public and is processed correctly and in due course.
Another way in which the evidence can have it’s integrity called into question that can be illustrated by my example is the use of proper equipment in collecting evidence that prevents contamination. This is, that as occurred in the collection of evidence at the scene of the crime that led to the OJ Simpson murder trial, correct protocol was not observed and as was the case in one instance, gloves were not worn in the collection of evidence. While this can call into question the integrity of evidence and can be prevented by observing protocol and wearing attire to prevent contamination, it is worth noting that as in this case, no DNA contamination was evidenced in scientific evaluation of the evidence. However, this is not to say the investigation and collection of data wasn’t bungled, or that because this time this person didn’t mess up the findings, this isn’t always the case.

Overall it would appear that a system of checks and balances can ensure the integrity of evidence. This involves such things as carful storage and a lack of reliance on the accountability and character of an individual.
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