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The Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 (PACE) was formulated to ensure fairness and balance between police powers when combatting crime by protecting the rights of the public (Home Office, 2020). The act in terms of breakthroughs is one of the largest and most important in modern day policing practices. It incorporates the main core elements of every day operational policing such as stop and search powers, detention of people as well as treatment of those being interviewed and identified. (Zander, 2014). There are 8 codes listed alphabetically from A to H. Code A 2015 covers stop and search of people and vehicle. Code B 2013 states police powers when searching and seizing property. Code C 2019 states the requirements when detaining and treating suspects of all offences bar terrorism. Code D 2017 states methods police should use when linking people to an investigation. Code E requires audio recordings of interviews. Code F 2018 are visual recordings with sound although not statutory. Code G 2012 are powers of arrest and Code H 2019 are the detention and treatment of terrorist suspects in custody (Home Office, 2020). It changed policing techniques in England and Wales (Dixon, 1992). It first came into force to be used by police forces on January 1st, 1986 (Zander, 2011). All codes of practice in PACE 1984 refer to the Equality Act 2010 as it has now become a duty of the police to avoid victimising, discriminating, and harassing those in their custody (Ozin and Norton, 2019). 
The reason there was a need for the PACE act to be introduced was due to public confidence in the UK police forces and Criminal Justice System was depleting (Walker and Starmer, 1999). This loss in confidence was due to media responses to several cases with higher profile and notoriety. These cases showed the public that during criminal trials during the 1970s, even trials of terrorism, there were miscarriages of justice (Buxton, 1993). The consensus amongst the public in some of the cases was that the suspects were tortured, or their stories fabricated (Dennis, 1993). The basis of miscarriages of justice tend to stem from the police investigations (Zuckerman, 1992). A miscarriage of justice is where during judicial process a defendant is unfairly convicted of a crime they did not commit quite obviously as there is lack of evidence on any element of the crime being committed (Garner, 2000). Miscarriages of justice however does not only include wrongful convictions, but it also includes wrongful arrests, indictments, charges, and sentences. An error of due process is where there may have been some form of harassment of a suspect and errors of impunity is where there was lack of justice which allows a guilty party to avoid conviction (Giustina, 2007). 
	It has been apparent that there have been many miscarriages of justice in relation to Irish people accused of being terrorists. The trials of those associated with terrorism and the conflict in Ireland have been highlighted as having demonstrated some of the worst flaws in the English justice system (Grover and Soothill, 1995). 
In 1974, four individuals were convicted after being tried in a court of law for bombing pubs in England. Pubs in Surrey in Guildford and Woolwich were targeted by the Irish Republican Army as they were frequented by British military personnel. The group became known as the Guildford Four, it became evident that the suspects did not receive a fair trial (Lutz, Ulmschneider and Lutz, 2002). In this case the Prevention of Terrorism (Temporary Provisions) Act (PTA) 1974 was enacted (Roach, 2017). The act provided the regulations for the police powers of arrest and detention of suspects of acts of terrorism. Anyone found or suspected to be a member of or aiding a proscribed terrorist organisation can be arrested without warrant, they can be detained no more than 48 hours, extendable by 48 hours not exceeding 5 more days. This can then lead to full removal from the country if necessary (Home Office, 2021). Suspects in terrorism cases must be subject to a fair trial, they should be protected against any discrimination, not subjected to any abuse or ill treatment and safe from arbitrary detention and arrest (Cotler, 1998). The Surrey police carried out a poor investigation and failed to satisfy the rights of the suspects (Schoeller-Burke, 2013). The PTA 1974 provided no statutory requirement for the presence of legal representation and had no set guidance on what cases would satisfy the need to extend the detention period of a suspect (Walker, 1986). The PTA 1974 alongside social and political pressures at the time made police corruption easier (Schoeller-Burke, 2013).
During the case in 1974 the codes of police conduct were governed by the Judges’ Rules. Throughout the Guildford Four trial the police maintained their view that all interviews and questioning took place within the rules and regulations. Confessions can only be admissible and used as a form of evidence in a court of law if they are provided at the will of the confessor voluntarily. Police interrogation of suspects in custody is permitted by Judges’ Rules if it does not cause the suspect to form a confession against their will. They may fear being discriminated against, given false hope of advantage, this interrogation would be carried out by a person in a position of power and they may oppress the suspects (McBarnet, 1981). The methods used by the police to interrogate the four suspects violated the code of conduct regulations. The techniques used caused the four to suffer, deprivation of sleep and food, solitary confinement, verbal harassment, bright light, and loud sound exposure and being placed stress positions for prolonged periods alongside physical assaults and being beaten (Conlon, 1990; Hill and Bennett, 1990; Lutz, Ulmschneider and Lutz, 2010). The case of the defence would have been made significantly stronger if evidence of the torture were provided which was available, doctors would have been able to attest to Conlon suffering from a medical condition to which he was denied treatment for whilst in detention (Conlon, 1990). 
There was controversy in the alibi’s provided by the defendants as they were mixed. Conlon, one of the convicted parties had an alibi confirming statement from a man called Charles Burke. Police however lost the statement that they had retrieved early into the investigation (Kennedy, 2002). Armstrong, another member of the suspects also had an alibi with available witnesses, but police did not provide this evidence on trial. In South West London near to 40 miles away from the incident is where Richardson, another detainee, was attending a concert to which she posted a photograph with the band. Police claimed she had been able to make the journey and planted the explosives in 50 minutes as a police officer ignoring the speed limit made the journey in 45 minutes (Gudjonsson, 1992). All four suspects were sentenced to life imprisonment. In December 1975 four IRA members claimed responsibility for the Guildford bombing and that the wrong people had been convicted. In 1989 the case was retried at the court of appeal as new evidence of falsifying documents and Richardson’s mental state during the confession which led to the release of the four wrongfully accused (Gudjonsson, 1992). 
Stop and search is an investigative ability used in order to detect cand prevent crime (Lustgarten, 2002). The Metropolitan Police Act 1839 in section 66 gave police in London the powers of stop in search if they have a reasonable suspicion of the presence of a stolen or unlawfully obtained item (Willis, 1983). Police officers under these powers did not require any form of external evidence such as witness accounts or description; they could stop and search any suspect on the basis of nothing other than suspicion. This is what led to the term ‘sus laws’ being developed and associated with police carrying out stop and search without any hard evidence (Delsol and Shiner, 2006). 
The Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 allowed police new national powers to stop and search any person or vehicles for items that have been unlawfully obtained or are illegal (Delsol and Shiner, 2006). Code A 2015 of PACE 1984 states that this can be done without the need of arresting the person being searched, each stop, and search carried out must also by law be recorded (Home Office, 2020). The use of stop and search has led to questions being asked about the police and their legitimacy alongside other agencies of the justice system (Crawford, 1999). Stop and search has been linked to racial prejudice and there have been questions asked of the policing of black communities being over the top (Reiner, 2000). There was evidence that police officers were abusing their power to stop and search which caused relationships between ethnic minority groups and police to get worse and public perception to become more negative (Smith and Gray, 1983). 
In Brixton 1981 anger towards the police was expressed in the form of a riot (Murdock, 1984). Disturbances occurred in numerous cities throughout England including large cities such as Manchester. Lord Scarman was made head of the public enquiry into the riots. In his report he criticised the police for their aggressive approach to policing the area of Brixton (Delsol and Shiner, 2006). The main catalyst for the riots was police Operation Swamp (Jefferson and Grimshaw, 1984). Over the 4-day operation more than half of those stopped and arrested were black (Bowling and Philips, 2002). The riots were concluded to have been attributed to young black people resenting police and the riots were their way of expressing this feeling (Scarman, 1981). The policing techniques being used were not supported by the public and were not proportionately impacting black and ethnic minority communities. In order to make the police a more legitimate institution Scarman recommended methods to reduce racial prejudice amongst police forces such as identifying those who act upon racial prejudice and making the disciplinary process more effective. He suggested statutory liaison committees and a board that reviews complaints against the police (Delsol and Shiner, 2006). 
PACE 1984 grants power to police however it also sets regulations by which have to be followed whilst using their powers. It reiterates that the use of stop and search must be fair, justified and correctly, avoiding any prejudice and discrimination (Delsol and Shiner, 2006). The Race Relations (Amendment) Act 2000 reminds officers that it is illegal to discriminate on grounds of factors such as race, nationality, skin colour and more. Reasonable suspicion without any valid supporting evidence is not enough to search an individual. (Home Office, 2011). It is not the norm for a piece of legislation to provide such strict and precise guidance. It is an example of policing on the streets and the reality of everyday life policing being considered in law (Sanders and Young, 2000). The PACE codes layout the duties required of each level of officer in terms of applying and regulating these powers. Officers must also record each stop and search with a copy given to the person searched (Delsol and Shiner, 2006).
The latest figures available over a 12-month period in the England and Wales show that 6 in 1000 white people were stopped and search compared to 54 in 1000 black people. This still suggest there is institutional racism amongst police forces in the UK, however, stop and search rates by ethnicity per 1000 over time for every ethnicity has decreased since 2009 (Home Office, 2021). Only 24% of stop and searches resulted in a justice system intervention, the rest of searches had no further action in London in 2020. The probability of justice system intervention was almost identical between all ethnicities (Ashby, 2020). London had by far the highest rate of stop on search on the black community at 71 per 1000 compared to an average of 28 per 1000 for the rest of the UK (Home Office, 2021). Evidence from a hospital in London state that approximately 71% of those treated under 25 years old had knife trauma. These came from the most deprived London neighbourhoods. Only 1% were from the least deprived neighbourhoods. Half of black children live in the poorest 20% of London area and are therefore overrepresented. In these more deprived areas, there is more knife crime (Mason, 2019). As part of London’s strategy to tackle knife crime, targeted stop and search is a vital tool for the Metropolitan Police Service (Mayor of London, 2017). This increased use of stop and search along with the over representation of black people in the poorest areas may also over represent the number of black people stopped and searched. 
If PACE 1984 had existed during the Guildford Four trial, the outcome may have been vastly different. Code H 2019 of the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 state the rules and regulations for dealing with people suspected of terrorism. It highlights the requirements for the detention, treatment and interviewing of the suspects whilst in police custody under the Terrorism Act 2000 and the Counter Terrorism Act 2008 (Home Office, 2019). 
	Miscarriages of justice and wrongful convictions have existed since the inception of justice systems (Poyser and Nurse, 2018). The Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 has been a mostly successful as being called on of the most influential developments in policing of modern times (Zander, 2014). Public opinion of the criminal justice system in England and Wales has improved. However, the justice system has been labelled subsequently as being institutionally racist (Home Office, 2003). As a result of the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 as well as increased media coverage of crime however we have become more aware of the miscarriages of justice (Poyser 2012, in Poyser and Nurse, 2018). As regards to stop and search Code A 2015 of PACE 1984 sets out the statutory powers of police officers to stop and search people or vehicles and provides requirements to follow such as recording every encounter. It also states the protections and entitlements of those how are kept in custody in order to maintain fair treatment and they still have their basic human rights (Home Office, 2020). This code justifies the need to stop and search, and if followed like the other codes should reduce wrongful convictions and miscarriages of justice. Cape and Young (2008) suggest PACE does however have its downsides, it made simple tasks more time-consuming leaving arrests being made and taking several hours to complete. They also state that PACE was a reductionist approach and instead of focussing on holistically improving law, it was too focussed on potential miscarriages. However, no matter how many times a legal system changes, there will always be cases of miscarriages of justice where there are victims who are wrongfully convicted (Brandon and Davies, 1973).
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