Provide a definition of what is meant by the ‘integrity’ of evidence and using proven “stated case law” (and Statutes), in the UK justice system, identify critical cases which have impacted on the UK Criminal Justice system, influencing the outcome of specific cases.

The integrity of evidence is something that is imperative to obtaining a conviction in a criminal case. In the strict dictionary sense, the word integrity means ‘the quality of being honest and having strong moral principals’ (Dictionary, 2019). While evidence cannot have morals or honesty, the way in which it is collected and presented can. Maintaining this is a key requirement in ensuring the UK justice system functions in its intended way, with fair judgements and convictions ensured.
	Nowhere are the effects of compromised evidence integrity felt more than in those terrible cases where a person, particularly a vulnerable one, is accused of murder that they did not commit, such as in the case of Barry George, the man convicted of shooting Jill Dando in 2001, and acquitted for it in 2008 (Madden, 2019) (Sturcke, 2008).
	On the 26th April 1999, journalist Jill Dando was murdered outside her Fulham home. She was shot in the head in what is now suspected to be an execution by either Yugoslavian or Bosnian-Serb special forces in retaliation against her appeal for aid for Kosovar Albanian refugees (BBC, 2008). At this time, George lived less than half a mile away from Dando’s home. Barry George was a man not unfamiliar with the criminal justice system. Until his involvement in the Jill Dando murder he was convicted on a number of crimes such as fraud, domestic violence and indecent assault, as well as numerous arrests for others that ranged from violent to bizarre, and repeatedly used pseudonyms and elaborate lies to garner attention. Later diagnosed with an array of personality and psychological issues including Asperger’s syndrome and narcissistic personality disorder, George had good reason to be on the radar of the police (Lomax, 2003) (Young & Chipperfield, 2018) (Wyatt, 2019).
	In the trial, the main item of scientifically collected evidence was a singular particle of firearms discharge residue (FDR) discovered in the inside pocket of a coat found at George’s home measuring 11.5 microns that had the same elements as those in Dando’s hair and on the cartridge casing found at the scene. A single particle in this case was defined as ‘one particle found on an item or group of items from a single source’ (Bowcott, 2008) (White, 2019).At the original trial it was presented with unclear context as to its exact significance or weight as a piece of evidence, with the Crown deciding that it was a matter for the jury. This was only one of the many points at which this piece of evidence could be considered as having been compromised. Part of the integrity of the evidence is that it is represented as a whole in a court of law. While not strictly part of the chain of custody, the presentation of the evidence in an accurate manner by expert witnesses is an important part of the evidence and its integrity. During the appeal it was also established that there was a high chance of contamination in either a casual or innocent sense. This could have occurred during any time prior to George’s arrest, but could also have been deposited during collection and examination. The team that searched George’s house did so in previously worn when handling ammunition, and with no forensic clothing on. This presented an opportunity for contamination through contact as there could have been residue still being on the team’s hands when the coat was searched and seized (Office, 2011). Witnesses confirmed that armed police entered the house at the time of search, which is standard procedure when there are suspected firearms in a property, and thus further increased the risk of contamination. Transportation of the coat was done in a vehicle that had not been sampled beforehand. Usual police procedure would ensure that this was done before any evidence was placed in the van as a measure against contamination, but in this case its procedure was not followed. After collection coat was transferred to a photographic lab for examination where the bullet, cartridge and door from the original scene were previously taken (Guardian, 2007) (Knowledge, 2007). All of this combined to create a greatly flawed piece of evidence that was eventually ejected during the appeal. When granted a new trial, he was found innocent by the jury and released.
	In this case the compromised integrity of the evidence directly led to a mentally vulnerable man being convicted, and demonstrates the way in which corrupted evidence can ruin a life.
	Another facet of evidence integrity is the evidence given in the form of confessions or statements by suspects and witnesses. Statements are an important part of an investigation, and a great deal of research has been done on gathering the most accurate and truthful information possible[cite]. Actions defined in the Geneva Convention as torture are included no where as positive methods to achieve this (Cross, 2011).
	The bombing of two Surrey pubs frequented by the personnel of Pirbright British Army barracks, leaving five dead and sixty five wounded. These attacks occurred in 1974 during some of the most intense part of the Northern Irish Troubles, and were the start of the Balcombe Street Gang’s reign of terror. Given all of the press and fear that surrounded the IRA at that time.
	The Guildford 4, Gerry Conlon, Paul Hill, Patrick Armstrong and Carole Richardson, were arrested two months after the bombings for detonating it. Shortly after that, the Maguire Seven were arrested as well, this time for making the bombs there were used. All 11 were later convicted of these crimes and 10 were later released, with one having died in prison.
	Paul Hill was the first man arrested and subjected to violent abuse by the Surrey police. This involved both the withholding of food and threats against his pregnant girlfriend and other family members. In a later statement Mr Hill said ‘We insisted that we had made the admissions only after being brutalized, ill-treated and threatened, and that they consisted of a mixture of innocent background information, pure invention and details of the Guildford bombings supplied by the police themselves’ (Schoeller-Burke, 2013).
	The prosecutions entire case hinged on the fact that they had four confessions, yet as they were obtained through compromising methods and should have made the confessions inadmissible in a court due to their compromised integrity. There was no actual forensic evidence to link them to the crime (Smith, 1988).
	The use of torture or any other kind of coercion to extract a confession is a significant compromise of the integrity of the evidence. This lack of integrity of evidence led directly to the 15 year false imprisonment of 4 innocent people.
	Compounding the above came the incorrect representation of the explosives testing conducted on the Maguire Seven. The seven were accused and later convicted of running an ‘IRA Bomb Factory’, a conviction later overturned.
	There were several factors that compromised the integrity of the evidence in this case. This was done through both the incorrect collection, representation and treatment of the evidence both during and after collection.
	In this case, the integrity of the evidence was further compromised due to procedures not being followed. There might have been some in place, however there were none followed at the time. Samples were taken from the hands and under the nails of the Maguire Seven. This was done in no set order, then processed at the Royal Armament Research and Development Establishment at Woolwich. Ether was used to irrigate the swabs before they were subjected to thin layer chromatography. Tests were performed by a trainee forensic scientist who recorded the tests he performed and the order he did it. The tests came back positive for nitroglycerine, and when reporting this to the police the forensic service stated that the test was specific for nitroglycerine (Logan, 2018). This was entirely incorrect, as the test was capable of PETN, another explosive. This is completely dissimilar chemically to nitroglycerine, but in the test used it produced a positive result that was indistinguishable from nitroglycerine. 
	In the court, the forensic scientist responsible for the test presented the results of the test as having ruled out any other form of explosive. This was incorrect, and this information was not presented to the court until long after the trial. It was shown later that Dr John Yallop, who had been the director of the Royal Armament Research and Development Establishment at the time of the bombing and advisor to the defence team, had been given this information in a memo the summer before the bombings occurred, and as such this was something known to the forensic services.
	Experiments conducted by forensic scientists hired by the appeal team demonstrated the worrying ease with which the swabs could be compromised by contaminated ether. This test was conducted on unused swabs and using ether that had been contaminated using nitroglycerin, and produced results that were positive for the swabs having nitroglycerin on them. Later, it was shown that the labs in which the samples had been tested demonstrated a chronic issue with contamination from nitroglycerin (Hamer, 1991) (BBC, 2017) (Mullin, 2013) (O'Keeffe, 2017).
	These poor lab practices produced a result that led to the conviction of the Maguire Seven despite there being little to no evidence of nitroglycerin in their home. 
	Probably the most damaging way that the integrity of evidence can be compromised and thus lead to miscarriages of justice is stubbornness. Despite the seeming flippant way in which this is here stated, it is the lone word that can describe the way the cases mentioned above have been compromised. Through both cases, a suspect has been rapidly identified, and all evidence has been forced to fit a scenario that the investigator has established in their mind, with other options excluded and other evidence ignored as opposed to all evidence being looked at holistically (Toolis, 1990).
	This issue came to light clearly in the case of the Maguire Seven. Mr Justice Donaldson, presiding, made the decision that it was the defences responsibility to prove that the test would not show any other substance than nitroglycerin. This is contrary to typical procedure in that it should be the Crown that has to prove the tests efficacy and specificity in order to show that there was no doubt about the test results. Mr Justice Donaldson, potentially due to a firmly held belief that the Maguire Seven were guilty. With the burden of proof placed on the defence team they were unable to construct a fair case.
	A second example specific to this case appeared upon their first appeal. The Maguire Seven and their legal representatives brought up the issue with PETN and the test. This was explained away with a claim that the brightness of the colour helped differentiate the two. This claim was not substantiated by any other forensic science lab in the UK. However, this was dismissed by the Court of Appeal. The presumption that the convicted Seven were guilty seemed to overrule the logic that was presented by the defence team.
	These breaches of integrity, as with the case of the Guildford Four and the Jill Dando murder, led directly to the false imprisonment of the innocent people. This was a particularly tragic case however, due to the death of one of those falsely convicted while in custody.
	Overall, the preserving of integrity of evidence is of greatest importance when it comes to both securing convictions, but also preventing the prosecution of the innocent. The British justice system is supposed to work on the basis that a person is innocent until proven guilty beyond reasonable doubt, and when the integrity of evidence is compromised this is a goal that cannot possibly be achieved.
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