Outline what is meant by the ‘integrity’ of the evidence and by using a specific example, describe how this may be ensured.

One example of how the integrity of a piece evidence can be called into question is the case of the murder of Sarah Payne age eight by Roy Whiting. The Daily Mail states that “Sarah evidence ‘may be contaminated’” (Daily Mail Online, 13/02/18). In this particular case it looks like the fault may lie with in the forensic examination team that were sent evidence in bags or with the investigators that had bagged the evidence for transport to the laboratory for examination. Raymond Chapman told the Daily Mail that fifty-five items of evidence had been sent to his research and examination team in a bundle which included the main evidence of Whiting having been the one to murder Sarah Payne, the evidence in this case was a red sweatshirt that had traces of Sarah’s hair on. The sweatshirt was recovered from the defendant’s van and had several of Sarah’s hair on it.  It turns out that the hair may have been transferred to the sweatshirt after it was recovered by the police and sent to the examination laboratory by the police forensic experts. Inside this bundle of evidence sent to Chapman’s team also included two hairbrushes taken from the Payne family home, these hairbrushes could have contained hair from any one of the Payne family members including Sarah. The bags of evidence are reported to have been kept in the same store room on open shelving during the evidences time in the store room waiting to be examined it is possible that any number of other pieces of evidence had been take for examination and that during this time the hair from the hair brushes could have been transferred from the bag containing the brushes to the sweatshirt by accident. (The mirror, 13/02/18)
 The Jury was told that on the outer sticky edge of the brown forensic bags several human hairs had been discovered including a long fine hair that was very similar to the one found on the sweatshirt that had been presented as evidence against Roy Whiting. These particular hairs weren’t actually Sarah’s but Charlottes, her younger sisters. However, this opened up the possibility for the defence to attack the integrity of the evidence that had been presented to the court. The Daily Mail reports that Sally O’Neil, who was defending Roy Whiting, states that the possibility of one of Sarah’s hairs having been caught in a similar position to that of Charlottes and transferred to the sweatshirt at some point during testing could not be ruled out. Mr Chapman responded by stating that it is possible although highly unlikely, he also stated that there was very strong support in favour of Sarah Payne having been in Roy Whiting’s van. The police were asked to detail their recovery of the sweatshirt and how it was examined after it was seized by police, in the police’s report on how they seized and examined the sweatshirt they reported not having seen the long hair there at the time. Sally O’Neil capitalised on this by claiming that there was the possibility of contamination of the evidence and the exhibits integrity had been compromised. (Daily Mail online, 13/02/18) This shows us just how any slight opening in the way an exhibit is stored or transported can give the defence the chance to claim contamination and therefore a lack of integrity on the behalf of the evidence presented to the court. The integrity of the sweatshirt is in serious doubt due to the way that it and other evidence had been stored and examined which opened an avenue for the defence to exploit an accusation of contamination when supported with evidence such as how Roy Whiting’s Sweat shirt had been stored in the same room as the hairbrushes from the Payne household. 
However, there was other evidence used in the case against Roy Whiting such as fibres from Whiting’s sweatshirt and van were found on Sarah’s hair and shoe as well as the fact that police found that Whiting had purchased diesel from a petrol station near to where Sarah’s naked body was discovered in a shallow grave which was nowhere near the funfair he had used as his alibi, this and Roy Whiting was already known to the police as a convicted paedophile and drove a white van which Sarah’s brother claimed to have seen in the vicinity of Sarah’s disappearance.(The Telegraph online, 13/02/18) Her shoe was recovered by the side of the road and was the only item of the eight-year-old girls clothing to be recovered. However, with the sweatshirt evidence having been seen to have lost its integrity the defence then turned their attention to the other pieces of evidence put forward by claiming that the fibres found in her hair and on her shoe had been identified based on opinion and not scientific methods. Chapman told the court how he had subjected the red fibres to many tests in order to match them to the sweatshirt they had been recovered and these tests proved a near perfect scientific match. He then said that the same tests had been applied to the clumps of fibres mixed in with Sarah’s hair at the burial site and were proved to match Roy Whiting’s socks along with his sweatshirt and a fibre from the passenger seat of his van. In doing this Sally O’Neil stated that these fibres could be a coincidental match stating that it could have come from another source besides that of Roy Whiting by stating that “if you do not know how many of a particular fibre there is in the general public you cannot comment on the chance of a random match.” However, Chapman stated that the likelihood of there being a match to all three; socks, sweatshirt, and passenger seat, was unlikely and provided strong evidence of Sarah having been in Roy Whiting’s van, but when looked at individually they would provide weak evidence but “together were like the pieces of a jigsaw”. (The Telegraph, 13/02/18)
This case study is one of Britain’s most high-profile child murder cases and has spawned new laws as a result of campaigning done following the revelation the Roy Whiting was a known paedophile, but if even this case’s evidence was accused of lacking in integrity then we can see just how important the integrity of evidence is and it can show us almost exactly what is meant by the integrity of evidence being presented to the courts. The integrity of evidence, as previously stated, relies on how trustworthy the evidence being presented is. In the case of Sarah Payne’s murder much of the evidence had good integrity but a major piece had that integrity called into question and this allowed for the integrity of the other evidence to be questioned as well. The sweatshirt was no longer a ‘trustworthy’ piece of evidence as it may have been contaminated during the storing time or the examination period.
The integrity of the evidence presented at court is very important to a case’s outcome, such as the integrity of the evidence presented in the Sarah Payne murder case. Many cases have been dropped due to a lack of integrity in the evidence. A lack of integrity can come in different forms including; cross contamination from the investigative team, whether this be from the laboratory, as it was in the case of Chapman’s examining team, (Daily Mail Online, 13/02/18) or investigating officer. There are certain regulations and rules that are put in place in order to protect the integrity of any evidence recovered, including cross contamination from the team investigating a crime scene or an arresting officer by making sure that all of these things remain separate from one another. However, this doesn’t always work whether due to a lack of space or improper labelling. This is also why there are normally many investigatory teams working together across several crime scenes, these investigatory teams will each be assigned a specific crime scene but will not be allowed to visit the other sites. This is designed to keep the integrity of the evidence acquired in one crime scene separate from anyone or anything that has been to the other sites thus limiting the cross contamination from site to site. Unfortunately, this doesn’t always go according to plan as shown by the Sarah Payne case and the potential contamination of the sweatshirt. (Daily Mail online, 13/02/18)
Evidence may lose its integrity due to one of many reasons, as do witness statements which can also be used as evidence in a court case. (criminal law and justice, 13/02/18) A witness may cause the integrity of their statement to be called into question by lying or having lied in the preceding investigation. On the website criminal law and justice, they state that attacks on the credibility of police evidence are common place in court cases and may arise from an officer’s misconception that his lie may be in the service of the public since he believes that the defendant is guilty. Another reason they give for an officer having lied in their witness statement due to malice or a desire for promotion. However, these accusations are likely to fail as an officer whether junior or senior risks much by lying in a statement such as the risk of prosecution which would mean that an officer would lose their careers or their pension. Other witnesses such as independent witnesses and expert witnesses may have other reasons for lying, expert witnesses consist of medical, scientific or other experts these experts can be called to testify for either side of the criminal courts. Their testimonies often contradict each other this can be due to the fact that besides the impartiality that the law demands, an expert witness must also take into account the ethics that their profession demands. Whereas an independent witness is a person who has no connection to either party involved in the case, however many are assumed to have no real reason for lying in a court case and thus their statements are normally considered truthful and impartial. Despite this assumption the independent witnesses may have a personal reason to lie such as a desire to not have their presence in a specific place revealed. (criminal law and justice, 13/02/18)
One of the main ways that evidence’s integrity is damaged is through cross contamination whether this be through the transfer of Fibres or the transfer of paint or even gunshot residue. For example, in a hypothetical situation, an officer who has taken a rape victim to the police station in order to take a statement and to make sure the victim gets the necessary treatment, but in doing so the victim is put into the back of a police car and driven to the station. Later that same officer in the same car that was used to drive the victim to station, arrests the defendant and puts them into the same car as the victim was. Then examination of the defendant’s clothes shows evidence of fibres matching the victims clothing on the defendant. The fact that both of these people were transported in the same car means that fibres from the victims clothing could have been transferred to the seat of the car and when the defendant sat in that seat the fibres from the victims clothing caught in the seat could be transferred to them.(Nicholas Sawyer, 12/01/18) That’s what is meant by the integrity of evidence, the evidence of fibres from the victims clothing found on the defendant would now have no integrity as evidence due to the fact that now there is a different way for the fibres to have been on the defendant as opposed to have being transferred from direct contact with the victim.
There are many different forms that evidence can take when presented in court but some of the main types of evidence to usually be presented are: Fingerprints, Fibres, Paint, Glass, Pollens, Podiatry, Handwriting, Explosives, Fire investigations and mobile phones. All of these types of evidence can suffer from contamination or improper handling which causes their integrity to be called into question. The integrity of any piece of evidence relies heavily on how trustworthy that particular evidence is. If the evidence being presented before the courts is or has been in any way tampered with then it loses its integrity not only that but the evidence would in some cases cause entire convictions to be under review. On the other hand, evidence that has been properly handled, transported and stored abiding by any and all regulation put in place can still have its integrity called into question if it was obtained through unsatisfactory methods, which themselves may be illegal, also if there is a cause for the defence to suspect contamination of the evidence being presented that evidences integrity can be called into question and reviewed.
To conclude; integrity of evidence comes down to how trusted the evidence is, whether it has been processed correctly, where it came from, how it was procured, stored and handled as well as whether it could have been contaminated during any of the previously mentioned phases of its examination. The integrity of this evidence may be ensured by following the regulations set forth by police and crime scene investigators such as separate teams for individual sites as well as how victims and defendants or suspects are transported. It can also be upheld by simply making sure that evidence is bagged and stored properly and separately from one another and that different examiners are used or that laboratory clean conditions are used.
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