
In this assignment, there will be references to Robert Peel and the nine principles of policing (PACE). There will also be points made towards what the justice system was like before (PACE) and how different it was. There will also be an explanation of (PACE), and where it came from. There will also be references towards the notable incidents that occurred for (PACE) to be introduced, I.e. Miscarriages of Justice, which can be seen in the case of Steven Kitscko as well as others.

According to Davies he believes that there are two types of accounts that classify the police, one being an ‘Orthodox account’ and the other being a ‘Revisionist account’.
He classifies an ‘Orthodox account’ as the police’s first initial response to the rate of crime and criminality in order to benefit society.  People of lower class would take on these types of jobs, such as Night Watchmen, Gamekeepers etc. These are orthodox approaches, as one of the first objectives to tackle crime and public disorder in order to keep the peace
The second approach was a ‘Revisionist account’, which according to Davies, he suggests that this is an extension of state control over the vulnerable people in society, which can be seen through the eyes of oppressed and the poor working classes, and could still be seen in today’s way of policing although to a much lesser scale than before. 
Davies goes on further to suggest that this ‘Revisionist account’ was a way of the ‘Upper classes’ keeping the working class down and out, and they couldn't be touched because of their wealth and privileges. (Davies et al 2005:142)

Reiner also talks about how the ‘Orthodox account’ catered to the higher classes, and the need for reform within the police was great, he stated that in a quotation written by Critchley (1978:21);

             “The need for police reform as a straightforward rational response to the                      twin pressures of urban and industrial revolution. These about new                              problems of order which were met by the new police. ’The breakdown in                    law and order marched in step with the progress of the industrial revolution’                (Reiner et al 2010:40)
A case to back this up would be;below,
One of the key cases for this, can be found in the case of ‘Henry Fielding’ who in 1748 created the ‘Bow street runners’ as a deterrent for criminals. This was a key moment as this saw a massive drop in crime rates, I.e. robbers, thieves and highwaymen, and as a result of this, a president was set for more active ‘Door to door’ policing strategy. (J. M. Beattie. 2012)

One of the first key ideas to improve policing within the UK was developed by Sir Robert Peel who created the nine principles of policing which can still be seen in some forms in today’s standard of policing. One of the first aims was to create a standard of policing for them to exist and work effectively to prevent crime and disorder throughout the UK. His aims were;

                              PRINCIPLE 1: “The basic mission for which the police exist is to                                 prevent crime and disorder.”

                              PRINCIPLE 2: “The ability of the police to perform their duties is                                  dependent upon public approval of police actions.”

                              PRINCIPLE 3: “Police must secure the willing cooperation of the                                public in voluntary observance of the law to be able to secure                                     and maintain the respect of the public.”

                              PRINCIPLE 4: “The degree of cooperation of the public that can                                  be secured diminishes proportionately to the necessity of the use                               of physical force.”

                             PRINCIPLE 5: “Police seek and preserve public favour not by                                     catering to the public opinion but by constantly demonstrating                                     absolute impartial service to the law.”

                             PRINCIPLE 6: “Police use physical force to the extent necessary                               to secure observance of the law or to restore order only when the                               exercise of persuasion, advice and warning is found to be                                           insufficient.”

                             PRINCIPLE 7: “Police, at all times, should maintain a relationship                               with the public that gives reality to the historic tradition that the                                     police are the public and the public are the police; the police                                       being only members of the public who are paid to give full-time                                   attention to duties which are incumbent on every citizen in the                                     interests of community welfare and existence.”

                            PRINCIPLE 8: “Police should always direct their action strictly                                    towards their functions and never appear to usurp the powers of                                  the judiciary.”

                            PRINCIPLE 9: “The test of police efficiency is the absence of                                      crime and disorder, not the visible evidence of police action in                                      dealing with it.” (Peel 1829)

One of the key factors behind this notion of this act being extremely effect, was because it was and can be seen in use in cases from at least the year 2000 as the Police and Crime Commissioner for New York, William J. Bratton stated that;
                      “I carry these with me everywhere. My bible.” (William J. Bratton 2014)

William J. Bratton was a disciple of Robert Peel and his teachings through his ‘Zero Tolerance’ view on policing “Confident Policing”, which seen through various statistical analysis can be proved effective in all matters of crime. An initial look into their effectiveness can be seen through the public having confidence in the people in law enforcement being able to their job correctly, which is suggested by one of the authors Norman Dennis.
He went onto suggest that a zero-tolerance view on police is a good thing sue to being able to “Nip things in the bud”, preventing sub- crime elements such as anti-social behaviour, showing that the authorities are in control. Norman Dennis also suggested that in order to make this work they had to prevent a broken- down and negligent environment that the viewpoint from the public have on the police at the time, which spirals into crime and disorder. In more simpler terms, Norman Dennis alongside other writers I.e. Willam J. Bratton suggests that being able to show the face of policemen on the streets I.e. patrols, will therefore deter criminal activities somewhat.
The second part of principle that they would use in New York, led by William J.Bratton, would use a tolerant approach to smaller rooted crime, using low intensity method and the use of “Give and take” method in order to have a good social correspondence with the public, and in wider terms the police would have “Bigger fish to fry”.
The third approach that the New York police would use would be at a a low level of control of the situation then a zero-tolerance move can make all the difference. This can be in response to petty crime such as vandalism, Graffiti and low-level public disorder. (Dennis et al 1998)







PACE- 
The Justice system before the introduction of PACE wasn't as effective and correct as it is in today’s law and order towards investigations and suspects from the public. A case to show this can be seen in the form of Steven Kitscko, who was the main suspect in the case of the murdered Leslie Molseed, who was kidnapped and carried her up a steep hillside and then stabbed her 12 times before performing a sex act over her body. Once Steven Kitscko was a suspect, the police at the time were looking for anyone who was male and was an easy target for the case to be buried. 
The police at the time were trying their best to pin the blame on Steven Kitscko. The way of detention and questioning pre- PACE was governed by “Judges rules act 1912” during this time the police exercised their powers with almost no restraint or control, they’re effectiveness was great due to the methods that they would use, as there was no requirement for legal advice to be given to the suspect from a solicitor and there wasn't a limit on a detention time for the criminal, which in today’s PACE act 1984 is a maximum of 24 hours, compared to the pre-PACE rules, which elapsed into two days of questioning.
One of the methods that the police used on Steven Kitscko was an oppressive technique. This consisted of sleep deprivation I.e. “you can sleep for a while, once you’ve given us an answer”. 
Other methods consisted of violence and threats made towards the clients in order to create a false confession or statement made in order to leave the police station as they would have been subjected to harsh conditions pre- Police and criminal evidence act 1984.
This form of miscarriage of justice worked on Steven Kitscko as he was an easy target as he was a vulnerable adult. Under today’s PACE law then a consenting and appropriate adult would need to be present for the police to conduct an interview.
This can be defined under the “The welfare of vulnerable people in police custody” report which defines having an appropriate adult as someone who has the role of safeguarding the person in question I.e. Parent/Guardian or social worker. (HMIC 2015)
In continuation, Kitscko was jailed in 1975 for 16 years as a result of a false confession have gave as he didn’t understand what he was getting accused of, as he just wanted to go home.
He stated while wrongly imprisoned; 
                       "I am in prison for a crime I have not committed. I am missing                                        my mother very much....

                       I hope there will be a happy ending." (Kitscko 2010)





The Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 or more commonly known as (PACE) as stated by the Government cover a range of aspects such as:
· Stop and search
· Arrest
· Detention
· Investigation
· Identification
· Interviewing detainees (Government 2013)

These key ideas prevent any form of miscarriages of justice to take place or at least significantly reduce it. 
PACE was created and divided into section codes, each representing their own value and correspondence to law.

PACE Code A- Gives police statutory powers in order to carry out Stop and Search procedures
PACE Code B- Gives the police a right to search and seize property that is found to be involved in an investigation on the person or premises that they reside in.
PACE Code C- Key difference to the Steven Kitscko case, as this PACE code gives the police officers a handbook on the rights of detention, treatment and questioning of a suspect in custody.
PACE Code D- Requirement for identification by the person under detainment for police officer to identify the suspect.
PACE Code E- Allows the audio recording of questioning under detention with the suspect at a police station, which wasn’t the case in the case of Steven Kitscko.
PACE Code F- Allows the visual recording of interviews with the suspect at a police station, which be used to protect the officers as well as the suspect of suspected malpractice or injury on either side. 
PACE Code G- Gives the power of arrest to police officers
PACE Code H- The right to detain and question an individual in question, as well as the correct treatment given I.e. given 8 hours of rest and recuperation before further questioning.  (Department of Justice 1989)

Although there is some reservation about PACE, as for one, it could vastly increase police powers at the expense of civil liberties of the public, I.e. not having a say to why there are being “Stop and Searched”. Another reservation would be generating bureaucracy and impeding the effectiveness of police actions, I.e. increase in crime rate as a result, which could yet again affect the public viewpoint on the police due to the hindrance of the act, and the restriction in place for police officers.



One of the Key reasons to why this exist primarily exists is to help of support those who are vulnerable as seen above in the case of Steven Kitscko and prevent miscarriages of justice which can be seen, other miscarriages of justice which can be seen would be (R v Shivers and Duffy [2012] NICC), which is under the PACE act, yet a miscarriage of justice has occurred. As Colin Francis Duffy and Brian Patrick Shivers, were convicted of two counts of murder, six counts of attempted murder and the possession of two firearms with intent to endanger life.
They were apparently “Determined” to kill as many people as possible, both civilians and Army personnel. Further on in the case they are they couldn’t really present an identity to the person who could have been in the car that appeared to shoot at the guards going to get the pizza that they ordered, they determined that he was at the very least in the car beforehand, which isn’t sufficient evidence. The prosecution’s case also based their argument on that, Duffy would have been involved with the preparation of the attack. The judge stated that;
                        
                                “Given the strength of the profile in this case, and the findings, I                                   would say that it’s more likely the individual had worn the item”.                                   (THE QUEEN -vCOLIN FRANCIS DUFFY AND                                                             BRIAN PATRICK SHIVERS 2012)


Overall the case stated that Duffy should be found not guilty whereas Shivers was to be found guilty as he was the person who set fire to the Cavalier played a massive part in the murderous attack. Shivers was later convicted of the of death of the Cavalier and was found guilty on both indictments.


Conclusion:
The overall conclusion to this assignment is that regarding PACE Act 1984, there is a massive benefit to having it present in today’s law, due to an increase in standards of policing and the forever improving cycle that can be developed due to this act aiding and protecting the suspect and the interviewer regarding legal standpoints. Of course, there will be instances that may fall short of the standards of policing and the judicial process as stated above, cause of human nature mistakes will be made, it is the fact that there is only a minority of cases that happen to be falling short. Whereas pre-PACE the number of cases similar to Steven Kitscko can be seen everywhere, due to the police just wanting to pin a crime on someone who that can take advantage of and someone who fits the bill of the crime, for example previous offences the person may have.
The introduction of adding an appropriate adult into a detaining and questioning situation where there is a clearly vulnerable adult in the equation, is a key aspect that was introduced as up until today, has played no doubt a massive part in the judicial system and will continue going forward.
PACE makes things clearer from the standpoint of the police as well as the public and ensures a safety barrier for any mistakes made which can be seen above.
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