Discuss what is meant by the ‘integrity’ of evidence and using examples illustrate the impact of failures in the UK Criminal Justice system.

[bookmark: _GoBack]Maintaining integrity in evidence is one of the most important aspects of the UK Criminal Justice system. Without this, our court cases would be reduced to simply trusting the word of the prosecution and the defence. Tampering with evidence incorporates a wide range of offences, from intimidating witnesses to perverting the cause of justice. The integrity of evidence must be retained, hence officers wearing gloves at crime scenes, bagging evidence and rigorous paperwork surrounding each recovered piece of evidence. Without integrity within the evidence for a case, it is common cause for mistrial, wrongful conviction or acquittal. In cases such as that of Peter Sutcliffe, the massive complications caused by mishandling or corrupting evidence is too great a risk to ever take again. Exploring the devastating impact caused by misconduct within this case study reveals just how important good policework is. 
My primary focus for this essay will be the evidentiary trail left by the crimes of Peter Sutcliffe, also known as the Yorkshire Ripper. Sutcliffe, born 1946, murdered 13 women and injured 9 more[footnoteRef:1] between 1975 and 1980, and his case was infamous for misogyny, police misconduct, and victim blaming. Seven of Sutcliffe’s victims were sex workers[footnoteRef:2], leading to an incredible lack of effort in the hunt to catch him. Two hundred and sixty-eight thousand names were classed as potential suspects, and five million four hundred thousand vehicle registration plates were potential evidence[footnoteRef:3]. On the 22nd of May 1981, Peter Sutcliffe was convicted and sentenced to twenty concurrent life sentences, which was increased to a whole life order in 2010[footnoteRef:4]. Despite interviewing Sutcliffe nine times throughout the course of their five-year investigation[footnoteRef:5], he was caught and convicted after confessing of his own volition. In January 1981, police in Sheffield arrested Sutcliffe for driving with false license plates. He was then transferred to the West Yorkshire police department, where was questioned and confessed to his crimes. He claimed the ‘voice of god’ commanded him to murder prostitutes and pleaded not guilty due to diminished responsibility[footnoteRef:6].   [1:  Byford, L., ‘The Yorkshire Ripper Case; Review of the investigation of the case’ (The Byford Report), 1981]  [2:  Wattis, L., ‘Revisiting the Yorkshire Ripper Murders: Interrogating Gender Violence, Sex Work, and Justice’, Feminist Criminology, Vol 12, 2017]  [3:  Wattis, L., ‘Revisiting the Yorkshire Ripper Murders: Interrogating Gender Violence, Sex Work, and Justice’, Feminist Criminology, Vol 12, 2017]  [4:  Williams, L., ‘The Yorkshire Ripper Files: A Very British Crime Story’, BBC Four, 2019]  [5:  Williams, L., ‘The Yorkshire Ripper Files: A Very British Crime Story’, BBC Four, 2019]  [6:  Williams, L., ‘The Yorkshire Ripper Files: A Very British Crime Story’, BBC Four, 2019] 

The incredible misconduct displayed during the case triggered a review into investigative methods called the Byford Report. Not only does this report go into extensive detail regarding the failures of the police department, but It also suggests that there were almost certainly more victims of Peter Sutcliffe that never came to light[footnoteRef:7]. He has been questioned on at least seventeen other murders, but without more evidence the true perpetrator is impossible to know. Treatment, prioritising and integrity of evidence were all major factors why Sutcliffe was free to continue killing, for what may have been up to four years longer than the evidence should have allowed[footnoteRef:8]. Possibly the most damning mistake the police made was their insistence that tapes and letters sent claiming to be from the Yorkshire Ripper were genuine, despite having no proof that they were. Hoax letters and recordings meant that unless handwriting and accents matched, suspects including Peter Sutcliffe were released from questioning without being investigated properly[footnoteRef:9]. The person behind the faked evidence, John Humble, was arrested in 2006, twenty-four years after his crimes, due to saliva matching, and sentenced to eight years in prison for perversion of justice. If the investigation had not been so heavily weighted and reliant upon this false evidence, the real killer may have been caught much earlier.  [7:  Byford, L., ‘The Yorkshire Ripper Case; Review of the investigation of the case’ (The Byford Report), 1981]  [8:  Byford, L., ‘The Yorkshire Ripper Case; Review of the investigation of the case’ (The Byford Report), 1981]  [9:  Williams, L., ‘The Yorkshire Ripper Files: A Very British Crime Story’, BBC Four, 2019] 

Richard McCann, the son of the victim of Sutcliffe’s first fatal attack, Wilma McCann, who was five years old at the time of her death, believes that the attitudes of many from the time were that the victims that were sex workers deserved their fate[footnoteRef:10]. Sutcliffe’s youngest victim, sixteen-year-old Jayne MacDonald, was a babysitter for Richard McCann, a fact which lead him to believe that the Yorkshire Ripper was hunting him personally. This is just one example of how the trauma of these events persisted throughout many people’s lifetimes. The trial of Peter Sutcliffe was in itself a shocking example of the failures of the judicial system within the United Kingdom. The prosecution and defence were given only six days to prepare for a trial that was set to last for at least three weeks, and the chief prosecutor, Sir Michael Havers, was backed into a corner of arguing a case that just days earlier he had denounced in court[footnoteRef:11], summarily that Peter Sutcliffe was not mentally unwell enough to conceivably plead reduced responsibility and accept a manslaughter charge. Much of the evidence presented throughout his trial was handled poorly, partially due to the media sensationalism surrounding the case. Anybody with a story to tell regarding the Yorkshire Ripper was offered large sums of money by the media, which lead to a frequently asked question during the trial – ‘are you presenting this evidence because its true, or because you could receive ten thousand pounds for the tale?’.  [10:  Williams, L., ‘The Yorkshire Ripper Files: A Very British Crime Story’, BBC Four, 2019]  [11:  Byford, L., ‘The Yorkshire Ripper Case; Review of the investigation of the case’ (The Byford Report), 1981] 

This muddied the integrity of both witness statements and testimonies, risking a failure to convict one of the most dangerous criminals in British history. In order to retain integrity within evidence, it is important to minimise any external contact from the time the evidence is collected. If evidence becomes contaminated, it loses weight in court and eventually can lead to mistakes in the trial and conviction of accused criminals. The majority of evidence provided at Sutcliffe’s trial likely would not have been enough for a conviction without his confession. The primary murder weapons, a hammer and a knife, were abandoned in an alleyway after Sutcliffe’s arrest due to the officer performing the arrest allowing Sutcliffe to go around a corner into an alleyway to urinate. If not for the officer having the initiative to return to the scene of Sutcliffe’s arrest and subsequently discovering the weapons, they could have been lost, or contaminated with other DNA that could have lead to Peter Sutcliffe being allowed back onto the streets to murder other women. Throughout the investigation, the investigative team often disregarded statements from women who had been attacked and survived, even going so far as to tell these women that their attacker could not have been the Yorkshire Ripper.[footnoteRef:12] In two cases, the survivors were only acknowledged after Sutcliffe admitted to attacking them after he had already been tried and imprisoned for his other crimes, and he was never formally charged for their attempted murder. This case displays prominently the not only physical but psychological damage that is caused by a failure to properly investigate crimes. Such a widespread epidemic of fear, paranoia and panic will never be forgotten by those who lived through it, whether they were victims or not, every woman in Northern England had their lives changed by such a long and unchecked reign of terror.  [12:  Williams, L., ‘The Yorkshire Ripper Files: A Very British Crime Story’, BBC Four, 2019] 

The effects of such failures within the United Kingdom Criminal Justice system have a far wider impact than it initially appears. The public was presented first one ‘suspect’ then another from the media, which could seriously impact the day to day life of the accused and their families. The increasing desperation of the investigative team lead to many mistakes, as the desire to believe they had a tangible lead caused members of the team to ignore real evidence whenever it did not agree with their own personal theories.[footnoteRef:13] An initial attitude towards the case of apathy due to the victims being sex workers eventually lead to a burden of responsibility upon the police force for the deaths of many of the Yorkshire Rippers victims. Byford states clearly that one of the biggest disadvantages the police faced were the ‘moles’ within the West Yorkshire Police Department that fed confidential information to the press, as well as the reporters who instigated and encouraged such chaos by printing inaccurate and confidential information. The police had to deal with such an overload of information, even though the evidence needed to arrest Peter Sutcliffe was always there, it became lost in a sea of other tips, forensics and hoaxes[footnoteRef:14]. Byford believes that Sutcliffe could, and should, have been caught up to four years and twelve murders before his actual arrest. When the Byford report was released to the public, after some pressure was applied regarding freedom of information, the results still had a massive impact twenty-five years later. The depth into which the report goes, detailing the mistakes, errors, and apathetic attitudes of many senior officers, caused outrage amongst a generation that still felt the remnants of the fear that was living through Peter Sutcliffe’s crimes.  [13:  Williams, L., ‘The Yorkshire Ripper Files: A Very British Crime Story’, BBC Four, 2019]  [14:  Byford, L., ‘The Yorkshire Ripper Case; Review of the investigation of the case’ (The Byford Report), 1981
] 

Whilst there were factors that were uncontrollable and did cause issues within the investigation, the prejudice and societal backlash seen surrounding the case of Peter Sutcliffe has been regarded by many as the main reason for the failure to identify him as even a serious suspect. One of the most disheartening examples of underestimated evidence was the murder of Jean Jordan, aged twenty. This was a particularly unusual murder as there was evidence indicating that the perpetrator of her murder had returned to the scene eight days later, to continue to assault and injure the corpse, even attempting to decapitate Jean’s body. Nine days after her murder, her body was found, and a further six days later, the investigative team discovered Jean’s handbag, with a crucial piece of evidence inside. A freshly printed new five-pound note, given to Jean by her murderer, with an easily traceable serial number. This evidence led to the police interviewing Peter Sutcliffe in his home, after it was found that he was one of the potential employees the new five-pound note had been paid out to. However, when he provided an alibi for both the night of Jean’s death, and the night the murderer revisited the body, which his wife, Sonia Sutcliffe, corroborated, he was not questioned further[footnoteRef:15]. This was the first time Sutcliffe was interviewed, and due to the large amount of evidence being processed, the fact that Sutcliffe’s name cropped up time and time again was left unnoticed for too long. The murder of Jean Jordan carries so much weight due to the fact that Sutcliffe escaping detection in this case was based partially on luck. The discovery of the body only one day after the Ripper had returned to the scene, as well as the five-pound note brought the police so close to catching him and saving the lives of the seven women Peter Sutcliffe went on to murder after Jean Jordan.  [15:  Byford, L., ‘The Yorkshire Ripper Case; Review of the investigation of the case’ (The Byford Report), 1981] 

Throughout the case, a consistent factor is that of the investigative team coming so close to catching Sutcliffe, and then allowing their own prejudices and confidence in their own theories to cloud their judgement and allow the Yorkshire Ripper to continue with his crimes. There was however, one morbidly positive aspect to this horrific case. The investigation into the police misconduct led to a complete overhaul of the investigative techniques and general practice of the police force throughout the country. Sexism and discrimination were such critical self-imposed barriers, and the idea of allowing such a thing to happen again was unthinkable to both the British Government and the British public. Where the United Kingdom Criminal Justice system failed, there was an active effort to restructure and rethink the methods that had failed originally. The growth and development caused by the actions of the Yorkshire Ripper, as well as the negligence of the superior officers surrounding the case, may have eventually been the cause of more lives saved than were taken. However, this does not, and will never, justify the devastating loss of life and security felt throughout the United Kingdom. The most useful source for understanding the feeling of living through these murders, as well as understanding from the perspective of relatives, or surviving victims of the Yorkshire Ripper is the documentary series ‘The Yorkshire Ripper Files; A Very British Crime Story’, by L. Williams. Williams interviews several people whose lives were changed irreparably by the actions of Sutcliffe about what the remember, how they felt, and how the case impacted their lives. 
In conclusion, the case of the Yorkshire Ripper, Peter Sutcliffe, is, unfortunately, an excellent example of the way the Criminal Justice system can fail. Although it has been almost forty years since the confession and conviction of this serial killer, the memories and fear are still prevalent throughout the country, especially in the North. The prejudicial attitudes towards sex workers, people of different races, and women still cause miscarriages of justice even today, but the collective attitude towards this has changed. It is much harder now for serial killers such as Peter Sutcliffe to commit their crimes, as data processing and correlation of evidence has advanced so much in terms of technology and method. The slew of evidence that overwhelmed West Yorkshire Police Department would now be dealt with much more efficiently, and all of this is largely due to the investigation opened into the misconduct within the Yorkshire Ripper case. However, we cannot forget the intense psychological damage that this era caused to an entire generation of women, and we cannot forgive the loss of so many innocent women, and the disrespect with which they were treated even after death[footnoteRef:16].   [16:  Williams, L., ‘The Yorkshire Ripper Files: A Very British Crime Story’, BBC Four, 2019] 
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