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Outline what is meant by the integrity of the evidence and by using a specific example, describe how this may be ensured.
The essence of what is meant by the term ‘integrity’ is portrayed excellently as ‘’The principle which must be demonstrated to show that the evidence is as it was when recovered and that no unaccountable interference has occurred to it from the crime scene, throughout any examination to the ultimate destination of the court room. The honesty and accountability of evidence’’ (Moore 2015, pp. xvi). From the very moment a crime has been identified, it is crucial for the forensic team to be extremely cautious and prepared in terms of contamination and ensuring evidence is pure for it to be viable to present in the court room. One of the key golden rules that plays a significant role for a scene investigator is Continuity which implies to the chain of evidence, which follows a strict process of maintaining the purity of evidence. For instance, within the chain of evidence if a signature is not shown or evidence has not been resealed from the crime scene to the court room; this would therefore make the evidence untrustworthy or in other words the evidence would have lost its integrity. 
In addition to what is meant by the integrity of evidence, contamination which is one of the other golden rules plays a significant role within the examination of evidence. It is almost evident that one needs to safeguard evidence against contamination which is realistically the basis of forensic science. For example, wearing suits to ensure nothing goes into the crime scene from the outside. The essence of integrity is highly crucial in crime cases as they can determine whether a person is guilty or innocent. This is highlighted by Moore as she states ‘’the key principles that should be foremost in an investigator’s mind when handling any exhibits are those of accuracy, detailed, concise recording of item specifics and the principles of continuity and integrity’’ (Moore 2015, pp 87).
The example chosen was due to curious minds and inability to encompass the thought that the famous OJ Simpson was found not guilty despite the unsurmountable evidence targeted at him. This is a very obvious choice to use as an example, however it being the case of the century, I believed it would be fitting to portray how integrity of evidence could have been ensured more professionally and handled with extreme measures in this specific crime case. The OJ Simpson murder trial is all too familiar with crime fanatics and especially with the Kardashians as a social norm with today’s society. The murder trial lasted eight long months where evidence was tried and dismissed, the following murder case will explore the misconduct of evidence made by the forensics team; such as ‘’the police investigator not wearing protective gloves’’ when dealing with the blood found in the crime scene. The collection of blood from the gloves is one other point to raise where the validity of the evidence was contested as its integrity was compromised, this was especially emphasised as the police investigators who were first at the crime scene moved the bloody glove which was later used by the defence team that it was planted by the police investigators against Simpson, therefore implying a lack of professionalism from the forensics team which was later proved true. This illustrates the fault and mistakes of the crime investigators in the handling of evidence where they should have instead involved the forensics team with the correct equipment to do their job and avoid any contamination of evidence. 
The Forensics team did not find the blood-stained socks in OJ Simpson’s bedroom until two months into the trial which shows poor skills from the team. This could have been ensured if a thorough procedure had taken place before hand and multiple times after that, given that this was portrayed as a pre-meditated double murder. The utter lack of correct protection and collection of the evidence only highlights the mistakes by the police investigators who took ‘a sample of OJ’s blood to the crime scene’ which was later suggested as planting evidence against Simpson again. 
The evidence should have ideally gone through the continuity procedure excellently without any fault or reckless mistakes being made. In the matter of discussing how integrity should be ensured, ever since the OJ Simpson trial and their reckless mistakes by crime investigators. Forensic and crime scene investigators are not allowed to be directly in contact with the evidence but special trainees are required to be there. In order to carry out the examination of evidence, scans and rules that police officers or anyone withholding evidence are not permitted to enter the crime scene again. This shows that in terms of the collection and protection of evidence is now being done thoroughly to ensure the integrity of it. 
A very recent case of Stephen Lawrence also explores an especially evident example of contamination of evidence. This mainly involves a cross-contamination case by two police officers which included a contamination of possible fibres from clothing of theirs or either the victim or suspect. The article stated that ‘’the searchers did not wear forensic suits’’ and that ‘’many officers did not wear gloves’’ (The Telegraph, 2018) which indicates an apparent problem in the eyes of the court in determining the cross-contamination of evidence. The integrity of evidence has clearly been compromised and is not of use anymore due to its contamination of mis-handled conduct. 
Evidence when asked to be collected and analysed, needs the utmost attention and care when handling and collecting evidence from a crime scene. In terms of OJ Simpson’s case, the forensic technicians made careless mistakes that caused the evidence provided to be tainted, also because of the evidence made during the investigation by the officers. The outcome of a case is highly dependant on the amount of evidence that is viable and if there are no cross-contaminations or storage of evidence done incorrectly such as the Simpson’s gloves. The integrity of evidence in the Simpson case could have been ensured if different bags were used in the collection of hairs and fibres from the crime scene and the blood that was found was placed in hot temperatures for storage which proved very unfruitful and therefore caused contamination and grow bacteria.  It is vital to have ‘’accurate record-keeping and appropriate packaging techniques’’ in order to ensure ‘’the continuity and integrity of exhibits’’ (Moore 2015, pp 87). 
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