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Policing the Public


Police Legitimacy 
Evaluate the success and limitations of the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 in preventing Miscarriages of Justice.  
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This assignment will assess the powers provided to police under the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 (PACE) and the guidance provided in the Codes of Practice, the success and limitations of this Act will be discussed through the explanation and comparison of case studies which happened before and after PACE was introduced. The United Kingdom’s public lost all confidence and trust within the Criminal Justice System, therefore The Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 (PACE) was introduced and the Act created Codes of Practice for police behaviour to be controlled in an attempt to gain the British public’s confidence for the police force. The main purpose of this Act is to balance both the police force and public. Ensuring that the police force use their flatform and their power fairly and respectfully, as well as allowing the public to have their rights and freedom (GOV.UK, 2020). Since the introduction of PACE Act 1984 many changes have been made, such as the right to legal representation for suspects, limits on detention before charge and authorised audio recording of all suspect interviews (Griffiths, 2012). In order to safeguard the police and allow them to have statutory rights, PACE provides Codes of Practice which gives strict rules and guidelines on how an investigation should be conducted by Police Officers (College of Policing, 2013). These codes are divided into eight main sections labelled from A to H and refer to all contacts between the Police Force and the public in the training of certain police powers. These Codes of Practise cover; A- Stop and Search, B- Search of premises, C- Detention, treatment and questioning of suspects, D- Identification, E-Audio only recording interviews, F- Visual audio recordings or interviews, G- Arrest and H- Detention, treatment and questioning of terrorist group (Bryant and Bryant, 2021a, p.68). Ensuring that detectives and Police Officers handle obtained evidence and treat suspects lawfully with no mistreatment or any form of intimidation assisting the prevention of injustice (Miller, 2019). When a Police Officer fails to follow the statements of the Codes of Practice it makes them accountable to criminal or civil proceedings. For example, when evidence from an investigation of any criminal offence has been obtained by the Police and they have not adhered to PACE, it can cause complications and is unacceptable to be mentioned in court as it can go against the defendant (In Brief, 2021). Disciplinary action can be taken out against an officer if there has been a breach agsinst a Code of Practice. Evidence can also be disallowed or deemed unfair in the court of law if it is proven that a Code of Practice has been broken aswell as the officer being made liable of criminal doings (Bryant and Bryant, 2021b, p. 69).
 
Before PACE Act in 1984 there were many miscarriages of justice cases which came into effect. The reason for these circumstances was that the police could get away with committing an offence while investigating in a case due to the absence of a statute such as PACE. The Police would commonly cause unreliable or false confessions as a result of suspects being coerced by police pressure, threat, violence, psychological or mental instability or a combination of all (Williamson, Milne and Savage, 2009, p.25). Certain judges may favour prosecution evidence rather than acting as fair judges, some of these acts by the police had been claimed to be used in the cases Birmingham Six and Cardiff Three whereby the conduct of the trial was producing miscarriages (Griffiths, 2012). Another common factor where miscarriage of justice takes place is through the act of terrorism and racism, where black people are wrongly convicted, most of the time they are in the wrong place at the wrong time (Vega, 2017). Many case studies such as the Oval Underground Station prove that defendants were wrongly accused and convicted on the evidence of a corrupt Police Officer. Known as the Oval Four, Winston Trew, Sterling Christie, George Griffiths and Constantine Omar Boucher were arrested at Oval underground station in 1972 for assaulting a police officer and attempt of theft of a handbag (Brazell, 2019). However, these men were framed and wrongly convicted due to a racist Police Officer named Derek Ridgewell. These men were later released by the Lord Chief Justice Lord Burnett, Mrs Justice McGowan and Sir Roderick Evans, they quashed the three men’s convictions at a brief hearing in London after 47 years (Dearden, 2019). Lord Burnett stated
 “an accumulating body of evidence that points to the fundamental unreliability of evidence given by DS Ridgewell ... and others of this specialist group” (Dearden, 2019).
This goes against code D of the PACE Act 1984 as identification of the suspects by police officers should be protected as a right before and after the arrest (Bryant and Bryant, 2021 (b), p.69). However, this miscarriage of justice happened before the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984. According to Burke (2017) innocent black people are seven times more likely to be convicted than white and police misconduct is 22% more likely to be a factor of involvement of an African American individual.  
The Birmingham Six pub bombing on 21st of November 1974 was the worst terrorist attack ever to hit Britain before the London bombings in 2005, this attack killed 21 people in total and injured 182 (Payton, 2016). The Mulberry Bush pub was struck at 8:15pm and ten minutes later the Tavern in the Town went off, these were two local pubs located in the city centre of Birmingham. The bombing attacks were part of the ongoing conflict between British government and the Irish Republican Army which represented Northern Ireland (Nasar and Schaffer, 2019, p. 1008). The British government prohibited the IRA from the whole of United Kingdom just a few days after the Birmingham attack. British authorities arrested and interrogated the IRA members responsible for the bombings who were six Irish men named Paddy Hill, Gerry Hunter, Johnny Walker, Hugh Callaghan, Richard McIlkenny and Billy Power who were all found guilty and spent 17 years in prison (Lissaman, 2011). However, they were not members of the IRA organization and this case was one of the worst miscarriages of justice seen in Britain. 
Throughout trial these men maintained their innocence and continued to fight for their freedom and human rights. However, they were ignored and were coerced by physical and psychological abuse to sign confessions which four of the defendants did (History, 1991). After the men were arrested, they were detained and interrogated in interviewing for twelve hours. According to Pierce (2011) these men were shackled naked to a chair by one too many interviewees and had been suffocated with a plastic bag to force a confession. Paddy Hill states that he was "tortured and framed" on arrest, the Irish men were beaten, subjected to mock executions, threatened, and burnt with cigarettes. When the defendants were transferred from the Police Station to the Magistrates courts, there were visible cuts and bruises which solicitors identified but did not provide legal aid (Pierce, 2011). Many officers from the 70’s lacked training as most of the officers who entered the interviewing room assumed guilt and were contrary to popular belief and were clearly unskilled as interviewers (Griffiths, 2012). During this case there were clear signs of fabricated evidence and oppression which happened before the introduction of the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984. The behaviour of the Police officers in this case goes against the PACE Act 1984 as well as Human Rights Act 1998 and Equality Act 2010. According to the Home Office (2018) Code C of the Police and Criminal evidence Act 1984 revises the code of practice for the detention, treatment and questioning of persons by police officers. The code states that reasonable standard of physical comfort and care should be met by the police officers. Code E of the PACE Act covers the audio only recording of interviews and Code F covers the visual audio recording of interviews. Which is a huge success factor for the Justice system as in cases prior to the PACE Act Police Officers could get away with beating and causing physical trauma to defendants. However, the success of this Act introducing audio and visual recordings in an interviewing room the chances of abuse to a defendant would be very limited as it will be recorded for evidence and prosecutions can be made (Bryant and Bryant, 2021. p.69). 
Lynette White was found in her flat with multiple stab wounds and throat slit in James Street, in the Butetown district of Cardiff in 1988 (BBC News, 2003). Her murder led to one of the largest judicial scandals of the last half century and the largest ever trial of British police officers. Known as Cardiff Three, Yusef Abdullahi, Stephen Miller and Anthony Paris were convicted of Lynette White’s murder however this case was a gross miscarriage of justice (Campbell, 2012). The Home Office secretary states that this case was “one of the worst miscarriages of justice in our criminal justice system” (Dodd, 2017). The initial search was for a dark-haired white man which was seen leaving the scene stated eyes witnesses. However, an arrest was made in 1990 with three men none being white and jailed for life with very little evidence. Causing accusations of racism and discrimination towards the three men as there was no mention of a black man by any of the eyewitnesses. Along with three others named Marl Grommek, Angela Pasila and Leanne Vilday who worked with Lynne White, they were convicted of perjury. However, they were bullied by the police to make false statements towards the three men (Hughes, 2009). These men were innocent for murder due to corruption in the disappearance of crucial evidence, claims were made that fifteen police officers had framed these innocent men due to human error (Fox, 2011). After spending two years in prison their convictions were quashed and they were later released. Similarly, to the Birmingham case, these men were obtained by oppression involving bullying, hostility and intimidation at a level that had horrified judges to sign a confession form by police officers. According to Crime Correspondent Hughes (2009) police officers moulded, manipulated, and fabricated the evidence against all innocent men which forced the men to agree to false accusations. During interrogation Miller repeated multiple times that he was innocent, but officers would violently beat him showing a more hostile and intimidating approach to the interviewing (Socialist Worker, 2013). Crucial documents had been destroyed which had not been disclosed by the defendants, it was later discovered that the ‘destroyed’ documents were found in the office of the Senior Investigating Officer (Gold, 2017). Thirty-four police officers were involved in this case, thirteen were charged with conspiracy to prevent the course of justice and perjury. In 2011 at Swansea Crown Court the trial of eight police officers commenced however was collapsed due to the prosecution offering no evidence and they walked free from the Court (Fox, 2011). This case was an example of the limitations of the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 in preventing miscarriages of justice after it was introduced. Even though PACE was introduced when this case happened there were still miscarriages of justice. Comparing to the Birmingham Six case, the Cardiff Three case went against the PACE Act breaking the codes of practice of code C- Detention, treatment and questioning of suspects where suspects are liable to be treated with care whilst in custody. The custody staff have the responsibility and duty to communicate with defendants, keep written records and visit the defendant at least every 30 minutes to check up on interrogation level (College of Policing, 2013). The behaviour of the police interviews conducted during this case were a clear example of how to breach PACE (Fox, 2011). 
To conclude this assignment research has shown that profound evidence proved that there were many miscarriages of justice in cases prior to the introduction of the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984. It is clear that action had to be taken to prevent such unlawful conduct being allowed to carry on within the Police Service. The introduction of this Act had to change the way some police officers conducted and abused their role and power. Following the introduction of PACE there is evidence of improvement in the way in which Police forces around the UK conduct and handle cases. Officers are fully aware of the consequences they face if there is any kind of breach of the Codes of Practice. However there has been a case whereby a miscarriage of justice took place since 1984 and the introduction of PACE. The Cardiff three case was highly publicised to purposely gain the public’s attention and trust in the way the Criminal Justice System corrected the wrongful convictions of three innocent men for the murder of Lynne White and the full investigation into the handling of the case by the police officers involved at the time. 
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