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The Police and Criminal Evidence Act was created in 1984 and is more commonly recognised as PACE. PACE addresses the relationship amid the police and the community and more precisely the rights the public obtain in partnership with the authority of the police and identifies the process the police take in relation to certain duties regarding the community. Trying to uphold that affiliation is the crucial purpose of PACE. The Police and Criminal Evidence Act covers a disparity of practices including detentions, study, stop and examinations interrogating detainees and identification (UK Government, 2019). Many question whether miscarriages of justice will ever be completely abolished in the United Kingdom since when the Police and Criminal Evidence act was introduced a lot of people assumed miscarriages of justice could not take place again due to its code of practices. All interrogation sessions with suspects are obliged to be carried out in a police station and tape recorded according to PACE but this does not relate to conversations had elsewhere. For example, casual interviews and conversations had in the car when the suspect is primarily detained, this is recognized as the car seat confession which is not a new challenge for the police which can become a huge difficulty in trials for officers who have broken the PACE legislature (Kaye, 1997). Additionally, part of this legislature are the Codes of Practice which the police should contemplate while carrying out everyday responsibilities within their role. One of the numerous objectives of the Police and Criminal Evidence Act is to prevent miscarriages of justice and create an equal balance and partnership between the human rights of the members of public and the authority the police hold (Trevelyan, 2019). There are eight codes of practice ranging from A through to H which address diverse fragments of a police officer role. Code A addresses the police’s statuary authority to exercise stop and searches whereas code B is the police’s ability to undertake examinations of properties as well as the removal of any property required, uncovered on the individual or their grounds. Code D is essentially the identification of an individual by a member of the force and code G is the statuary supremacy of detention by the police (Department of Justice, 2019). Code C is the code of practice which correlates to the protection of vulnerable defendants particularly within interviewing circumstances. Both code E and F relate to the auditory and visual recordings of interviews and apply to all instances and all offenders. Code F also explicitly states that the police are under no requirement to make a visual video recording, finally code H is in regard to the detention of accused (Cochrane, 2019).
When PACE is not strictly followed it can lead to criminal accountability even for officers working on cases who think they’re doing the moral thing and any evidence that has been uncovered which has not followed the PACE practices can be disallowed when at trial. This can be perfectly demonstrated in the case of Sian O’Callaghan and Becky Godden-Edwards involving officer Steve Fulcher who breaks code C of the Police and Criminal Evidence Act (Mitchell, 2019). 
Steve Fulcher lost his career solving the Sian O’Callaghan case in 2011 when found guilty of gross misconduct. Sian O’Callaghan was murdered by taxi driver Christopher Halliwell yet when Steve Fulcher solved the crime he was penalised for his conduct. It was later discovered that Fulcher acted upon instinct that Halliwell was accountable for additional murders but when questioning him took him to a field in the Wiltshire countryside to discuss this deprived of access to a lawyer or cautioning him beforehand (Martin, 2019). Detective superintendent Steve Fulcher’s extremely informal talk with Halliwell broke code C of PACE which addresses an individual’s right in relation to interviews and custody against the police. Three years after Sian’s murder in 2014 the Independent Police Complaints Commission found Fulcher guilty of gross misconduct. Halliwell claimed while on trial in court that Fulcher had threatened his family in order to get his confession hence his confession was provoked under force. Consequently, the evidence attained by Fulcher against Halliwell in relation to the second murder of victim Becky Godden-Edwards was considered inadmissible in court (Lewis, 2017). Huge controversy surrounded Fulcher’s decision to refrain from telling Halliwell his rights or allowing him access to a solicitor in a police station when arrested. Fulcher decided to have an intimate one-to-one between himself and the suspect Christopher Halliwell as he believed there was a direct threat to life with the supposition that Sian O Callaghan was still alive but possibly not for much longer. However, Fulcher had not cautioned him which is one of the crucial codes of practice according to the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984. It has since been deliberated whether Fulcher’s verdicts throughout the investigation of this case was genius policing and totally unlawful (ITV, 2019). Despite this mother of Becky Godden-Edwards has quoted according to Tweedy, 2019;
I never blamed him. He brought Becky back to me. (Accessed 6th November 2019). 
An additional illustration of a miscarriage of justice which was before the PACE legislature is Stefan Kiszko who spent sixteen years in detention for a crime he did not commit in 1976. He was depicted as a giant of a man at age twenty-three years old who suffered from immaturity due to his testicles not being completely developed. Kiszko admitted to the paedophilic killing of an eleven-year-old girl named Lesley Molseed in 1975 after only two days of interrogation with no lawyer present. He later attempted revoking his confession, but his solicitor David Waddington ran an alibi of homicide through diminished responsibility. Coincidently it was Waddington who directed the case to be reopened following a lengthy campaign by Kiszko’s mother in 1990. There was scientific testimony discovered that Kiszko was physically incompetent of leaving sperm at the scene of the crime to which three Appeal Court board of judges invalidated his imprisonment in 1992. This case is an obvious demonstration of why the Police and Criminal Evidence act was established as now corresponding to code C there must be a lawyer present in relation to all suspects and incidents but notably those who may be deemed a more vulnerable defendant (McSmith, 2007). 
The Police and Criminal Evidence Act was reviewed in 2007 which had diminutive result, but the boundaries and success of PACE can be questioned (Zander, 2011). After several reviews there have been numerous claims in improving the PACE act including giving the police authority to enter properties to arrest for offences formerly considered arrestable. It has likewise been considered to remove the necessity for officers to be in uniform when entering the premises for the purpose of an arrest (Criminal Law Solicitors’ Association, 2019). It has similarly been discovered through analysis of stop and search records that in England and Wales the police use of their authorities are excessively prejudiced against black and Asian individuals. London produces the majority of needless stops and searches, yet other areas still misuse their powers in regard to stop and searches against Asian and black people. Areas in the UK such as Dorset, Hampshire and Leicestershire all have high black/white disproportionality proportions. The Commission moving onward aim to monitor the police thoroughly in relation to stop and searches. The Commission aim to see a clear decrease in race prejudice in the use of stop and searches nationally as well as a drop in the number of unnecessary stop and searches carried out on black and Asian individuals this can therefore lead to miscarriages of justice involving prejudice (Woolley and Van Bueren, 2019). The investigative functions of the police such as imprisonment, detention and stop and search will interfere with the community’s civil authorities. To attain this stability among the people and the police the PACE act allowed the police to know their limitations and powers required to operate effectively while keeping the encroachment of an individual’s human rights to a bare minimum. The Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 was created to deal with these basic challenges. PACE is a substantial portion of the criminal justice system for the victim, defendant and police. Despite this there are still issues regarding the legislature in relation to the powers the police obtain particularly in light of current political and social developments. Numerous people additionally question whether or not the victim’s interests are reassured by the PACE act (Benz, 2012).
On the other hand, various members of the community have an enormous amount of appreciation and respect for the PACE act as it stands and believe it does prevent miscarriages of justice. Nonetheless, others argue that the framework and arrangement of the act could be amended to some extent. There was acknowledgment that particular police powers could be improved (Home Office, 2008). In section one hundred and seventeen of PACE it offers the assigned criminal investigative officers with the power to use sufficient force if exercising a power authorized by PACE such as a detention or a stop and search. This could be seen as an advantage of the Police and Criminal Evidence act since it can lessen the challenge for police officers carrying out these tasks when dealing with problematic individuals (Home Office, 2017). 
A miscarriage of justice can be a direct consequence of numerous things such as fabrication of evidence, poor identification, non-disclosure of evidence, unreliable admissions from defendants through force by police, psychological uncertainty or misdirection during trial by a judge. The Police and Criminal Evidence Act gave the police force guidelines in accordance to dealing with victims and suspects (BBC, 2019). PACE has been formerly notorious to criticism by public libertarians but has been at the forefront of withstanding the contemporary values of equality between the police and the community. Prior to the Police and Criminal Evidence act the legislation in place to protect defendants were disjointed and inaccurate which led to countless mistakes being made resulting in a bigger risk of unjust convictions classically based upon forced confessions (Elks, 2008). There have been a range of broadly publicised miscarriages of justice cases such as The Guildford Four, Birmingham Six and the Maguire Seven. Many people consider a pre-PACE world to be the grounds behind these miscarriages of justice, but others argue this is too straightforward as the investigation of a crime is merely one small piece of the criminal justice structure (Evans, 1993). 
The Maguire family were a family of four who were mistakenly convicted for two IRA bombings in 1974. The family consisted of parents Annie and Patrick and two sons named Vincent and Patrick aged sixteen and thirteen, all of whom were arrested in suspicion of association in the Guildford attacks. Seven individuals were convicted as well as Annie and her husband who were sentenced to fourteen years each, their children who were jailed for five years, Anne Maguire’s brother named Sean Smyth, a family acquaintance and her brother in law Guiseppe Conlon were all imprisoned for twelve-year sentences separately (BBC, 2018). The police investigating the case found no proof of involvement from any of the seven accused and sentenced. They took swabs samples from beneath the fingernails of the family and using forensic examinations claimed the family had handled the dangerous explosive nitro-glycerine which was afterwards discredited in court (Holt, 2010). 
The Guildford four is another miscarriage of justice in which innocent individuals spent fifteen years in prison for a crime they did not commit. On October the 19th 1989 a bomb detonated in an English pub killing five people. It was later reported that the innocently convicted suffered horrendous torment and pressure from the police for information and forced to sign confessions (Hill, 2019). Throughout the mid 1970’s there were so many miscarriages of justice in which confessions were fashioned forcefully and ingeniously and those who made the confessions publicized that they had been coerced by equally physical and mental mistreatment from the police. This could perhaps be where PACE stems from which are what numerous individuals consider (Murphy, 2017). 
Lastly, Birmingham Six was the worst terrorist attack the United Kingdom had faced preceding to the 7/7 attacks in London. The bombs detonated in two local town pubs in the city centre on the 21st of November 1974 which resulted in the killing of twenty-one people and the injury of one hundred and eighty-two others. In 1975 six individual males were found accountable of these attacks and were sentenced to sixteen years imprisonment (Payton, 2016). According to Clifford, 2016; 
The police told us from the start that they knew we hadn’t done it. (Accessed 5th November 2019).
They were furthermore told they were not concerned with who had committed these crimes but that they had been chosen and were going to be framed by the police in order to keep the community content. The police were under vast pressure from the public to catch the Birmingham six killers and the selected six were subject to relentless ill-treatment before four of the individuals signed statements confessing and implicating all six (Clifford, 2016). It has now been discovered that on arrest the six men were subjected to ridicule executions, threatened, scalded with cigarettes and beaten. They were evidently bruised and cut when escorted from the police station to the magistrate’s court and solicitors who witnessed this failed to register their wounds. Within an hour of being in prison they were attacked by a team of prison officers, the confirmation necessary to establish in the future that the confessions had been physically forced out of the defendants while in police custody had been obliterated (Peirce, 2011). 
The Criminal Cases Review Commission (CCRC) was founded in 1997 prior to a recommendation of the Royal Commission on Criminal Justice (1993) as an independent organisational scheme to examine potential miscarriages of justice. The CCPC have since then been swarmed with possible miscarriages of justice with reports intensifying to over a thousand a year compared to the eight hundred expected referrals they estimated. Between April 1997 and April 2007, the Criminal Cases Review Commission have received over nine thousand applications which may possibly lead to questions as to whether or not the PACE act is effective as this could be confirmation that it is not and has various boundaries (Eady, 2009). According to the Criminal Cases Review Commission, 2019; 
We have the power to refer criminal cases back to an appeal court for a fresh appeal and, if we do, the appeal court must hear the appeal (Accessed 7th November 2019). 
In conclusion there have not been a lot of amendments made to the Police and Criminal Evidence Act since it was established and put into place in 1984 but throughout 2019 there have been two key alterations to the stop and search procedures. Police forces around the United Kingdom have been instructed not to adhere to Best Use of Stop and Search Scheme or more commonly recognised as BUSSS and their guidance on no suspicion examinations. The College of Policing are additionally re-drafting their direction on integration and interaction for stop and searches. The UK Government have contended that these adjustments are vital in assisting the police in confronting aggressive offenses (Brown, 2019).
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