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The aim of this essay is to highlight the successes and limitations of The Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 (PACE) in the prevention of Miscarriages in the United Kingdom (UK). It will further show what was in place prior to and after the implementation of PACE. The essay intends to achieve this by discussing the accomplishments and limitations of PACE and different miscarriages of justice that have taken place before and after PACE. Moreover, the essay will describe how PACE could improve to maintain with society as it is constantly changing. In addition, this text will aim to examine the link between police powers and civil rights by demonstrating a clear line between the two.  
Firstly, a miscarriage of justice is where a defendant has not been treated fairly in their trial; it does not have anything to do with whether a person is innocent or not, however the innocence of the person being convicted tends to be a trend in these particular cases. Furthermore, for there to be a miscarriage of justice, the conviction must be appealed before it is seen as a miscarriage of justice. For example, the Birmingham six who appealed three appeals before finally having their sentences quashed and their cases being seen as miscarriages of justice (Naughton, 2007). 
Before PACE was around to enforce the rights of people, the Judges’ Rules covered this. McBarnet (1981) states that the Judges’ Rules were put into place in 1912 to help control the amount of power the police had and to uphold people’s civil rights. The Judges’ Rules are there to make sure that any confessions and statements made by a suspect can only be valid in the court of law if it has been voluntarily given; this means that if the confession or statement is made through force used by the police, which would include interrogation, fear or oppression, then the statement or confession would be inadmissible in a court of law.  
Carter (2006) discusses the countless miscarriages of justice cases before PACE was put into place. One notable case was Stefan Kiszco in 1975, who was convicted and sentenced to 16 years in prison for the murder and sexual assault of Lesley Moleseed. He was finally freed in 1992 due to new found evidence that proved he did not kill her. Kiszco was bullied by police into making a confession based on them promising him that he would be able to go home if he owned up to it. The evidence was in the form of semen that did not belong to him and belonged to another person. 
Evans (1993) adds that the Birmingham six was another notable pre-PACE case that resulted in the wrongful conviction of six men that were accused of bombing a bar in 1974. They were convicted on the basis of bomb traces that were found, however when the men finally had their sentence quashed, psychologists added that the men suffered from a similar condition men at war suffered with. The men served 16 years for a crime they did not commit.
In 1974, the Guildford four were unjustly arrested and convicted of an Irish Republican Army (IRA) bombing in Guildford, yet they did not commit the crime. The four were later acquitted of the murders in 1989. During the bombing, seven people were killed and over sixty people were injured in the attack. The only evidence behind the case was their false confessions which they argue was beaten out of them by police officers. In addition to this, the people that actually carried out the bombing of an IRA unit decided to own up to the attack following their arrest in 1975. The forensic evidence that was found that supported this claim ended up being suppressed (Mullin, 2013).  
The Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 was put into place in order to give more powers to police officers and to regulate these powers that have been given to them. This effectively gives the appropriate powers to the police but ensures that the rights of the public are kept at a priority. The PACE codes cover six different areas including investigation, detention, identification, interviewing detainees, arrest and stop and search (Home Office, 2013).
The Home Office (2013) mentions that there are currently 8 PACE codes being A through to H. Code A gives police officers the right to stop and search of a person or their vehicle, officers do not have to first make an arrest to be able to do this and to protect the person, police officers must make a record of the event. Code B gives police the power to search any premises and the ability to take and keep any property found on the premises or the person if belongs to. Code C covers the treatment, questioning and detainment of a person, this involves giving the suspect their rights and involves giving a person who has volunteered for an interview their rights, however, code C does not cover suspected terrorists. Code D covers the procedure the police use to identify people that are linked to an investigation; it additionally governs the way in which they retain criminal records. Code E relates to the audio recordings of suspects during an interview. On the other hand, Code F covers the use of video recording in an interview, although there is no requirement for a police officer to video record, though if they see it fit then code F must be referred to. Code G deals with the powers of arrest under section 24 of PACE given to police officers, this however was amended in 2005 by the Serious Organised Crime and Police act under section 110. Code H is the final code and links back to code C, however it deals with the requirement to give a person who is connected to terrorism their rights and the requirements for the treatment, detention and questioning. 
Home Office (2012) elaborates on the amendments to code G, the code provides all the powers of a lawful arrest if the person is suspected to be involved with a criminal offence and if they believe that the arrest of the person is necessary. Both of these must be satisfied for it to be a lawful arrest.
Poyser and Milne (2015) mention that the most prevalent cause of miscarriages of justice in the United Kingdom is in the interview process. Although PACE put into the requirement to tape record all suspects in interviews and created the Crown Prosecution Service (CPS) to remove the duty of prosecution from the police, the Criminal Justice System is still seeing miscarriages of justice. Furthermore, research has shown that police officers are still only interested in getting confessions out of people regardless of whether or not they are false. Instead, the police should be more focused on getting an accurate account of what had happened. 
O’Brien (2013) supports Poyser and Milne. He adds cases such as the many high profile murder cases that have now been quashed have been the result of poor police interviews. For example, the Davrille Brothers were convicted of murder even though it was later found out that they were not associated with it, they were convicted upon the basis of a forced confession obtained by the police. Another similar case is the Cardiff Newsagent Three where police failed to take into account that the man who was confessing to this crime had a personality disorder, however he could not correctly identify the weapon used in the murder.
Campbell (2012) says that another very similar case is the Cardiff three. In 1988, this case involved a 20 year old sex worker had been stabbed 50 times and had her throat cut, this resulted in her death. Soon after a search started to find the person responsible, some had seen a dark haired white male leaving the scene of the crime. Yet, police decided that take in three men who were not white into custody. In 1990, these men were charged with her murder and were jailed for life. The evidence that was given against the men was given from two other sex workers that were around at the time and one of the men’s neighbours. There was a campaign for appeal and following this they were acquitted. Lord Chief Justice Taylor argued that the interrogation of one of the men involved was very hostile and almost violent, the man in the interrogation protested his innocence over 300 times in the recording. In addition, the two sex workers that gave police evidence about the three men were charged with perjury in 2008, though they argued that the police had bullied, abused and harassed them into giving false information. They still however received 18 months in jail as a result. 
Press Association (2002) talks about the murder of Jill Dando in 1999, who was a presenter for the British Broadcasting Corporation. The man that was accused of her murder was Barry George who was wrongfully convicted and was given life for a crime he did not commit. During this trial he was convicted on a small flimsy piece of evidence that was in the form of a speck of firearm residue that was found in his coat pocket, and as the murder weapon was a firearm, Barry was arrested and charged with the murder. This piece of evidence was smaller than a thousandth of an inch in size and it was argued that this is an unreliable form of evidence to convict him on and thus, Barry was released.
Brooke (1999) adds that people, rather than pointing the finger at the Criminal Justice System as a whole in relation to miscarriage of justice, should be directing their frustrations towards the police. This is because many of the miscarriages that took place between 1989 and 1999 has been a direct result of police misconduct during the investigations into these cases. This means that the blame is solely on the police rather than any issue in the trial process.    
Liberty Human Rights (2007) argue that PACE needs to become more modernised and there needs to be improvement. One of the codes they believe needs to be revised is Code C; they believe that to make this more of a just process and reduce the margin for error during this process that the detainee should be given the opportunity to give information concerning the offence once they know that they could be charged for the offence. Furthermore, this should be extended to people that are in relation to a terrorist activity. 
Though, Walker and Starmer (1999) would argue that PACE has resulted in a lot of benefits to people’s liberty and the prevention of miscarriages of justice. They believe that the reform that PACE has introduces means that that during the pre-trial people have more rights and are protected more than ever from the falsification of evidence and statements that they may or may not have made during the interview process. Moreover, PACE has made it so the fairness in court proceedings has massively improved.
Brown (1997) puts forward in his 10 years review upon PACE that PACE has in fact resulted in a massive improvement to the farness to suspects during investigations. In addition, Brown (1997) suspects now are aware of their rights and have a chance to use their rights against the police if they feel like they are being withheld from them. Furthermore, they are now told about their right to have legal advice and know that they can use that against the police if this right is denied to them. 
Alternatively, Brown (1997) realises that there are shortcomings in relation to PACE and they should not be dismissed. He argues that there are some suspects that are not given their rights in a way that they may understand and take in. This is especially the case with people that are not in a right frame of mind at the time, in this case police officers should change their approach to cater to the needs of these kinds of people however this is not the case.
Quinn (2001) adds that another shortcoming in PACE is its relation to computer based evidence. This is because under section 69 of PACE, it states that any statement in a document that has been made by a computer cannot be used in court as it will be seen as inadmissible and would be seen as hearsay. The only way for the document to be seen as admissible is if it can satisfy three requirements. Firstly, there must be no reason to believe that the statement is inaccurate due to the misuse of the computer. The second is that the computer was working correctly the whole time of the document being produced. Thirdly, would be that all the rules of the court and conditions are met under subsection 2.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Overall, many people currently believe that there were many issues concerning the miscarriage of justice before the Police and Criminal Evidence Act and there are many issues presently. Some of the issues during the interview processes are still prevalent, although PACE Code C claims to solve these issues and uphold civil liberties. Nevertheless, there a lot of individuals that believe that PACE is doing a great job in the prevention of miscarriages by aiming to improve and change with the times as much as it can. By analysing different sources PACE is in some respects, beneficial, however there is always room for improvement and much of this concerns code C and the implementation of more restrictions on what police can or cannot say.   
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