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Q. Provide a definition of what is meant by the ‘integrity’ of evidence and using proven “stated case law” (and Statutes), in the UK justice system, identify critical cases which have impacted on the UK Criminal Justice system, influencing the outcome of specific cases.

There have been many significant criminal cases over the past decades that have led to either the establishment or alteration of laws and statutes within the UK’s Criminal Justice system. Whether they be focussed on the psychological aspects of a criminal’s mentality, physical and sexual offences, or on the techniques used to apprehend criminals, they all have their basis within several critical cases. However, before identifying these important cases, we must first define a concept that is intertwined within every case, that is, the integrity of evidence.

The integrity of evidence forms the basis of every criminal case at a court of law, and, by definition, refers to the reliability of evidence in terms of its construction (Stevenson, 2010, p. 909). This means that, from its initial discovery to its examination at trial, evidence needs to be traceable so that when the exhibit is cross-examined by the defence, it can withstand any criticisms and convict the perpetrator. It is when this integrity breaks that criminals usually escape justice and sometimes go on to commit more heinous acts. An example of this is the case of Sarah Payne, an 8-year-old girl who was abducted, raped, and subsequently murdered by a previously convicted paedophile in 2000. The previous conviction of Roy Whiting had been for similar offences, and there is debate over whether a break in the integrity of evidence occurred resulting in Whiting bypassing incarceration for longer than his 4-year sentence (Cornwall, 2007, pp. 80 – 81). Although the break in evidence in this earlier case is questionable, it is clear that a similar incident occurred in the Payne case, regarding how the child’s hair ended up on the red sweatshirt of Whiting. The defence questioned if it was possible that hairs found on the adhesive part of some exhibit bags could have fallen off when analysed in the laboratory and ended up on the beforementioned item of clothing. The believed reason for this was that the evidence, once it had been recorded, bagged, and tagged, was piled up together on the floor within the house of the victim, potentially explaining how hair ended up on and within sealed exhibit bags. The accused scientists stated that although such an instance was possible, the chances of it happening were highly unlikely, due to the fact that they separated the exhibits of the victim, scene, and suspect from each other, as well as examining each of them in separate rooms. Although this break in the integrity of evidence did not cause the case to fail, it clearly demonstrates the very real threat of contamination that is at risk of occurring to the integrity of evidence if the proper precautions are not taken to prevent it (Pepper, 2010, pp. 47 – 48). 
These precautions can take many forms, due to the multitude of ways in which contamination can occur, such as the establishment of a scene perimeter, to maintain security as well as monitor access to specific areas, which limits the risk of potential evidence being tampered with or contaminated (Birzer, 2012, pp. 37 – 38). Likewise, there is also the risk of evidence contamination during the investigation itself, whether it be by CSIs traveling between scenes or detectives visiting the premises of the victim and the suspect. This is due to the fact that, as Locard’s ‘Principle of Exchange’ states, “there will be a two-way transfer of material when there is contact” (Beaufort-Moore, 2015, p. xvi), so by officials moving from one place of interest to another, residue and other site specific materials will be transferred and as such, the integrity of evidence is broken. In order to prevent this, rules and procedures are put in place, especially when it comes to working with bio-hazardous material such as blood or other bodily fluids (Gardner, 2005, pp. 129 – 130). For example, the wearing of disposable lab coats, gloves, masks, and overshoes can prevent cross-contamination between sites as all this protective equipment can be destroyed on exit from the scene. This means that any contact made at one site, say the collection of blood, does not transfer over to the other as the gloves that the CSI was wearing when they took said sample can be disposed of. Similarly, these prevention measures can also be applied to the examination of evidence within laboratories, as many of which in the UK have made the beforementioned protective clothing standard procedure for any work undertaken within their premises. Not only this, but because these establishments analyse evidence from multiple cases, they also maintain an excellent cleaning rota which they stick to religiously, so that material from one source of evidence, whatever its condition and the case it is part of, does not contaminate another source (Coyne, 2010, pp. 111 – 112). By following these precautions, the risk of contamination is minimised and as such, the integrity of evidence is maintained. 
Continuing from this, there is also another method that can be used to ensure that the integrity of evidence remains, in that the continuity of exhibits is constantly recorded. This refers to the tracking and trail that an exhibit takes from its initial recovery to its presentation at trial, so that when it is transferred from the initial CSI’s custody to say, a forensic scientist, there is a written and signed record acknowledging this movement (Beaufort-Moore, 2015, pp. xv & 64). By establishing a consistent chain of evidence, there is a decreased risk of contamination occurring, as it is known where said exhibit is at each stage of the investigation, as well as preventing the chances of a piece of evidence being misplaced. This does not necessarily restrict itself to the transferring of evidence, but also the way in which evidence is packaged and labelled, in that information regarding the location, time, and date of when the exhibit was first collected, as well as what the exhibit consists of and who was the CSI, are all equally important to the chain of evidence. Furthermore, both of the beforementioned aspects of continuity come into play regarding evidence integrity, as every time an exhibit is transferred, the recipient must create a new entry point to the evidence bag as well as compose a new seal on completion of their examination. This new seal should include the same information as the original did, so that there is continuity going from one person to the next. This means that when said exhibit is presented in court, it can clearly be shown that between x date and y date, the exhibit was in the custody of X, and then between y date and z date, Y had custody of the evidence (Beaufort-Moore, 2015, pp. 84 – 85). All of this demonstrates the importance of the continuity of evidence when it comes to maintaining the integrity of an exhibit, in order to ensure that those who vandalise the law are forced to pay for it. 
Despite there being a dictionary definition for the integrity of evidence, I would personally go one step further in terms of defining the term due to what has been discussed. As such, I would claim that the integrity of evidence refers to the principle of preventing contamination and maintaining the continuity of evidence so that when said evidence is presented in a court of law, it can withstand all criticisms put against it. It is this new and improved definition of evidence integrity that will be used in the rest of this essay to identify critical cases to the development of law in the UK.

One such critical case that contributed to the development of the British Criminal Justice System is the Hadfield Case from the turn of the 19th Century. James Hadfield, a former soldier in the British armed forces, suffered a traumatic experience during active duty, resulting in Hadfield experiencing mental delusions. He believed that God had contacted him, and that he had to die in order to lead the world to salvation, like how Christ died for our sins. However, in Hadfield’s mind, he could not commit suicide as this would fail to lead to salvation, and as such he believed he must be killed by the hand of another (Moriarty, 2013, pp. xiii – xiv). As such, Hadfield decided to assassinate the British monarch, King George III, at the Royal Theatre of Drury Lane in London, which was an act of treason that carried the death penalty. Ultimately failing in his endeavour, Hadfield was tried for attempted murder, however, his attorney, a man by the name of Thomas Erskine, managed to persuade the jury that due to the injuries suffered in battle, Hadfield was delusional and as such, not accountable for his crimes on the grounds of insanity (Prins, 2013, p. 46). Despite not being convicted, Hadfield was still incarcerated due to the threat he posed to society, and due to the developments that occurred during this case, the ruling body at the time decided to pass the Criminal Lunatic Act 1800, which decreed that if a criminal was found insane at the time they committed their crime, and they were successfully acquitted on these grounds, then they were still to be detained indefinitely (Loughnan, 2017, pp. 140 – 200). As is evident here, the outcome of the Hadfield case clearly influenced the development of the Criminal Lunatic Act that still, despite minor amendments, is used in our modern system of Justice, and as such, this case was critical to the development of the British Criminal Justice System.
Another such critical case that contributed to changes in the Criminal Justice System is that of Daniel M’Naghten, who, in 1843, shot the Private Secretary of the then current Prime Minister, Sir Robert Peel. The victim, Edward Drummond, was killed in the incident, and although M’Naghten confessed to murder, he was acquitted of his crime due to being deemed insane during his trial. This was potentially down to the work of the British media, who began questioning the stability of M’Naghten’s mind, focusing on his belief that the conservative political party were out to get him. Despite being cleared in the courts, the verdict caused outrage from the public, who were understandably concerned with the ease at which a confessed criminal escaped justice on the grounds of his mental state, and as such, called for the government to examine and reform its laws regarding criminals. After much debate, a test, which became known as the M’Naghten Rule, was established in order to determine insanity in the minds of criminals, however parliament believed that their law regarding insanity was as good as it could be. This rule is still used to this day to test the mental state of criminals in Wales and England and decrees that the jury should assume a man’s’ sanity unless proven otherwise by the defence (Loughnan, 2017, pp. 140 – 200). Before the integration of this mental assessment, the rules surrounding insanity were very loose, and could be given to someone for simply pleading and acting insane. As such, the introduction of the M’Naghten Rule standardised and formalised the way in which the defence could go about proving their clients’ mental well-being, as well as being the first instance that this was applied to common law, which demonstrates why the M’Naghten case can be considered vital to the development of the UK’s Criminal Justice System (Loughnan, 2017, pp. 140 – 200).
Furthermore, the case of Morgan is another critical case in the UK’s legal system, as it led to important amendments to the Sexual Offenders Act 1976. Following a night drinking in 1975, the RAF sergeant, Morgan, invited three of his younger colleagues’ round to his to have sexual activities with his wife, a lady by the name of Daphne. Morgan is said to have informed the others that although his wife may seem to resist their sexual intentions, she, in fact, wanted it and gained sexual pleasure from the experience. As such, the four men entered Daphne’s home and, after dragging her to her bedroom and restraining her there, took it in turns to rape the woman. Following this, Daphne fled to a local hospital where she reported the incident. The three younger gentlemen were convicted of rape, while Morgan, who could not be convicted in the same way as the others due to his marital status with her, was charged with the aiding of rape. Despite initially confessing to it, the three men later retracted their statements and claimed that although she initially refused sexual intercourse, Daphne eventually began to enjoy it, just like her husband said she would (Farmer, 2017, pp. 220 – 280). This proved problematic for the court as by definition, rape is “forcing another person to have sexual intercourse with the offender against their will” (Stevenson, 2010, pp. 1465 – 1473). It is this last bit that causes issue, as if Daphne was secretly enjoying it, then it is not against her will and as such, the men could not be tried for rape. This case also led to something which became known as the ‘Rapists’ Charter’, which stated that any man who truly believed that the woman they were having sexual intercourse with was consenting, then they could not be charged with rape, no matter how unreasonably his claims may be. Furthermore, this concept was later added to Section 1 of the Sexual Offenders Act after it had been amended in 1976, and although it was later replaced in 2003, the fact still remains that Morgan’s case was critical to the development of laws surrounding sexual offences (Farmer, 2017, pp. 220 – 280).
Continuing from this, the beforementioned case of Sarah Payne also aided in the development of laws revolving around crimes of a sexual nature, as it led to considerations regarding the introduction of ‘Sarah’s Law’. This concept, which was the UK’s version of America’s ‘Megan’s Law’, decreed that anyone could ask their local authority for the names and addresses of any registered sex offenders, so that people were aware of the potential threats in their local area. Although this idea was popularised by the media, leading to protests and vigilante action against paedophiles and other offenders, the government were forced to reign in this violence as there was the risk that by civilians targeting suspected offenders, said criminals would go into hiding, putting more people at risk (Kemshall, 2003, pp. 90 – 91). Despite this initial controversy, ‘Sarah’s Law’ was officially introduced to some areas of the UK in April 2007. Not only was the Sarah Payne case responsible for fuelling public opinion on the above ‘law’, but it also led to amendments being made to the Sexual Offenders Act in 2002. Based on these new alterations, offenders of both a sexual and non-sexual nature, who’s crimes were deemed serious enough to warrant imprisonment, were to be detained until the Parole Board deemed them no longer a threat to society (Cornwall, 2007, pp. 80 – 81). As is evident with this, Sarah’s case led to further legislations being introduced regarding the Sexual Offenders Act and as such, this case was critical to the development of laws in the UK’s justice system.
Another case which was important to the development of the UK’s Justice System was that of the murderer Colin Pitchfork. In 1983, the body of a 15-year-old girl, Lynda Mann, was discovered in the vicinity of a local Leicestershire footpath, after being sexually violated and strangled to death. Despite an investigation, the police had no luck identifying the killer, who went on to rape and murder another young girl, Dawn Ashworth, in 1986. Both of these instances, which were cited as being the work of ‘The Black-Pad Killer’, were left unsolved until 1988, when, thanks to the development of DNA analysis and identification, Colin Pitchfork was eventually apprehended and convicted (Renneberg, 2008, p. 302). DNA, in the form of genetic fingerprinting, which was used for this case, did not come into play until 1984 and as such, the techniques used were not as fluent as they are today. Despite this, the DNA samples from the sperm within the two victims allowed police to narrow down who they were looking for to about 5,000 men between the ages of 16 and 34, who were subsequently asked to provide a blood sample so their DNA could be compared with that of the perpetrators. Although Pitchfork persuaded a friend to give a sample in his place, the police eventually court onto him and he confessed to his crimes in January 1988. This marked a significant point in the development of justice as Pitchfork was the first criminal to be convicted on the grounds of DNA evidence, while another man, Rodney Buckley, who had been arrested in connection to the Pitchfork crimes, was the first person to be cleared of criminal accusations due to DNA evidence (Renneberg, 2008, p. 302). Although this case is slightly different compared to the ones already discussed, as the Pitchfork case did not directly lead to the integration of DNA into the UK’s legal system, it is still an extremely critical case as it demonstrated how effective DNA evidence could be in either the prosecution or acquittal of a suspect. It is for this reason that the murders of Lynda and Dawn are critical to the development of the Criminal Justice System in Britain.
Similarly, the case of the ‘Shoe Trophy Rapist’ is another instance whereby DNA was used to solve the crime. James Lloyd was a serial rapist active between 1983 and 1986, who would violently attack, tie up, and rape women in Yorkshire, before making off with their valuables and their shoes. It is this latter fact that led to his nickname as the ‘Shoe Trophy Rapist’. However, it was not until 2006 that he was arrested and convicted of his crimes (Bendelow, 2017, pp. 50 – 120). As before, although this case did not directly lead to changes and developments in legal legislations, it was solved thanks to previous changes to the law, such as the Criminal Justice and Police Act 2003, which enabled police to take a DNA sample from anyone who was arrested, and not just charged, as the law had been previously (Wall, 2009, pp. 20 – 21). Due to this, when Lloyd’s sister was arrested for driving under the influence of alcohol, her DNA was taken and was subsequently found to be like the unidentified DNA samples taken from the rapes. As such, James Lloyd was arrested and confessed to the rapes of six individuals, demonstrating how effective DNA analysis was in the Criminal Justice System. As already mentioned, even though Lloyd’s case did not lead to the development of a new law, it was able to be solved thanks to the critical cases mentioned above that influenced our legal system, which is why it has been included as an example (Bendelow, 2017, pp. 50 – 120). 

In conclusion, there are many important cases that have led to changes within our judicial system, but one constant factor with them all has been the integrity of evidence, which can make or break a criminal case, hence why there are various ways to ensure that this integrity is maintained. Once this was demonstrated, an analysis of critical cases that influenced UK laws was completed. Whether these important cases influenced laws surrounding the mental state of criminals, such as with the cases of Hadfield and M’Naghten, or sexual offences, such as the Morgan and Payne cases, they were all critical to the development of their respective themes. Even those cases that did not necessarily directly influence the development of laws can still be counted as critical as they either demonstrated the potential success of techniques, as with the Pitchfork case, which subsequently allowed for the ‘Shoe Trophy Rapist’ and other such cases to be solved. 
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