Question 1
There are no witness statements in the IDPC, but i understand from the case summary that no one has provided a witness statement and there is no video footage of the incident and my case can be release whit out evidence can keep in arrest whit out evidence The use of the power must be fully justified and officers exercising the power should consider if the necessary objectives can be met by other, less intrusive means. Absence of justification for exercising the power of arrest may lead to challenges should the case proceed to court. It could also lead to civil claims against police for unlawful arrest and false imprisonment. When the power of arrest is exercised it is essential that it is exercised in a non-discriminatory and proportionate manner which is compatible. The power of arrest is only exercisable if the constable has reasonable grounds for believing that it is necessary to arrest the person. The statutory criteria for what may constitute necessity are set out in paragraph 2.9 and it remains an operational decision at the discretion of the constable to decide: • which one or more of the necessity criteria (if any) applies to the individual; and • if any of the criteria do apply, whether to arrest, grant street bail after arrest, report for summons or for charging by post, issue a penalty notice or take any other action that is open to the officer
Question 2
Prosecutors must be satisfied that there is sufficient evidence to provide a realistic prospect of conviction against each suspect on each charge*. They must consider what the defence case may be, and how it is likely to affect the prospects of conviction. A case which does not pass the evidential stage must not proceed, no matter how serious or sensitive it may be. In most cases prosecutors should only consider whether a prosecution is in the public interest after considering whether there is sufficient evidence to prosecute. However, there will be cases where it is clear, prior to reviewing all the evidence, that the public interest does not require a prosecution. In these instances, prosecutors may decide that the case should not proceed further
Question 3
There are substantial grounds for believing that the defendant would commit an offence on bail by engaging in conduct that would, or would be likely to – (a) cause physical or mental injury to an associated person; or (b) an associated person to fear physical or mental injury. Associated person defined by Family Law Act -
relatives, spouse/civil-partner, cohabitants or those in an intimate relationship of a significant duration
question 4/a
1. is not suitable for the cort There are substantial grounds for believing that the defendant would commit an offence on bail by engaging in conduct that would, or would be likely to cause physical or mental injury to an associated person; or an associated person to fear physical or mental injury. Associated person defined by Family Law Act -
relatives, spouse/civil-partner, cohabitants or those in an intimate relationship of a significant duration
question 4/b
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