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Answer: 1 
After assessed PACE and PACE Code G, arrest of Rachel Jones is Completely lawful. The provisions PC Roberts relied upon to carry out the arrest is Inflicting grievous bodily harm offence against the person act 1861 (section 20). 

Answer: 2 
The case should proceed 3.4 test code. Prosecutors primarily consider the evidence and information’s supplied by the police. The full test code 4.2 using evidential stage. 

Answer: 3 

Answer :  4 
a) Yes it can be delt with Magistrates court. Crime and disorder act 1998, S.29 offence against the person act 1981, S.47 . 




b) 
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factored into today’s hearing. Mr Dickson’s first conviction took place while he was in the 
army, a servant of the country as part of her majesty’s armed forces, in which an abusive 
drunk was looking to instigate a fight in a pub and in simple, reactionary self-defence Mr 
Dickson gave the severely intoxicated man a push away from his personal space which 
resulted in a fall and resultantly picked up a conviction for common assault. Over four years 
ago, in a typical walk home from work after a long shift, Mr Dickson picked up fresh product 
that he thought had been discarded, its value nothing more than a couple of pounds, 
ultimately landing Mr Dickson a conviction for Theft for nothing more than a simple 
misunderstanding. His most recent conviction took place at the start of last year, where it 
should be noted there is an increased risk of conflict in his line of work day in day out, 
although Mr Dickson understood that he was in the wrong and rightfully pleaded guilty and 
completed in full his unpaid hours service. 
His other convictions are minor offences and in regards to his previous failure to answer bail,
Mr Dickson can provide reasoning for this as it was a simple complication of timings. He was 
due in the morning, arrived in the afternoon and was subsequently arrested, he understands
he was naïve with something so important and wants this case dealt with as swiftly as 
possible, with the understanding that missing bail would only cause further delay and 
complications. I would urge you to give little weight to the prosecution’s arguments on this 
point.
The prosecution also argue that due to his working location moving location consistently, he 
is more likely to abscond from bail, however it can be argued that setting bail means 
conditions can be put in place to ensure this doesn’t take place and that Mr Dickson can 
maintain his livelihood. He will also continue to be in the area due to his family 
commitments and night shift work commitments at Connelly’s. 
For the reasons that I have outlined, I do not consider that the prosecution have established 
substantial grounds for believing that Mr Dickson would abscond bail. However, if you 
should have any concerns with regard to this, I would submit that any such concerns may be 
addressed by imposing a condition that Mr Dickson must report into a local police station 
based on where he is located at least once a day. 
Finally I submit that the prosecution have failed to establish substantial grounds for believing
that Mr Dickson will commit further offences if released on bail. Should you have any 
concerns Madame, then any such concerns may be addressed by imposing a curfew or a 
condition that Mr Dickson should not enter any licensed premises or the town centre other 
than for the purposes of employment or to see his solicitor.
Madame, unless I can be of any further assistance, those are my submissions.
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