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Bail Assignment – Principles of Professional Legal Practice. 
This document is based on research into the Bail Act 1976 and relevant case law and is intended to support the preparation and delivery of my oral bail application for assessment. 

Your Honour, I appear on behalf of the defendant Mr Jeremy Hope, in this application for bail.
If it pleases the court, I am going to start by outlining the legal framework that the court is asked to apply. This will include the presumption in favour of bail and that bail should only be refused if there are clear and substantial grounds to believe one of the statutory risks applies. I then plan to move on to explain why based off the information I will present to the court today that the threshold for each ground has not been met. The concerns raised by the prosecution can be managed and do not justify refusing my client bail and keeping him in custody at this stage.
If I may Judge I will present the specific bail conditions my client is prepared to follow, these are proportionate conditions in relation to the concerns raised by the prosecution, and I will explain each one in turn. I will be seeking to demonstrate why the conditions along with the points I will raise should show that bail can be granted safely and responsibly without the need for further detention.
Mr Hope is charged with a single count of inflicting grievous bodily Harm contrary to the Offences Against the Person Act 1861, s.20 and intends to plead not guilty.
The prosecution oppose bail on three grounds: Risk of failing to surrender, committing further offences and interfering with witnesses. 
I intend to deal with each ground in turn, applying the factors the court is required to consider which will include the defendants' ties, his personal circumstances and whether conditions can adequately manage any risk.
[bookmark: _Int_YiOpuHsN]As you are aware Judge, there is a general Presumption in favour of bail under s 4 of the Bail Act 1976. This means that ordinarily Bail must be granted unless substantial grounds can be established by the prosecution under schedule 1 that there is a substantial risk that my client would fail to surrender, commit further offences or interfere with witnesses. It is important to note that speculation is not enough to meet this threshold and If I may ask the court to focus on the facts and evidence to consider whether the risks can be managed through the conditions I will present. 
The court must consider the seriousness of the offence, the strength of the evidence, the defendant's character and antecedents, ties to the community, previous compliance and whether applied conditions can mitigate the risk.
If I may Judge, I will now address each of the prosecution's objections in turn, beginning with the alleged risk of failing to surrender. 
Mr Hope has long established ties to the community, he owns his own home in Swansea with his wife, he has a four-year-old son which he takes to school daily and has been in full time employment as an IT technician for 10 years. 
His wife suffers from Motor Neuron Disease and needs help walking and using the stairs and is completely dependent on Mr Hope as he is her primary carer and his presence at home is of the utmost importance. 
It is important to recognise the impact that his absence from the home would have on his family as it will leave his wife without essential day to day care and support particularly with the tasks, she cannot do on her own. His absence would put a significant strain on the household. Additionally, his involvement in his child's routine is significant as Mr Hope has a key role with the school runs and this disruption to his child's routine could place unnecessary stress on the child's emotional and physical wellbeing.
Your Honour if I could please ask you to turn to Page 10 point 3 of the bundle here you will see Mr Hope has got one prior fail to surrender to which my client pleaded guilty. This was due to exceptional circumstances, due to being involved in a car accident which was not his fault while on his way to court and was taken to directly hospital due to injuries sustained in the crash and he was kept in hospital for several hours and was not released until the evening. Had it not been for this accident Mr hope would have attended court. My client accepted responsibility as soon as possible after being discharged from the hospital and contacted the court to explain what had happened. The court accepted this explanation for not being able to attend court.
My client tried to attend his previous court appearance but was unable to through no fault of his own and has attended all other court appearances. 
Taking into consideration all the factors such as property ownership, responsibility to his wife and son, employment and a valid explanation for previous failure to surrender there is no substantial risk of absconding as his responsibilities to his wife and son keep him tied to the area. This shows a long pattern of ongoing responsibility and reliability which provides an incentive to comply with the courts direction and any residual concern could be addressed by adopting conditions such as reporting, or a residence condition and passport surrender. 
I would suggest that the condition imposed to help satisfy the prosecutions concerns is to have Mr Hope Report to the local police station on a regular basis and or a residence condition which will ensure he remains at a fixed residence and inform the court of any changes. Mr Hope has no ties outside of the country so surrendering his passport may not be necessary however, my client is willing to do so if the court considers it appropriate.
[bookmark: _Int_6bach9PP]If it pleases the Court, I will now move onto the second ground Committing further offences. Mr Hope has a previous conviction between 2019 – 2020 however since then there has been a five-year period of no further offending. During the time period of the previous convictions Mr Hope was grieving the sudden loss of his father, this life altering event is what led to his poor decision, this resulted in him associating with the wrong people which also led to heavy drinking which ultimately led to the previous convictions. 
Mr Hope has accepted all responsibility to the previous convictions and has since grieved his father's passing and has made a substantial effort in turning his life around and with the help of his wife has been successful and is now leading a stable life and has done since 2020. 
In the five years since his conviction Mr Hope has held a steady job, has a stable family life and has his caring responsibilities to his wife. 
There is no evidence of substance abuse or any repeated behavioural issues, and there is nothing to suggest that there is any pattern of concerning behaviour. 
There is no substantial evidence that proves that there is a risk to committing any further offences as the factors that impacted his previous decision making no longer exist. I would just like to remind the court that my client denies all allegations in full. Any concerns the prosecution have can be managed by conditions. 
The conditions that could be put in place to satisfy the prosecutions concerns could be to implement an exclusion zone. This would ensure that the risk of the complainant and my client accidentally running into each other is minimised. A more extreme approach but one my client is willing to abide to if the court finds it appropriate would be to put a curfew in place, requiring my client to return home at a certain time by doing this it restricts the hours my client can be out of the home. 
With the courts permission I will now turn to the third ground interfering with witnesses. Judge the prosecution are reliant on an alleged verbal threat and state that this poses as a potential threat for interfering with witnesses and this is the basis for opposing bail.
Judge, Mr Hope fully denies making any comment to the complainant and denies the assault entirely. There is no substantial evidence to support the allegation and there has been no attempt to contact the complainant or any potential witnesses.
There is no behaviour to support the threat and Mr Hope has no history of intimidation, or prior convictions of interfering with witnesses, harassment or obstruction of justice. Mr Hope also does not know the complainant and has no personal relationship with him and has no other connection to him.
Respectfully Judge I would argue that this allegation is not supported by any real evidence. To minimise any concern, the court may have can be managed by a no contact order, which will prohibit my client from contacting anyone involved in the alleged assault.

In summary Judge considering all my submissions together, I respectfully suggest to the court that the prosecution has not demonstrated substantial grounds to justify withholding bail. 
The objections raised by the prosecution in relation to each ground are based upon speculation rather than any factual and reliable evidence. In contrast the information I have presented to the court today show that Mr Hope has very strong ties to his community, a steady job, a stable home life with significant responsibilities to his wife and child which keep him tied to his stable home life and his community. Therefore, making it highly unlikely Mr Hope will abscond. 
Regarding the previous failure to surrender the court has already accepted the circumstances that were outside of my client's control and not a result of any deliberate avoidance. Mr Hope has no pattern of non-attendance and every indication points to my client taking the legal system very seriously. This is evident in Mr Hopes success in maintaining a stable family life and a steady job in the last five years. 
In relation to committing further offences there has been no behaviour in the last five years that suggest there is any real ongoing risk. My client has demonstrated that he leads a consistent stable, responsible life and exhibits positive behaviour in every area of his life since the previous pattern of bad behaviour in 2019 – 2020 the underlying factors that led to the bad behaviour no longer exist and the prosecution has provided no evidence to show that any re offending is likely to occur.
Finally, regarding interfering with witnesses, my client denies this threat in its entirety Mr Hope states he has made no attempt to contact the complainant or anyone else involved and there is no evidence to support the prosecutions allegations. 
Any concerns raised by the prosecution can be managed with the conditions I have suggested for each ground. 
The Bail Act requires the court to consider whether any risks can be managed and as I have suggested they can be managed effectively and each condition suggested does directly minimise the risks the prosecution have raised and provides the court with strong safeguards. My client is willing to fully comply with all conditions the court may deem necessary. 
Considering the facts I have presented to the court today I see no substantial reason why my client should remain in custody. The presumption is that bail should be granted, and the prosecution has not provided enough evidence to go against this. In turn the conditions I have proposed fully address each concern raised. 
For these reasons I ask the court to grant Mr hope bail today.
Judge, if you have no questions then that concludes my submissions. 
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