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The criminal justice system consists of a network of consumer as well as business institutions tasked with managing convicts who have been charged as well as convicted. Academics, police forces, forensic agencies, as well as judiciary, as well as corrections are among the interconnected components of such criminal justice. Several principles have been designed to uphold legal justice ideas (Aurasu and Rahman, 2018). Constitutional freedoms are forged with the administration's matching responsibility to secure as well as preserve certain rights – referred to as judicial oversight – towards the production of legal justice.
Here, to talk about the scenario it can be noticed that at around 0400 hours, a police man named PC Stevens was on his duty hours, and by that time he got a call that a burglary was taking place inside 10 Chesterfield Street. There was another one named   Thomas Becker, who was an eyewitness account, and saw a man, who was nearly 5'10 with very dark brown hair, and dressed in grey dark tracksuit bottoms along with the hooded sweatshirt jumper, as well as was attempting to force through his neighbor's back entrance. PC Stevens then noticed that Malcolm Harvey was fleeing out of that same Chesterfield Street as he approached towards the Chesterfield Street. He was dressed in grey tracksuit pants along with the black hooded sweater as similar to the Thomas Becker's given description; along with this then he's carrying a heavy backpack over his shoulders.
Police cases such as this case, along with all other matters processed by only the Crown Prosecutor's Office, shall be evaluated along with the results only with the Crown Prosecutor's Act. Since policeman representation organizations operate upon a nationwide level, such situations have such a higher risk of generating claims of inconsistencies (Bond and Tyrrell, 2021). So as a result, maintaining the high standards for taking the decisions, applying appropriate investigation standards throughout all levels, as well as ensuring this case outcomes remain compatible with previous processes remain critical (Dehaghani and Newman, 2021). Usually the "Independent Office of Police Conduct" and the "Professional Services Department" of both the agency that serves the agent(s) in issue investigate accusations of major crimes as well as grievances concerning them. In this case the "Independent Office of Police Conduct" will perform the operation to ensure the success of the case. According to the “Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 s 26(2) and schedule 2; 3” PC Stevens can arrest Malcolm Harvey without any warrant since he has a limited number of the enactments which are statutory. Apprehend with the presence or with the absence of the warrant under the Part X of "the Criminal Justice and Public Order Act 1994"; along with this The legal system strength of taking Malcolm to the custody for disturbing the peace, forcefully breaking the back door and making the criminal act. The Section 28 of "the Police and Criminal Evidence Act" of 1984" states that almost no investigation is allowed except if the individual apprehended is advised of the following: that the individual is undergoing custody as quickly as feasible following the custody; of the circumstances regarding the capture just at the moment of this incident, or even as immediately as possible thereafter (Fawei et al. 2018). When police forces along with others investigating the crime execute the unlawful detention, the force often utilized to accomplish the arrest could be illegal as well as constitute criminal offense. In contrast, "Section 117 of the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984" empowers a policeman to use appropriate force, if required, while executing duties granted by such an Act (Francese, 2019). Officers might not be using force, therefore, if indeed this Act stipulates that perhaps the authority might be applied just with the agreement of anyone else but not a law enforcement officer. For this, there are mainly 2 questions that must be answered in order to determine overall appropriateness of such force utilized: Was the usage of violence justifiable inside the conditions that was any action required? Along with another question, was the force employed disproportionate inside the conditions? Whenever it comes to using violence to defend any kind of crime as well as apprehend the individual, urgency might not always correspond to the proportionality. The scope as well as nature of the force said by an individual obstructing is justice against a policeman. A lead investigator might disclose details regarding the officer's instruction or instruction, such as when it comes to the utilization of batons. Evaluation of this advice might aid in evaluating what's really acceptable, and this should never be considered final. While determining whether using the force has been appropriate as well as necessary, relevant factors should always be weighed carefully.
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To explain the situation, a police officer named PC Stevens was on duty at around 0400 hours, when he received a call that a burglary was taking place inside 10 Chesterfield Street. Another person, Thomas Becker, was an eyewitness report who spotted a man who was approximately 5'10 with very dark brown hair, dressed in grey dark tracksuit bottoms and a hooded hoodie jumper, and was attempting to force his way into his neighbor's back entry. As PC Stevens neared Chesterfield Street, he observed Malcolm Harvey escaping out of that same Chesterfield Street. He was clothed in grey tracksuit trousers and a black hooded sweater, similar to the description given by Thomas Becker, and he was carrying a hefty rucksack over his shoulders.
Now the point is if, now Mr. Malcolm Harvey who has been arrested by the policeman PC Steven, there are still ways for Mr. Harvey to discuss as well as know about his rights for various options for to get released from the police station. 
The Legal Advisor who has been educated to provide anyone advice if indeed for any reason  If anyone has to go to the police station or even the court, several of them could help the suspected person to prepare the evidence. Somebody could be a professional or anyone licensed to provide consumers legal advice through "the Legal Aid Agency" (Harper et al. 2020). If the person is arrested and detained since authorities believe that the person has committed the criminal act, I have the ability to discuss it with a lawyer.  When they are unable to secure their personal legal representation, Mr. Harvey may use "the police station duty solicitor scheme".  Anyone could consult a lawyer individually, on paper, and over the cell phone. These services are provided for free, as well as these are not affiliated with the authorities. Individuals might want to hire their personal lawyer. Anyone could accomplish it, and one will almost certainly have to charge for professional help. An essential concept of "the human rights act 1998", is the right for liberty. Particularly, the use of the arresting authority is indeed a severe infringement on such rights. As a result, every capture should be legal. “The Police and Criminal Evidence Act of 1984" governs actual arresting capabilities of the policeman. And being legal, a policeman's custody should be justified under lawful authority outlined in "PACE 1984" (Hine and Murphy, 2019). Further guidelines as well as guidelines on using such authorities have been provided inside the "PACE 1984 Code of Practice G", which is mandatory viewing across all attorneys consulting upon the field of law. Bail allows any suspect within detention who has already been criminally charged to somehow be freed upon that understanding provided they will attend court as well as follow some other terms imposed. Bail regulations aim to tread a fine line among not intruding just on liberties of such an alleged perpetrator who has been allowed to a judicial process on the first side, while guaranteeing that an alleged offender enters court as well as does not influence with evidence or conduct criminal violations on another side. As according to "The Bail Act" was signed into law by the Queen in the month of November in the year 1976 (Willmott et al. 2018). Its most significant component is the establishment of a legislative “presumption “through support of the process of bail. Apart from this if the authorities have been convinced which each of the exceptions stated under Schedule 1 towards the Constitution applicable towards the matter, and the authorities generally obligated to issue bail to charged individuals. According to the “Elkington v DPP (2012)”, in the researchers point of view given the incidents which shows that there was the strong evidence against Mr. Harvey. And the dressing description given by the eye witness was matched with Mr. Harvey as well. Irrespective of such severity of the crime, most criminal prosecutions commence within the magistrates' courtroom (Macdonald et al. 2019). There have been, therefore, a range of methods to begin court prosecutions within the United Kingdom. Usually police might investigate as well as prosecute the offender, as well as they may be hauled before first supervisors' courtroom. A meaningful prosecuting attorney might very well send a letter charge along with a procurement needing the respondent to appear before a judge on a designated date and time. The defendant could indeed implement the state officials' trial again for a problem of a notice to appear (as well known as 'putting the details') needing the respondent to appear before a judge on such a given time.
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