Part one
The police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 (PACE) was introduced to professionalise and regulate the police work. This act provides the core framework of police powers, and it prevents the abuse of police powers, enhancing the relationship between police officer and the suspected individual who may be getting arrested. PACE is around to ensure that the people are aware of their rights as public citizens and what advice they are allowed and many more, as well as ensuring that the officer on duty does not do anything that breaches the rights of people. 
The statement made in the question explains that PC Stevens received a call whilst he was on duty, giving him information and a description of a burglary scene and the individual that was described by an eyewitness, which goes by Thomas Becker at that time. Being mindful, the call took place at 04:00 in the morning, and assuming it would be dark, it would not be a strong piece of evidence because according to a past case, R v Turnbull (1977) where there has been a time where legal authority has addressed their reliability and evaluation of the eyewitness identification evidence, they have come to the decision of having a Turnbull direction and the guidance conditions mention that the reliability of identification revolves around the quality of the lighting and visibility, which in PC Stevens case, he could potentially be arresting the wrong individual due to a classified weak evidence. 
Considering the description that was given, it is part of PC Stevens role to search for this individual that was descripted to him as he is on duty, so it his responsibility to act by searching for this individual. It is known that PC Stevens has found a man that does  match the description that was given, as it has been noted that he has seen the suspect, who goes by Malcom Harvey, running from the direction of Chesterfield Lane where the burglary took place, so with that, it would be a natural reflex for PC Stevens to approach the individual. But to establish whether PC Stevens can legally approach the suspect and take any legal action towards the suspect, he must have reasonable ground to perform any sections from the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 and followed up by the codes which is also referred to PACE codes. The PACE is known to have a particularly important part in the legislation, and it has been brought in to balance the powers of the police and the rights the public maintain. 
According to the PACE, the first step and section that PC Stevens could potentially perform would be code A, which is stop and search. This power and code are what gives the police officer on duty the right to stop and search the individual or vehicle, for any stolen property or weapons that are prohibited, but in this situation, there were no vehicles mentioned and what PC Steven would be searching for is for allegedly stolen property. Under the Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 section 1(1a) does say that a constable may do a stop and search in any place and time in which he proposes, and this is usually going to be in the premises that the individual is located which is stated in the section that it must be in a public place or if under section 1(1b) premises that the suspect has been prior. But under section 1(3) the power of stop and search only occurs if there are reasonable grounds for suspecting that if they search the suspected, that they would find stolen items or prohibited items, so by using PACE section 1(3) PC Stevens does have reasonable grounds to stop and search Malcom Harvey under the suspicion of burglary because he matches the description of the suspect and was caught running from the direction the burglary took place. 
Under reasonable ground for arrest, if PC Stevens believes there are grounds to arrest Mr Harvey due to the matched description or if he has found stolen items after a stop and search, he may arrest him and take him to the police station. Under section 24 of PACE which enhances the rights of the officer's power for arrestable offences, it is also required that Mr Harvey, whilst he is being arrested, that he is informed straight away why he is being arrested and his three main rights for when he gets to police station. For Mr Harvey to be handcuffed, under section 28 of PACE, PC Stevens must believe that Mr. Harvey will become violent or try to escape. During his arrest, Mr. Harvey must be cautioned by PC Stevens if any violence being used on the Harvey’s behalf without affecting his police powers and the legality of the arrest, and to do so, PC Stevens must not rise to the potential violence or start any conflict on his behalf. 

Part two
In means of Mr. Harvey’s arrest, he is required to be taken straight to the police station. At the station, Mr. Harvey should be told what rights he has. The PACE code used by the officers in the station would be code C which applies to detention, treatment if needed and questioning. Under section 34 of PACE states all the limitation at a police station. As Mr. Harvey arrives at the station, it is essential for a custody officer to be present and will take charge of his detention. Upon arrival Mr. Harvey should be told by the custody officer his rights there as it is the custody officer’s role to ensure that the suspects rights are protected and that they are safe within the station. Under section 36 of PACE, the custody office must inform the detained individual the reason of their arrest. Under this section, Mr. Harvey, being the suspect detained has the right to contact a solicitor, have a phone call to inform someone that he is arrested and detained, and is also informed that he can examine the codes of practice, and all this will be written notice confirming this information to him. As part of Mr Harvey’s right and safety, the custody officer must record down everything that happens in the station with the suspect from the moment he arrives till the moment he is released. 
Under code of practice C, a person can be detained if further investigation is needed, and the custody officer may approve. Throughout this procedure, Mr Harvey has the right to legal advice and there will be a duty solicitor that will come into the station for Mr Harvey to speak to if he wishes and within this process, he will be informed that he could be entitled to legal aid if in a case where Mr. Harvey cannot afford a solicitor. If in a case, Mr. Harvey do receive a solicitor, the solicitor will have legal right to review the records that was taken since Harvey’s arrival and can even request a copy if Mr. Harvey was being released to go to court and if that happens, they must hand over the copy. Mr Harvey will have the right to have his solicitor present at the police station when Mr Harvey has an ongoing interview unless there are any exceptions that were stated and informed but the right to have his solicitor present is there to make sure that there is no wrong doing behaviour happening within questioning and making sure that the person questioning is not making it impossible and difficult for Mr Harvey to answer but they can be asked to leave if the solicitor interferes too much in the interview process. But under code of practice E, for the safety of Mr Harvey, an audio and video recording of the interview that involves the suspect, Mr Harvey, at the police station. This is to ensure that no mis conduct, and breach of police powers occur in the interview. 
As Mr Harvey is entitled to treatment, the custody office must perform a risk assessment and question Harvey on personal health issues and addictions to ensure that Harvey is not going to be a harmful source to others and especially to himself. As part of his safety, and basic standards of comfort, he is entitled to decent heating, a clean and ventilated cell that also has lighting, these basic needs are essential in daytime and overnight detention. Mr. Harvey is also entitled to proper rest and is provided with regular meals and water for hydration.

References:

· English, J. and Card, R. (2009) POLICE LAW. 11th edn. United States: Oxford University Press 
· Jason-Lloyd, L. (1992) Police Powers. Huntingdon: ELM Publications 
· McNulty, T. (2007) ‘Police and Criminal Evidence Act (PACE)’, Hansard: House of Commons debates, 14 March, 458. Available at: Police and Criminal Evidence Act (PACE) - Hansard - UK Parliament (Accessed: 13th March 2025)
· Miller, J. (2019) The Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 (PACE). Available at: The Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 (PACE) - Geoffrey Miller Solicitors (Accessed: 24 February 2025) 
· Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984, c. 60. Available at: Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 (Accessed: 24 February 2025) 
· Police National Legal Database (2024) BLACKSTONE’S POLICE OPERATIONAL HANDBOOK 2025 LAW. United State: Oxford University Press. 
· Ramdal, A. (2025) Understanding R v Turnbull: The Case That Shaped Identification Evidence. Available at: Understanding R v Turnbull: The Case That Shaped Identification Evidence - The Signature Brand (Accessed: 24 February 2025)  
· UK Government (2013) Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 (PACE) codes of practice. Available at: Police and Criminal Evidence Act 1984 (PACE) codes of practice - GOV.UK (Accessed: 7th March 2025)
· 
