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Answer 
In 0400 hours, Police constable Stevens has received a burglary call in Chesterfield Lane. While attending to the burglary call, he sees objects being carried by a matched description of a perpetrator running in directions away from the scene of the crime which prompts suspicion.
In relation to this scenario, the judgment for the case R v Tosti (19970) whereby an individual went to a barn just like A suspect described to be Mr Harvey tried breaking in and in examining the padlock so as to see how to get in they were disturbed and fled. In the case appeal against conviction, they made it clear that cases when acts could be seen as both preparatory and part of the commission of the crime itself, this backfired on the defendant and there was enough evidence for a charge, and his former appeal was dismissed.
From that initial encounter between the suspect Mr Harvey and officer Stevens, the next line of action should be Mr Harvey explaining himself.
PC stevens has the right to stop Mr Harvey as he is encouraged by the PACE code acronym meaning (Q.C., 2005)which allows officers to assess the elements of a person’s involvement or how an Individual is seen in the commission of a criminal offense, stated & found in section 24(A) of the legislation. 
In the scenario of officer Stevens attempting to stop the suspect Mr Harvey it has two variables where the suspect can choose to comply meaning he stops to get searched and question or can choose to flee which will appear as one element of loitering and prowling, can add to the “reasonable suspicion” for an officer to call it in and to chase you down for an arrest. And articles published on 11th of June 2014About people confusion in police, encounter thinking they’re in trouble as it could be a coincidence even though it is understandable for suspicion the suspect could be innocent. 
Furthermore, once the suspect has stopped, officer Stevens will directly tell him about the grounds of the search and what station he resides, and why he is being questioned. Know that officer Stevens has his name as Mr. Harvey then the procedure of checking the goods in the bag will take place.
 Officer Stevens can gain the suspect’s attention by two means verbally or physically. Verbally, is the self-identification of an officer in which the use of shouting ‘police’ or words to claim authority like ‘stop’ is used to declare presence. While physically is being aware of the threat and being able to detain it, this could be running towards the suspect making the individual surrender, or even tackling a suspect down and detaining him. Whereby the use of questions like where are you heading? Or do you usually go on jogs during these types of times (4 am) and go as far as requesting his residence and identification can be required.
In addition to that, a risk assessment will remind Mr Harvey his right and that he is being recorded, also assuming Mr Harvey is arrested, officer Stevens will read Mr Harvey Miranda rights. Each object obtained by the police will be reviewed as evidence in the case and if they are truly Mr Harvey, he will receive it back and he will get to ask further questions in the station.
In the United Kingdom, individuals’ rights are protected by the Human Rights Act 1998, now article five of the Act states the right to liberty and security is one right protected by the human rights act. Emphasizing that a person’s right should not be deprived of your liberty of freedom unless there is a law that allows it, and the correct procedure is followed.
This relates to Mr. Harvey as every step Officer Stevens has taken follows the Human Rights Act of 1998 and the grounds are reasonable and just considering the circumstances. In England, there are an estimated 10 million people with criminal records that a high percentage compared to other countries in which it can’t be used to prosecute you in this case but the judges may see the recurring  charge if theft has been of Mr Harvey pass
If investigators can prove the Actus Reus & Men’s Rea Mr. Harvey will likely be charged for burglary under section 9 (1) (a) of the Theft Act 1968(TA).
While in custody Mr. Harvey will be advised to not speak in any question by police as he should be assigned a lawyer will be interrogated. Further, on a 1 to 1, he will realize that   the offense he is being accused of
categories as Either way- an offense which will be tried in Magistrates or Crown court.
Understanding that the Men’s rea of the section depends on whether the defendant had the intent of committing theft seeing as he was caught with a bag and was out in that side leading from the crime proves his intentions to getaway.

In Pegram V DPP (Directo (Pegram V DPP , 1995)r of public prosecutions Introduction) 2019   it showed how an appellant can change the upholding of the Crown Court at Bristol, in relation Mr Harvey can appose and if found innocent but just being NFA – no future action or acquitted doesn’t mean Mr Harvey would win a civil suit. It will still need to be proven that you were not only innocent but that the police had no probable cause to move forward on you which is unlikely as Mr Harvey match the description and had a bag at 0400 hours.
Once introduced to Crown Court Magistrates’ Court, he will be need pre-plan and know his alibi because when heading Magistrates Court, he will be asked to enter a plea, if Mr Holding is found guilty of the accused crimes the Magistrates can impose a sentence, up to six months imprisonment for a single offence in which Mr Harvey has various listing breaking an entry, burglary, affray.
 Magistrates is less formal meaning less stressful as the defendant’s usual get their judgment, innocent getting no future action or convicted in which he must pay prosecution costs which is much higher than Crown Court.
intends to plead not guilty which would be advised as the Men’s rea of the crime for the allegation of ‘theft’ can’t be proven seeing no weapon or relation to victim has been proved.

Strengths from Mr Harvey claims could be that in the early morning before 6am it quite dark and how was he defending his home and able to get vivid descriptions like a measurement of 5,10 height 

If a defendant has pleaded not guilty and the Magistrates have allocated the case to the Magistrates' Court a trial date will be identified, and the Court may make directions on matters relating to the trial including the service of additional evidence. 

Is Mr Harvey eligible for Bail no but he will be told if he can once he goes Crown Court. In section 1 (a) of the Bail Act 1976 it states that the “bail grantable in or in connection with proceedings for an offence to a person who is accused or convicted of the offence, or in section (b) bail is grantable in connection with an offence to a person who is under arrest for the offence or for whose arrest for the offence a warrant (endorsed for a bail) being issued.
In which Mr Harvey will have to agree to conditions like; living at a particular address, or not contacting certain people and giving ging as far as giving one’s passport to police to ensure you don’t go on the run. Initially, you will have to report to a police station frequently for example once or twice a week before sentencing, etc. The Bail Act 1976 is up to date with all changes known to be in force on or before 07 January 2022

An Act to make provision in relation to bail in or in connection with criminal proceedings in England and Wales, to make it an offence to agree to indemnify sureties in criminal proceedings, to make provision for legal aid limited to questions of bail in certain cases and for legal aid for persons kept in custody for inquiries or reports, to extend the powers of coroners to grant bail and for connected purposes.

In conclusion, the improvement of police operations and answering calls has helped the method of data collection, like height, clothes, racial appearance, and body appearance helps for more in-depth analysis of stop and search in England and Wales. In chronological order, a defendant will have to go through a police investigation to an arrest, Interview, court to receive a charge or be released.
From readings of the law rule of Thumb is based on practical experience rather than theory meaning, in this case, a defendant like (Mr. Harvey) will only be convicted for a criminal offence if the prosecution can prove that he has committed


The rule of thumb is that a defendant will only be convicted for criminal offenses if the prosecution can prove that he has committed the actus reus and men rea and he has no reliable defence to rely on. Finally, the remaining and main faculty for a conviction would be matching prints at the scene and if the items in the bag collected by the Officer have connected to the burglary.
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