
Policy Decision 

I must consider the optimum way of securing and preserving evidence by questioning and any 

requirement for securing any other evidence through searches or special warnings. 

My decision- To deal with Mr XXXXX as a voluntary attender at York Police station for the purpose of 

interview. 

Information and intelligence 

This is a Two vehicle RTC. 

 V1, travelling west has, for a reason unknown, failed to negotiate a left hand bend, crossed double 

white lines and collided with V2 travelling east. The Rider of vehicle 2 has suffered fatal injuries and 

died at the scene.  

This gives reasonable cause to suspect that the driver of vehicle 1 has committed an offence of 

causing death by dangerous driving. 

This driver suffered a serious hand injury and has been transported by land ambulance to hospital 

where he was admitted for surgery. 

No relationship between the driver of V1 and the rider of v2 has been established to date. 

 

Threat and Risk 

An ineffective strategy for offender management will lead to risk to the individuals involved and 

potentially those close to them; risk of losing evidence; risk to the force’s reputation, and public 

confidence. 

 

Powers and Policies 

I have considered the Power of arrest under sect 24 Pace against dealing with the suspect as a 

voluntary attender at a police station. 

VA affords driver the same legal protection as arrest and allows questioning but does not afford the 

use of special warnings or the ability to conduct searches under section 18 of PACE. 

I have also considered ECHR right to a fair trial 

 

 Options and Contingencies 

1 Do nothing 

2 Arrest Driver 



3 Interview as a voluntary attendee. 

 

1 – Not acceptable due to the threat and risk and the responsibility to investigate 

2 –Intrusive, and unnecessary as long as the driver attends the station at the arranged time. 

Considering Proportionality and necessity, the suspect has been a patient in hospital as he was 

injured, requiring surgery and is elderly. He was clearly distressed to hear rider of V2 had died. 

At this stage I have not identified circumstances in which I require the use of special warnings in 

interview or the need for searches under section 18. 

3 – Least intrusive, is proportionate and achieves all objectives in investigative working strategy. 

Option 2 is a viable contingency should 3 not be adhered to. 

Contingency is to consider arrest if the suspect fails to present himself for interview as requested 

Action – Option 3 

 

Prior to interview, further intelligence 

Revised decision to Arrest  

Information and intelligence 

Information received that suggests the manoeuver of V1 was as a result of a road rage incident 

instigated by him, and not a moment’s inattention or mechanical defect. Offence likely to be death 

by dangerous as opposed to careless 

 

Threat and Risk 

Ongoing threat and risks same to organisation, family and individuals. In addition, have to consider 

flight risk. Driver of V1 is a foreign national, albeit has been in this country for many decades, will 

have links in home country. With the offence under investigation likely to be S1, the potential 

sentence will be greater than that of S2b, given the suspect’s age, if convicted this could realistically 

result in an effective life sentence. Threat to investigation increased if suspect flees to home 

country. 

 

Powers and Policies 

Powers and policies remain the same. 

 

Options and Contingencies 



Remain the same, however option 2 offers the opportunity to place bail conditions on the suspect, in 

view of the seriousness of the offence under investigation and his flight risk, to sign on weekly and 

surrender all travel documentation. Aware under Shengen can travel to domicile country on driving 

licence alone. 

 

Action  

Arrest MrXXXX on suspicion of causing death by dangerous driving. 


