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Within the legal system, a suspected individual is arrested by the police to ascertain whether they are associated with a particular criminal activity or action that occurred in a specific region. An arrest refers to the situation in which a person is held under the custody of the police and denied the liberty to associate with others while awaiting the determination of their possible linkage with a particular action (Compton et al., 2014). Following an arrest, Mr. Davison the defendant is denied their fundamental rights and freedoms. The method of capture usually involves laying hands on the suspect and ensuring that they are under the control of the police or the relevant legal authority. From the case study, the police try to stop Mr. Davison who decides to flee from the police. Officer Bronson chooses to pursue him thereby catching him and ensuring that he is restrained from escaping again.
Further, the police may frisk the individual to determine whether they are concealing any weapon that may cause harm. Mr. Davison is held under the custody of the police who handcuff him as a way of ensuring he does not escape. During an arrest, the suspect is usually handcuffed or placed in a police van to ensure that they do not cause any restraint during their arrest period (Compton et al., 2014). However, if the suspect is on the run, the police usually engage them in a manhunt that entails pursuing them to get hold of them for the arrest. Additionally, the police secure any personal property held by the individual after conducting an inventory of their items possessed by the suspect (Compton et al., 2014). Later the suspect is taken to the police station where they are held awaiting the interrogation and further prosecution to ascertain whether indeed they were part of the criminal action.
The process of an arraignment is often the first appearance in court. It involves the situation in which the individual charged is taken before a judge in a court of law. During the arraignment, the judge reads out the accused charges (Legal Information Institute, 2017). On the other hand, the defendant who may at times not be present in the courtroom is supposed to be sufficed with a copy of the charge sheet. Later, the judge asks whether the accused, who is the defendant, whether they have an attorney or if they would wish that the court grants them a court-appointed attorney. At the point, the defendant is required to offer a response that enhances a proper continuation of the court proceedings. In a situation where the defendant lacks an attorney, the court proceedings are adjourned to a later date when the court offers an attorney (Legal Information Institute, 2017). Additionally, the judge asks the defendant the manner in which they would answer and plead to the charges as to whether they are guilty or have no contest.
The judge within their jurisdiction may decide to alter the amount of bail surcharged or choose to release the defendant based on their recognizance (Legal Information Institute, 2017). Nevertheless, the issues can often be revisited even after the previous proceedings. In a situation in which the defendant is found guilty, they may be sentenced to either a jail term or subject to a bail term. Where the defendant fails to ascertain their charges, the judge decides to set a date for the further hearing in the pretrial steps based on the defendant’s plea (Legal Information Institute, 2017). From the case study, Mr. Davison is taken through the prosecution team who determine the rationale for his indictment. With the help of his attorney, Mr. Davison may decide to take up the plea or deny it based on the circumstantial evidence possessed by the prosecution team. In a situation where he is proved innocent, he may be left free. However, in a possibility where there is evidence linking him to the burglary case, the court may proceed with the pretrial stages of the situation. 
The pretrial stage is usually the next court date in situations where the defendants fail to take a plea in the arraignment stage. During the pretrial conference, the case can either be resolved or prepared for the trial phase in the future (Guariglia & Hochmayr, 2015). A magistrate conducts the pretrial on the request of either of the parties involved in the case. The pretrial motions may include; the summon judgments, motion to dismiss, motion to change venue and the exclusion of either the physical evidence or testimony by the witness. According to Guariglia & Hochmayr (2015), a magistrate who has lesser powers than those of the judge presides over the pretrial conference and motions for the speeding up of the case to enhance the managerial control over the matter. The pretrial conferences enable the judge and attorneys in the case in a bid to simplify the issues through obtaining admissions of a claim that enhance the progression of the proceedings in the future stages (Guariglia & Hochmayr, 2015). Besides, the court may make the possibility of resolving the issues with the judge issuing orders that portray the outcomes of the conferences in the enhancement of the case at hand. 
Elsewhere, competency refers to the consideration of the defendant’s mental status after the particular offense (Zapf & Roesch, 2013). Within the criminal cases, an individual who is not competent of standing trial cannot be convicted of any wrongdoing. In a bid to strictly comply with the due process, courts have the responsibility of determining the level of competency to enhance fairness in the court proceedings. The defendants in a court case have an unquestionable right to comprehend the processes and charges filed against them thereby enabling them to defend themselves. In a situation where the defendant does not understand the procedures, the court may adjourn the case based on legal incompetency (Zapf & Roesch, 2013). As such, competency only refers to the mental status of the defendant during the court proceedings rather than their psychological state during the time of the crime.
In a situation where an individual is found to be incompetent to stand the hearing, the judge, the prosecution team, and the defense attorney may agree to delay the trial while the defendant's ability to understand the court proceeding is determined (Zapf & Roesch, 2013). When a competency hearing evaluation is undertaken, and a defendant deemed incompetent to stand trial, they are in a state hospital where they are required to take a rehabilitative competency training program. Within the institutions, they are enlightened and informed on the role of the judge, the jury, the attorney, and the charges amounted against them (Zapf & Roesch, 2013). Therefore, the training offers the defendant an opportunity to understand their role in regards to the case. For instance, if Mr. Davison the defendant is found incompetent to stand trial, he may be taken to nearest rehabilitative training to improve their understanding of the charges and the role of the court officials in the particular case.
In the pretrial competency hearing, the psychologist has a consultant role in a variety of ways. First, the psychologist provides the court with the underlying factors for the mental disabilities that could hamper an individual’s comprehension of the court proceedings (Hawkins et al., 2015). Second, the psychologist suffices the court with an opinion regarding issues enhanced by the defendant on the nature and severity of their mental situation. During the competency hearing, there are possibilities that the defendant could be feigning their condition as a way of evading justice. As such, the psychologist enhances the court’s understanding of the predisposing factors on the nature of the defendant’s situation relating to the case (Hawkins et al., 2015). Additionally, the psychologist also evaluates the ability of the defendant to stand trial owing to their situation.
Thus, the psychologist acts as an expert witness in the court proceedings. Some of the tools utilized by psychologist in assessing competency for trial include; the Evaluation of Competency to Stand Trial-Revised (ECST-R), Fitness Interview Test-Refined and the Competence Assessment for Standing Trial for Defendants with Mental Retardation (CAST-MR) (Ragatz et al., 2015). The Evaluation of Competency to Stand Trial-Revised (ECST-R) is a semi-structured assessment tool that evaluates the defendant's competency related capabilities in a particular case. Elsewhere, the Fitness Interview Test-Refined is an instrument that screens out an individual’s capacity to withstand the court proceedings (Ragatz et al., 2015). Finally, the Evaluation of Competency to Stand Trial-Revised (ECST-R) is a specialized forensic tool that is used by psychologists in estimating the defendant’s competency to stand pleas within the courtrooms (Ragatz et al., 2015).
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