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weeks. 

➢ In my opinion, this case demonstrates that the Rule 35 (1) system was not 

operating effectively during the relevant period as a result of the apparent delay in 

informing the Home Office of the apparent concerns. 

➢ Additionally, given that D801 was on an ACDT document as a result of his 

apparent risk of self-harm, it has not been clarified as to why a Rule 35 (2) report 

was not completed. In my view, a Rule 35 (2) report ought to have been 

considered on the basis that there was sufficient concern to have opened an 

ACDT. 

➢ On 13 March 2017, Sandra Calver provided an IS.911 RA Part C which included 

the following: ID801] has had his mental health section revoked and is no longer 

under section 48. He remains under the psychiatrist care at Brook House or if 

released under the care of the community. He remains as an adult at risk level 2/3'. 

I have not been provided with any other documentation in relation to this case that 

firstly explains how the conclusion was reached that he was considered to be an 

`adult at risk' and secondly, why it was considered that he was considered to be 

`level 2/3'. Based on the material I have been provided, in my opinion, I would 

agree with the determination that D801 would be considered an 'Adult at Risk' 

given his apparent history of 'severe torture' and his level of risk of self-harm being 

significant enough to warrant an ACDT document. I am unable to locate any 

material that clarifies whether this information had, in fact, been relayed to the 

Home Office prior to 13 March 2017. Furthermore, the Adults at Risk policy does 
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