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Introduction
In performing the upright criminal justice system, the crown prosecutor plays a critical role. The crown prosecutor is the entity to be held accountable for starting and conducting any criminal prosecutions against the person accused of a crime or any kind of offence. Rigorous assessment procedures are included in the decision-making process depending upon two primary tests, an evidential test and a public interest test.  The prime aim of this report is to explain the role of the Crown Prosecutor in the justice system and explore different applications of decision tests. 
The Role of a Crown Prosecutor
An attorney and justice entity represent the Crown and state in criminal cases. Their role in the decision-making of a serious offence and they are held accountable for important responsibilities (Henry and Jurek, 2020). In this chapter of the report, some of the key aspects are explained as follows. 
Criminal Prosecution
A prosecutor entity investigates and prosecutes the person accused of any criminal offence as a representative of the state and Crown. The prosecutor is responsible for some of the key responsibilities. 
· They are responsible to review the available and provided evidence collected under the supervision of law enforcement agencies as police during the investigation of an accused person. Witness statements, forensic reports, surveillance footage and other relevant information built a case against the accused person (Bows and Herring, 2020).  
· An interview may be conducted with witnesses to collect additional information and make sure the witness statements are credible and consistent. 
· A comprehensive legal strategy is developed by the Crown Prosecutor to present in the court. They organize the collected evidence, anticipate the defence raised by the accused, and plan the sequence of witnesses’ testimonies in court (Hasbrouck, 2021). 
· The prosecutor presents the case against the accused defence person. The case outlines the charges, calls witnesses to testify, explains the evidence, and establishes the accused guilt beyond any doubt to affect the trial in the court. 
Upholding Justice
To uphold the justice principles in the criminal justice system, the crown prosecutor is of great importance and credibility to make sure of accused receives a fair trial. The fair trial of an accused person includes all the disclosing of the relevant evidence by the defence and avoiding any action against the fairness of the trial, and all the rules must be adhered to by both parties of defence and prosecutor (Cadieux, Goodridge and Spink, 2019).
In any trial case, the crown prosecutor must be neutral and act without any biased intention towards the accused and victim in the case. The decisions made by the prosecutor in the trial must be based on provided evidence, and eyewitness statements and without any favouritism to any particular party during trial proceedings (Jeffers, 2022). 
A high standard of conduct must be adhered to by the Crown Prosecutor as they must act with honesty, respect, and dignity for the rule of law in terms of work and duties that the Crown Prosecutor is responsible to perform in the justice system. The objectives of the Crown Prosecutor are not only confined to securing convictions but also seeking justice with efforts and proper trial in the justice sector. It includes making the guilty held accountable for his mistakes and crime as well as protecting the rights of the victim (Angwin et al., 2022).  
Legal Advocacy
Crown Prosecutor act as an advocate in the court to support the case against the accused. To demonstrate the accused's guilt, Crown Prosecutor present the evidence in a clear and persuasive manner in front of the court. To build a strong case, prosecutors use witness testimonies, expert reports, and physical evidence (Warner and Armstrong, 2020). Crown Prosecutors also cross-examine the accused person’s eyewitnesses in the court to challenge their credibility in front of a judge. The preliminary objectives of the Crown Prosecutor are to uncover the truth and expose any kind of weaknesses in the case of defence. To challenge the credibility and inconsistencies in the witness of the accused offence, crown prosecutor has the authority to cross-examine them. A legal reasoning and evidence must support the charges and the accused guilt to make decisions by the court. A relevant statutes, legal principles, and case law are provided to increase the strength of the arguments make by the prosecutor during the trial (Campbell and Fehler-Cabral, 2022). 
Public Interest
The Crown Prosecutor as the main representative of the state is expected to must consider the public and common people's interest while making decisions and proceeding with criminal cases. It is the preliminary concern of a prosecutor to save the community. It is the duty of the prosecutor to assess and make decisions if there is any need to protect the public from the accused during trial and proceedings (Chorn and Kovera, 2019). 
The offence severity and consequences are the main factors to be taken into account during decision-making regarding any criminal offence in society. The more serious the crime, the harsher will be the punishment and prosecutors prioritized those cases which have severity in offence and danger for the community. It also depends on the prosecution's assessment to make decisions regarding the accused to deter and refrain from others by announcing severe punishment or by making a rehabilitation process for the accused to give him/her a chance to become a better person in future (Goodman, 2019). 
Charging Decision Tests
There are two primary tests are included to make charging decisions. One is called the evidential test and the other is called the public interest test. Crown Prosecutor used these tests to make decisions regarding the accused sentenced to either proceed with criminal charges or give them a chance by sending them to the rehabilitation centre to make society a better place to live (Wright, 2020). 
The evidential test assesses realistic prospects of conviction after collecting sufficient evidence and this evidence must be evaluated and have strong reasons and conviction to make the accused guilty of the crime and charges without any minor doubts in the evidence. Different factors under the evidential test to make severe decisions include 
Strength of Evidence: The quality and quantity of evidence is evaluated by the Crown Prosecutors. It includes witness statements, forensic reports, and physical evidence to make sound and error-free decisions on trial (Garrett and Mitchell, 2020). 
Admissibility of Evidence: The material of evidence must have credibility to be submitted to the court. Any material of evidence obtained unlawfully and against the exclusionary rules will be null and void by the court. 
Reliability of Witnesses: In criminal proceedings, witness credibility is very important as the Crown Prosecutor must access and prosecutor the credibility of the witness before presenting to the court to establish the strength of their evidence (Davis and Wells, 2019). 
The public interest is also considered by the Crown Prosecutor during trial proceedings to check and evaluate if the accused person has any kind of harm towards the public and community. Therefore, even with strong evidence against the accused if that person has no harmful intention towards the public interest may be settled. There are certain factors to consider under the public interest test such as:
Seriousness of the Offense: The severity of the offence plays a crucial role in public interest tests as the severity of the crime, the more the chances to be prosecuted by the justice (Bows and Herring, 2020). 
Impact on the Victim: The impact of the offence on the victim is assessed by the Prosecutor to take part in the emotional, monetary, and physical harm to society. 
Defendant's Age and Circumstances: the personal information and data of the accused are also considered as age and personal circumstances to make judgments (Warner and Armstrong, 2020). 
Community Impact: Public interest and confidence is the prime intention of the prosecution proceeding in the justice system during the prosecution proceedings. 
Deterrence and Rehabilitation: Deterrence and rehabilitation are taken into consideration while making judgments. 
The Significance of Charging Decisions
The decisions made by the Crown Prosecutors in the justice system are of great importance as these decisions also impact (Campbell and Fehler-Cabral, 2022):
Accused Individuals: the decisions of charging against the accused directly impact the life of the guilty person. The person being accused of the crime has to face trials and pay penalties if proven to be guilty. 
Victims: The victim’s perception of the justice system also impacts the charged decision made by the prosecutor. The victim party has the right to seek closure, accountability, and restitution for the harm and damage they have suffered. 
Public Confidence: All the decisions made by the Crown Prosecutor must be fair and in the interest of the community. 
Justice System Integrity: the charged decision test makes sure of the integrity to prevent frivolous prosecutions and be safe against potential abuse in the justice system (Cadieux, Goodridge and Spink, 2019). 
It is very essential for the Crown Prosecutor to must adhere to the principles and obligations of the system as fairness, respect, and impartiality towards any particular party. Crown prosecutors must avoid any kind of interest conflicts and bring transparency to their decisions. It is also important for the Crown Prosecutors to stay in tune with the recent and updated legal developments and any implications and amendments in the laws (Jeffers, 2022). 
Conclusion
In conclusion, Crown Prosecutors are of great importance for the justice system to uphold justice and fairness to the common people by conducting a transparent and fair trial to include both evidential tests and public interest to play a pivotal role in charging decisions. There are different applications of these tests as discussed above in the report to carefully evaluate the evidence and include a broader spectrum of societal impact. A balance is striking between public interest and justice to uphold the fairness principles, public confidence, and integrity to evolve in pursuing justice to safeguard the rights of both society and the accused person. 
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