Question 1:
According to Code G, the arrested person must be informed that he has been arrested, even if this fact is obvious, but the police did not do this. According to clause 2.3A there must be some reasonable, objective grounds for suspicion based on known facts and information that are relevant to the likelihood that
the crime was committed and the person liable to arrest committed it, but they have no evidence of the alleged act that Rachel Jones would have done. Indeed, Rachel's words, I quote: "He deserved it" incites hatred but we cannot place it as proof.

Question 2:
Applying the Code of Crown Prosecutors in this case, I believe that we cannot continue the case because there is no evidence related to the violence of Rachel Jones towards Mary Thomas and especially because Mary Thomas does not want to submit a statement. In my opinion, the Complete Code Test has not been met and the case cannot be continued without evidence and the victim's (Mary Thomas) statement.

Question 3:
As Rachel Jones' solicitor, I will speak to the court on her behalf. I recognize the seriousness of the charge against her, but it is important to remember that Rachel Jones is presumed innocent until proven guilty. Rachel entered a not guilty plea, which underscores her decision to contest the charge and exercise her right to a fair trial. Remanding her in custody at this early stage would contravene the principle of a plea of not guilty. The court's decision should be informed by a careful assessment of risk factors, as detailed in the Bail Appendix.                                                                                                                    Rachel Jones, 41 years old, a woman who works in a nursing home, has a clean character with no criminal record, which suggests a minimal risk of recidivism. She also lives with her children, Peter and Benjamin Jones, at 1 Acacia Avenue, Swansea. These family ties create a strong incentive for her to be tried at large. During the execution of the search warrant, Rachel was present and cooperated with the police officers. This act of cooperation demonstrates her willingness to engage in the legal process and face the charges against her. Her presence during the search signifies her intention to approach the situation transparently.
We respectfully request that the court consider these factors when making its decision and explore alternative measures that would respect his rights while ensuring his presence at future court proceedings.

Question 4: 
I will present sentencing applications for Rachel Jones, who pleaded guilty to a charge of grievous bodily harm under section 18 of the Offenses Against the Person Act 1861.                                                               Aggravating factors:
This case involves a highly disturbing crime in which the defendant willfully caused grievous bodily harm to the victim, Mary Thomas. The attack was premeditated and executed with the clear intent to cause harm. Such a calculated act deserves severe condemnation.                                                                                                  Mitigating factors:
While Rachel Jones' guilty plea signifies an admission of her guilt, it is important to weigh this against the aggravating factors. Her lack of criminal record is noted, suggesting that this incident is a momentary lapse in her behavior. Her personal circumstances should be considered, including her age and lack of previous convictions.
Impact on the victim:
Mary Thomas suffered substantial physical injuries that required medical attention and may result in lasting scarring. Beyond the physical injury, the emotional trauma he experienced further magnifies the impact of this attack.
Given the egregious nature of the offense and its severe impact on the victim, a custodial sentence is appropriate. It is the court's duty to denounce such actions and protect the community. 
Considering the seriousness of the crime and its repercussions, I propose a substantial custodial sentence. While acknowledging Ms. Jones' mitigating factors and guilty plea, the court must prioritize public safety and justice.

