Question 1
Answer:
There is two answers to this question. So as the PACE Code G 3.3 states that a person who is arrested must be informed at the time of their arrest and why they have been arrest, on what grounds they have been arrested, if practicable to do so. 3.1 also states that if there are grounds to suspect a person of an offence, they can be cautioned before questioning. So if the police officer did not caution Rachel properly, as long as he cautions her properly before interviewing and asking questions, then the arrest would be lawful. However if Rachel was then interviewed without being cautioned properly and still has not been told on what grounds she was arrested for then this is not a lawful arrest and I, as a solicitor could argue the fact that there is a breach of Human Rights Act. Also it is in breach of code G of Pace which states “pace “The arrested person must be informed that they have been arrested, even if this fact is obvious, and of the relevant circumstances of the arrest in relation to both the above elements. The custody officer must be informed of these matters on arrival at the police station
The provisions that could have been relied on are 2.1 which states “a person’s involvement or suspected involvement or attempted involvement in the commission of a criminal offence; AND Reasonable grounds for believing that the person’s arrest is necessary”.
In Rachels case there was grounds to believe suspected involvement due to the marks on May’s face, therefore there are grounds for believing that her arrest is necessary. Overall I believe it is a lawful arrest as 2.1 of the PACE code G 2.1 was followed and if the police officer then cautioned her properly at the station, then her rights have not been affected in any way.

Question 2
I believe the cases should not proceed. Prosecutors should carry out the full code test which has two stages evidential stage and the public interest stage.
Code 4.4  states “In most cases prosecutors should only consider whether a prosecution is in the public interest after considering whether there is sufficient evidence to prosecute. However, there will be cases where it is clear, prior to reviewing all the evidence, that the public interest does not require a prosecution. In these instances, prosecutors may decide that the case should not proceed further.”
Prosecuting Rachel is not in the public interest as she is an occupational Therapist in a local nursing home. She requires a clear DBS in order for her to carry out her job. Rachel job is crucial to the public and there are many people that benefit from the care she provides. Although one can argue that she is at a risk to them, however if you see the circumstances in which the attack was carried out, it shows that it was due to upset as she felt the girlfriend of her son, led him down the wrong path. 
Regarding evidence, as code 4.4 states “considering whether there is sufficient evidence to prosecute”. There is actually no evidence as Mary refused to give a statement and there is no witnesses or CCTV footage of the alleged assault.
The evidential stage of the code 4.6 states the following:
[bookmark: sdfootnote1anc]“Prosecutors must be satisfied that there is sufficient evidence to provide a realistic prospect of conviction against each suspect on each charge*. They must consider what the defence case may be, and how it is likely to affect the prospects of conviction. A case which does not pass the evidential stage must not proceed, no matter how serious or sensitive it may be.”
In this case it would not pass the evidential stage, therefore I believe the case should not proceed. 

Question 3
I would argue that Rachel is a mother of 2 and lives with both of her sons. Rachel works as an occupational therapist in a local nursing home, and requires a clear DBS to carry out her job. This shows Rachel does not have any previous convictions and has a clear record. Rachel is overprotective of her sons, and was not happy when she found out he was dating Mary as her family background is not good, she was afraid this would influence her son, which is why she was not happy with the relationship. This shows the caring and kind side of Rachel.
Rachel still, however allowed Mary who had no job, other than her Instagram work, to live under her roof for the sake of her sons happiness. Again this shows the caring nature of Rachel. Rachel has raised her sons well, as neither one of them have been in trouble with the law before.
Rachel was present for the search and broke down when the officers found drugs in the home, which again shows her character. There is no record or Rachel resisting arrest.
According to the bail annex, “bail should not be granted if there is substantial grounds to believe the would commit an offence on bail by engaging in conduct that would, or would be likely to – (a) cause physical or mental injury to an associated person; or
(b) an associated person to fear physical or mental injury.”
Rachel has held a clear record and has never been in trouble with the law before, so therefore there is no grounds to believe she will commit the offence while on bail. The bail annex also advises the follow:
“There are substantial grounds for believing that the defendant would fail to surrender, commit an offence on bail or interfere with witnesses or otherwise obstruct the course of justice”.
As Rachel has a clean record and there is no record of her resisting arrest and has never been in trouble with the law, there is no grounds to believe she will fail to surrender, when needed. Also as there is no evidence nor witness statements, she cannot interfere with witnesses as there isn’t any.
Overall I would conclude Rachel is granted bail as it is a one off offence that has been alleged and according to the bail annex, she has every right to be bailed.
Question 4
Assume that you the prosecutor and that Rachel Jones has entered a guilty plea to the charge at he first hearing. a) Using the sentencing guidelines, determine if the case is suitable to be dealt with in the Magistrates Court, giving reasons for your determination. [10 marks]
 b) Using the sentencing guidelines, and assuming Rachel Jones pled guilty at the first opportunity on the full facts contained in the case study, prepare submissions for the court on sentencing as if you were the prosecutor.
The case can be tried at Magistrates court. Magistrate will pass the case on to crown court if they feel their powers of sentencing is insufficient. It is suitable to try at magistrates court as it falls under category C - Lesser culpability.

