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In the proper functioning of the criminal justice system, an essential and key role is played by the Crown Prosecutor. The responsibility of starting and conducting criminal prosecutions is held by Crown Prosecutors who are the legal representatives of the state. Some rigorous assessments based on two primary tests are involved in the process of decision-making of Crown Prosecutors. The first test is known as the public interest test and the second one is the evidential test. This report is based on the significant objective of explaining the role of a Crown Prosecutor and looking at how to apply it to charge decision tests. (Seepma, de Blok and Van Donk, 2021). 

An attorney is called a Crown Prosecutor who has the responsibility of acting on behalf of the state and Crown in all criminal cases. Some significant responsibilities are included and associated with their roles. Some of the key aspects of their roles are criminal prosecution, legal advocacy, upholding justice, and public interest. (Baćak, Lageson and Powell, 2020).
Prosecution of accused individuals is a primary role because they are the people who have been involved in some kinds of criminal offences. All prosecution actions are taken by Crown Prosecutor on behalf of the Crown or the state. Some examples of their key responsibilities are listed in the following paragraph. (Schmidt, Rap and Liefaard, 2021). 
The first responsibility is to review all kinds of evidence that have been collected by law enforcement agencies which will help to build a case against the accused by examining surveillance footage, forensic reports, physical evidence, witness statements, and any other relevant information. 
Interviews may also be conducted by Crown Prosecutors with all witnesses available so that some additional information could be collected and ensure that witness statements are consistent and credible (Baćak, Lageson and Powell, 2020). 
A comprehensive legal strategy is developed based on the collected evidence and this evidence is presented in court. All evidence is organized by them and the sequence of testimonies of witnesses is planned, and possible defences are anticipated that could be raised by the accused. 
The case is presented in the trial by Crown Prosecutors against the person who has been accused. The charges are outlined by them, evidence is explained, and legal arguments are made for establishing the guilt of the accused (Carroll, 2022). 
In terms of supporting the case against the accused, it is noted that Crown Prosecutors act as advocates because they are the legal representatives of the Crown. The evidence is presented by the Crown Prosecutors in a very persuasive and clear way for demonstrating the guilt of the accused. To build a strong case, expert reports, physical evidence, and witness testimonies are used by them. Defence witnesses are cross-examined by Crown Prosecutors during the trial so that their inconsistencies and credibility could be challenged in their testimonies. The truth is uncovered by cross-examination and all kinds of weaknesses could be exposed in case of defence (Shapland, 2019).  Legal reasoning is provided by Crown Prosecutors for supporting the charges and an explanation is given on how the guilt of the accused could be proved based on the evidence. Legal principles, case law, and relevant statutes are applied by them for strengthening the arguments made by them. The arguments presented by the defence are addressed by prosecutors and they focus on refuting them based on evidence (Baker, 2020). 
In terms of upholding the principles of justice in the justice system of the country, it is a fact that an important and key role is played by Crown Prosecutors. All relevant evidence is disclosed in this way that is provided to the defence and it is also based on involving adherence to procedural rules and any kinds of actions due to which the fairness system of the trial could be impacted are avoided. One important thing that must need to be ensured by Crown Prosecutors is that they are impartial and act without any level of bias. All their actions and decisions must be solely based on the relative law and evidence which means that their favours must not relate to one party. It is a must for Crown Prosecutors to work based on conducting every action under high standards of ethics. Respect, honesty, and integrity must need to be ensured by them in all prospects of their work (Green and Roiphe, 2020).  
Crown prosecutors are state representatives who must also consider the public interest when choosing whether to bring charges or handle a criminal case. The community's safety is of the utmost importance. Prosecutors must determine whether a defendant needs to be tried to safeguard the public from any potential harm brought on by his actions (Young, 2019).
 The seriousness of the crime and its impact on the victims and society must be considered. The prosecution of more serious charges or actions that have a major impact may be given priority. Prosecutors weigh the efficiency of rehabilitation efforts in preventing crime when deciding whether to charge accused parties. It may be considered by prosecutors whether the accused accountable for all their actions will be held by criminal prosecution and it also considered by them whether the remedies and restitution are better in prospect of the justice system. (Rofiq, Disemadi and Jaya, 2019). 
The evidence test and the public interest test are the two main tests used to make charging decisions. Both tests are taken into consideration by the Crown Prosecution Service when determining whether to charge a suspect.  
 One important aspect that is assessed based on the evidential test is to consider that for providing some realistic prospect of conviction, they try to consider sufficient evidence. Crown Prosecutors must also need to be focused on evaluating if the evidence that is provided is strong enough for persuading a reasonable jury related to the guilt of the accused.  The evidential test is based on the following key considerations (Romero, 2020). The strength of evidence is proven by the level of quantity and quality of available evidence that could be evaluated by the Crown Prosecutor. Forensic reports, physical evidence, witness statements, and any other relevant materials are included in this. Another important aspect is the admissibility of evidence that is determined under this is to consider whether the evidence is admissible or not in the court. The evidence is not considered to be used in court if it is subject to exclusionary rules or obtained unlawfully (Sitompul and Hasibuan, 2021). 
In the prospect of criminal proceedings, it is noted that one important aspect is called witness credibility. The reliability and credibility of witnesses must need to be assessed by Crown Prosecutors so that the strength of their testimonies could be established. 
Consideration of whether it is in the best interest of the public of prosecuting the accused is included in the context of the public interest test. It may be decided by Crown Prosecutors not to proceed with the charges even if sufficient evidence is there if it is not in the best interest of the public. Following are some key factors that are included in the public interest (Chuasanga and Victoria, 2019). In the prospect of the public interest test, one of the key factors is called the gravity of the offence. It is more likely of prosecuting more serious crimes. The impact of the offence on the victim is assessed by the prosecutors and it is based on consideration of financial, emotional, and physical harm caused. 
Consideration in this prospect is given to the personal and age circumstances in relation to the accused. The impact of the offence is also analysed by the prosecutor which could be resulted in the community and whether for maintaining public confidence in the justice system, the prosecution is important and necessary (Imran, 2021). 
Some significant level of implications could be made by charging decisions that are taken by Crown Prosecutors on all the parties that are included and involved in the criminal justice system. The impact is created on the following:
The lives of the accused are directly affected by charging decisions. Potential penalties and the prospect of a trial are faced by them if found guilty (Zauberman, 2019). 
The perception of victims of the justice system is influenced by charging decisions. Accountability, restitution, or closure for the harm may seek by them. 
In terms of making fair and just decisions, it is identified that the public relies on Crown Prosecutors so there is a need of maintaining the confidence of the public in the justice system by taking transparent and consistent charging decisions. 
Some challenges are also associated with the role of the Crown Prosecutor. Some of the complex aspects at this level include safeguarding the rights of the accused, protecting the public interest, and striking a balance between upholding justice. (Setjo and Ma’ruf, 2020). 

It is concluded that in the prospect of the criminal justice system, one most important aspect is considered as the role of a Crown Prosecutor. In guiding Crown Prosecutors' decisions, an important role is played by the public interest test, the evidential test, and the charging decision tests. Careful evaluation of evidence is also required by the application of these tests and a broader level of social impact is also needed. To uphold the public confidence, integrity, and the principles of fairness in the justice system one important aspect is called a balance between justice and public interest. 
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