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Introduction 
Crown Prosecutors, commonly known as Crown Prosecution Service (CPS) prosecutors, play a crucial part in England and Wales' criminal justice system. Crown Prosecutors are charged with the duty of selecting charges and handling the prosecution of cases on behalf of the state as stewards of justice. The Full Code Test, the Threshold Test, and other rules are examined in this essay (Kim et al., 2023). The essay will begin by going over the primary duties of a Crown Prosecutor, which include deciding whether to file charges after carefully examining the available evidence and applying the relevant legal standards. The Full Code Test, a two-stage assessment that makes sure there is enough evidence and gauges the public interest prior to pursuing prosecution, will then be the main focus. The Threshold Test, a special measure used in situations where the Full Code Test is not met, will also be looked at.
This essay intends to highlight the relevance of Crown Prosecutors' contributions to upholding a fair and efficient criminal justice system by shining light on their function and the rigorous approach to charging judgments. By weighing the public interest against the evidence, the Crown Prosecutor serves as the gatekeeper of justice, upholding the rule of law and safeguarding the rights of both victims and defendants. To fully comprehend the complexity of the criminal justice system and its dedication to fairness and equity, it is ultimately necessary to comprehend the function of a Crown Prosecutor and the criteria for choosing whether to file charges.
The Role of a Crown Prosecutor
Crown Prosecutors are essential players in the complex legal system of the UK, serving as the courts' gatekeepers and defenders of the rule of law. Their duties are comprehensive and include the analysis of the available evidence, the use of legal knowledge, taking into account the public interest, and adherence to high ethical standards (Brown & O’Neill, 2007). It becomes clear as we examine the primary responsibilities of Crown Prosecutors that their judgments matter greatly in the fight for justice.
The appraisal of evidence is one of a Crown prosecutor's main responsibilities. Law enforcement organizations must carefully evaluate the strength, dependability, and validity of the evidence they gathered during the investigation in order to be used in court. Is there a realistic chance of conviction given the evidence, which is the key question at the centre of this task? Crown prosecutors must negotiate the complexities of the legal system in order to respond to this inquiry and make sure that the evidence is convincing and sufficient to prove guilt beyond a reasonable doubt (Kim et al., 2023). This fundamental duty highlights the crucial part prosecutors play in preserving the fairness of the legal system. According to Kim (2021), prosecutors must decide if there is a probability for a conviction based on the evidence at hand. This evaluation is essential for treating defendants fairly and also acts as a safeguard against the criminal justice system being abused. Crown prosecutors have an obligation to weigh alternatives, such as giving a caution or refraining from further action, if the evidence is insufficient to pass the necessary standard.
Another essential component of the duty of Crown Prosecutors is their legal knowledge. They are able to apply the law fairly and accurately because they have a thorough understanding of criminal statutes, case precedents, and legal concepts (Kim, 2021). They can make legal pricing judgments with confidence if they are equipped with this knowledge. Their judgments must be based on strong legal reasoning in order to uphold justice, guaranteeing that accusations made against people are true and backed by the law. Legal knowledge encompasses more than only the analysis of the charges. In order to prevent introducing evidence that could be adverse during a trial, it entails evaluating the evidence's relevance and admissibility. This component is particularly important since it has an impact on the fairness of the proceedings, which in turn has an impact on the criminal justice system's legitimacy. Crown prosecutors must consider the idea of "public interest" when deciding whether to file charges in addition to the evidence and legal knowledge they have (Tapley, 2020). The idea of the public interest is complex and involves striking a careful balance between the rights of the accused and the interests of society. It is a notion that encompasses the general well-being of the community and seeks to solve issues that go beyond specific cases. In this procedure, factors including the gravity of the crime, how it will affect the victims and the neighbourhood, the suspect's age and history, and other pertinent variables are all taken into account. By doing this, Crown Prosecutors make a positive contribution to the peace and stability of society as a whole and make sure that justice is done for the benefit of all (Kim et al., 2023).
According to the UN, prosecutors must weigh the merits and cons of pursuing a case versus other options. Even while certain cases might pass the evidential requirement, it might not always be in the best interest of society to seek a conviction ("Guidelines on the Role of Prosecutors," 1990). For instance, different methods like diversionary programs or community-based resolutions may be more suited in situations involving minor offences or first-time offenders. With this strategy, accountability and rehabilitation are balanced while remaining consistent with the larger goals of the criminal justice system. Their responsibility is serious, but it goes beyond merely applying the law. A Crown Prosecutor's duties include ethical issues on a regular basis. They have the enormous authority to decide whether someone should be charged with a crime, thus it is critical that they maintain their objectivity and lack of bias ("Guidelines on the Role of Prosecutors," 1990). Upholding the values of justice and fairness is essential because they serve as the cornerstone of the public's confidence in the judicial system. Crown Prosecutors uphold the legitimacy and fairness of the criminal justice system by upholding high ethical standards. Crown prosecutors have to deal with any ethical challenges that may come up while doing their job. This involves providing the defence with access to all pertinent information, even if it undermines the prosecution's case. Such deeds show a dedication to justice and openness, supporting the notion that justice must not only be done but also be seen to be done. Crown prosecutors consult the Code for Crown Prosecutors while making decisions. The rules and requirements that prosecutors must adhere to are laid out in this crucial document. It highlights that important considerations include whether the proof is sufficient, how serious the offence is, the public interest, and the particulars of each case (Britton, 208). Crown Prosecutors make sure that decisions are fair and consistent across the nation by abiding by this guideline.
The Tests Used When Making Charging Decisions.
Crown prosecutors are responsible with making crucial charging judgments that have broad repercussions in the criminal justice system. Crown Prosecutors utilize two distinct tests, the Full Code Test and the Threshold Test, to make sure that their choices are reasonable, just, and in accordance with legal principles. In order to ensure fair, just, and ethical charging choices, Crown prosecutors use two key tests, the Full Code Test and the Threshold Test. The Threshold Test is only used in unusual circumstances when the Full Code Test cannot be fully met to ensure that there is sufficient evidence and a strong public interest to justify prosecution (Widdicombe, 2022). Crown prosecutors promote the values of justice, fairness, and accountability in their crucial position within the criminal justice system by adhering to these stringent examinations.
The Full Code Test
The core of the Crown Prosecutors' deliberation procedure is the Full Code Test. The Evidential Stage and the Public Interest Stage are its two stages.
 Evidential Stage
Crown prosecutors carefully go over every piece of evidence that was amassed during the police investigation at the evidential stage. To ascertain if there is a reasonable chance of conviction against each defendant for each charge, important elements such the strength, admissibility, and reliability of the evidence are assessed. This stage makes sure that the evidence is solid enough to prove guilt beyond a shadow of a doubt, which is a crucial prerequisite for any prosecution to move forward (Britton, 2018). Crown prosecutors also take into account any defences that the suspect might put forth, admitting their influence on the possibility of a successful prosecution. This stage is complete if the evidence supports a conviction with a reasonable chance of conviction. If not, the case shouldn't be prosecuted, regardless of how serious or delicate the situation is.
Public Interest Stage
Crown prosecutors move on to the Public Interest Stage after completing the Evidential Stage with flying colours. Even when there is enough evidence to proceed with a prosecution, they consider a number of considerations to evaluate if doing so is in the public interest (Brown & O’Neill, 2007). The severity of the offence, the impact on the victim (especially if they are weak or involved prejudice), the defendant's culpability and criminal history, the wider impact on the community, the proportionality of the prosecution, and the need to protect sources and national security are all factors that are taken into account during the Public Interest Stage. These factors make sure that the larger effects of a prosecution on society are properly taken into account when decisions are made.
The Threshold Test
Crown prosecutors may use the Threshold Test in extraordinary circumstances where the Full Code Test is not fulfilled. Five requirements make up the Threshold Test, and each one must be satisfied before charging a suspect.
Reasonable Grounds to Suspect
Prosecutors must have solid reasons to believe the individual they are charging committed the crime. Even when the evidence might not entirely pass the Full Code Test, this requirement makes sure that there is a strong case for filing charges.
Realistic Prospect of Conviction through Further Evidence
The existence of reasonable reasons to believe that additional evidence can be gathered to show a realistic likelihood of conviction is required for the Threshold Test to be applicable. This circumstance highlights the need of continued research and the potential for new data to surface.
Seriousness Justifying Immediate Charging
An immediate decision to file charges must be made because of the severity or circumstances of the case. When expediency is essential, this condition helps avoid needless delay.
Substantial Grounds to Object to Bail
For the Threshold Test to be applied, there must be compelling reasons to deny the suspect bail, showing that they are unfit to be released even with restrictions. The purpose of this requirement is to protect public safety and deter future reoffending.
Public Interest
The charging decision under the Threshold Test must also still be made in the public interest, reflecting the fundamental idea that prosecutions should advance society as a whole.
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