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Question 1

I dont think that the arrest was lawful du to these facts of there is no viedo evedence of what has hapened altho the accused has been caught on body cam footage saying she (Mary Thomas) deseved it.along with PC Roberts has not cautioned Rachel Jones the right way.
I believe that with every arrest that the attending police office will have to read the acts out of to which said perso s been arrsted and wha grounds so this is clear to see in the body cam footage that this was not done so.
The fact of what was going on befor and after the police office’s atention was alerted has not been caught on any video footge says that this could lead to she said match,altho there has been a verbale admition from Rachel Jones to indicate she has done a crime to whih has not been told by PC Roberts.

Question 2
Applying the code for crown prossecution I dont think that this case should be taken any futher as there has been no statement taken from the defendant to which we can not see her side of the events in question. There is no substantioal evidence to what has happened, things ike cctv footage, no witness statements have been taken from any of the door to door that have been done.
so what grounds do we have to go on yes there has been a altercagtion between these two woman in the middle of the street to which we have no witness statments give, there is no cctv footage to submit and the PC that arrest the woman In question has not read her right to her in full.

Question 3
Rachel Jones should not be held on remand for any reason as there is just not enough substantiol evidence to detain her at all. There are no witness statements that have been provided by Mary Thomas, there is no cctv footage to be shown to which no will ever no what was it that caused this to happen.
Rachel jones is a OT and there for is DBS checked there are no questions to had when it comes to her charther.
We no that Mary Thomas is from a rough backgrounded family which doesnt really mean anything as we look at people on a indevidul bases, but with there been no statement given by Mary herself leads me to why should Rachel be held for any longer case should be closed with warnings given to both parties to not have anything like this happe again.
So to hight light there is no vauiable evidence to proceed with a court case.

Question 4
Yes this can be delt with just by the majistrats court as it is a low level assult to with the accussed has told us that she guilty of the charge brough froward to us and that there is not any major evidence to surgesst that this was premeditated at all. This seems like a at out of normal behavior for the persons  named and that if anything there should only be a small fin if any put forward as a out come.
So the harm was not intended to cause injury altho there was this can be overlooked to some degre wth putng all the evidene to which the person in questions line of work she also has  a clear DBS she has also been called to court for the crime after been arressted and pleaded guilty to the charge so i do believe that thi swould be a fair outcome when looking at the the case notes and the evidence to which thre is not substaniona.

