Question  1

Based on the fact that there are no witness statements and no video footage of the incident we can only use the information provided by the bodycam footage to gain an understanding of what happened. 
The body cam footage has shown firstly that Rachel was not cautioned correctly by the arresting officer.
 Section 1.3 of the PACE code states if there is ‘absence of justification for the power to arrest this could lead to challenges’, ‘civil claims and false imprisonment’. Based on the fact that Rachel was not cautioned correctly I do not believe that the arrest of Rachel was lawful however due to the fact that we can see Rachel saying ‘she (Mary Thomas) deserved it’. Shows that the officer culd have relied upon  Section 2.9 (c) (i) ‘causing physical injury to himself or any other person’  to aid the arrest of Rachel
Considering Rachel had already assaulted Mary and could possible assault her again shows that the office arrested Rachel under section 2.9 (c) (i)

Question 2 
Based on the information provided and using the Code for Crown Prosecutors I do not believe that the case should proceed and these are my reasons.
Mary has refused to give a witness statement, theres no witnesses and no CCTV footage of the alleged incident. 
Based on the Code for Crown prosecutors and applying the Full Code Test there is no evidence that can be used in court even after the police have carried out further lines of enquiry. As per the code for Crown Prosecutors section  3.4 states that cases should be ‘quickly stopped’ if they ‘do not meet the evidential stage of the Full Code Test.’. In this case not only have the police provided information in the IDPC they have also carried out further enquiries. 
Even though there has not been enough evidence for the first part of the FullCode Test as a prosecutor the public interest stage will be considered based on the offence committed. 

Question 3 
Based on the case study and the Bail Annex I believe that Rachel should be granted bail. The reason for this is as follows.
It has been stated that Racel is of ‘clean character’ she works in a nursing home and needs a clean enhanced DBS so she works closely with the local community. 
Prior to this incident Rachel had no prior convictions and has brough up twins who in their own right are successful. One son earning a respectful salary working a a salesman and living a ‘clean’ lifestyle and the second son completed his A Levels and asiring to study at university. 
There is no evidence which has been found using the Code for Crown Prosecutors against Rachel.
There are no grounds to believe Rachel would commit an offence whilst on bail or interfere with witnesses (as there aren’t any)

Question 4
I believe the case is to be dealt with at the Magistrates Course as per the sentencing guidelines there is evidence for it to be. 
Offence – C Lesser Culpability 
My reasoning for this is because when Rachel punched Mary she was wearing a ring, this is not a weapon. The punch was a spontaneous short lived assault not something which was planned over a long period of time. Rachel was angry at the fact that her house was being searched and was already aware that Mary was not from a ‘rough’ family 

Harm – Category 2
The injury inflicted on Mary by Rachel caused Mary to seek medical attention at the local A&E department. Once assessed it was deemed that the injury may leave a scar. Due to this she was not able to carry out a work commitment. 
So in review of the sentencing guidelines it is deemed that the starting point for Rachel would be 1 years custody which is the maximum tern in which a case can be heard at the Magistrates court 
If the culpability or hard were to be greater the case would automatically be heard at the Crown Court. 



