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This is the case of Miss Sarah Jones. 
I will set out below the following….

           













Preparing a comprehensive internal memorandum to advise the client regarding this criminal litigation:
According to the law, a person regarding his/her position will be punished for committing a crime where a third party will be injured for his/her action or will incur a loss. So, every country has its own codes of laws and regulations to punish the culprit or solve any critical situation that may arise from criminal activity (Rainer, 2018). Here, the criminal act 1953 is described to explain the set of laws related to the given case. Here, Miss Sarah Jones was charged with stealing a Gucci handbag valued at £5000 where she claimed that she wasn't stealing that bag rather Miss Nora Davies imposed this false litigation upon her. Here, the codes of law are explained.
A person is defined as theft or criminal if he/she dishonestly committed a criminal activity and steal that appropriate property belonging to another with the dishonest intention to deprive the owner of getting benefits of that property. Moreover, criminal activity should have occurred with the intention of getting benefits or ownership of the property (Patrão Neves, 2021). On the eve, the full meaning of this above sentence is explained here to give the proper meaning of the laws. Here, the appropriation of property belonging to the tired party will not be regarded as dishonesty if the person appropriates the property on the behalf of that third person or with the belief that he/she has the legal right to deprive other parties of the proper (Ten Have, 2021).  The above case doesn't fall in both of these sections because neither Miss Sarah Jones has a legal right to the handbag nor she appropriated the handbag in the belief that she has the right to deprive the other party or the owner of the bag. Next, the "Appropriates" is the act of transferring any property to another person with the belief that it will generate value for the person who has an interest in the property (Macedo, 2020). Here the assumption is that she believed herself to be acquiring shall, by reason of any defect in the transferor’s title, amount to theft of the property. So, Miss Sarah Jones was not in the legal entity of the handbag and even she took the bag with the bad intention of depriving the owner of the bag or retaining the bag life-long. She just picked up the bag when Miss Nora Davies attacked her from behind and snatched the Handbag from Miss Sarah Jones's grasp shouting "Oi, that's my Gucci handbag with the intention of illegally imposing legal rights upon the handbag. Next, "Property" includes any form of an asset such as cash, real or physical assets here the handbag is the property (Hefferan, 2020). Here, any person won't be classified as theft if she is the personal representative of the property on the behalf of her owner that required to hold the property personally. When she won't be in the position of possession of the property but hold the property as trustee or serving the owner. When she is in the possession of the land under a tenancy, she appropriates the whole or part of any fixture or structure let to be used with the land. Here, any of these situations don't match the given case as Miss Sarah Jones found the bag in the street and just pick the bag without knowing the owner of the bag or without knowing the possession who possesses the right to the property (David, 2016). Where the core property is subject to a trustee under the trust agreement, the persons to whom it belongs shall be regarded as including any person having a right to enforce the trust and won't be regarded as theft. 
According to the Theft Act, 1968 and the Theft 1978, the person found under the Fraud Act 2006 and proceeds of criminal legal guidance will be punished for such an attempt. Before determining the punishment of the criminal the court first needs to categorize the culpability of the criminal to determine the degree of the offenses. Here, the "A" category includes the criminal who is engaged in a group activity in the leading role (Criminal Law, 2019). And, theft including intimidation and the use of force to harm others. The "B" category includes the criminal who engages in the significant role of planning activity or breaches the trust or responsibility of others. The last category is the "C" category which performs coercion or exploitation activity o harm others (Criminal Law, 2019). But, none of the above categories can't define the degree of crime of Miss Sarah Jones. But still, under the general act, the maximum penalty for the theft offense is 14 years imprisonment for conviction in the Crown Court (Theft act offences, 2022). On the other hand, the maximum penalty is about 12 months imprisonment in the magistrates' court or an unlimited fine. Where an offense was committed in England and Wales before 2 May 2022, the maximum custodial sentence following summary conviction is six months.
Here, the evidence against Miss Sarah Jones is explained. Here, Miss Sarah Jones was charged for her attempt to steal a Gucci Handbag worth $5000. For her crime, she was sentenced to 4 years in prison 5 years before but due to her good behavior and well manner, she was released 2 years after his punishment. This means her remaining 2 years' punishment was cut off as she is a well-behaved person. Here, before explaining the whole case, the definition of the theft crime is already explained above where it was concluded that above this definition of thrift offense, Miss Sarah Jones doesn't fall in any of this category and even the categories of culpable action won't define her degree of crime. Because her activity can't be described as theft that attempts to harm their party or deprive the third person (Post-Office Law, 2013). She didn't pick the bag with the intention of grasping the property for her own benefit. So, there is no such strong evidence that can define Miss Sarah Jones as theft that handbag. Moreover, there is no such evidence of the ownership of the bag that the owner can sue Miss Sarah Jones for such activity. 
On the eve, frankly speaking, the claims of Miss Device are not that much strong because claiming property without the proper evidence of ownership is not legally binding. Here, Miss Devies claimed that the Gucci handbag was her and gifted by her grandfather who is no more. Even, Miss Devies doesn't have the receipt of the handbag that can present the ownership of the bag (Havely, 2014). Here, examining closely it can be concluded that Miss Devies just tried to hold the property for her benefit because she failed to present her ownership. Here, Miss Devies also shares not so well background information. Miss Devies is from a bad neighborhood and she is unemployed, and as she is unemployed it is impossible for her to afford the bag.  And, it is obvious that her financial position also reflects that she can't buy this bag that too Gucci brand worth $5000. On the other hand, Miss Sarah Jones is currently unemployed but volunteers at the local Catholic Church and found religion a few years ago. So, Miss Devies and who provided evidence is currently seen as false. Because she is not in the legal position to be entitled as the owner of the bag (Rainer, 2016). 
Here, the advantages and disadvantages of keeping silent during the police interview will be explained to show why the alleged party needs to keep a claim during the case. Here, Miss Sarah Jones is charged with theft offenses as alleged by Miss Devies that it was her handbag. As already mentioned before that the provided evidence of Miss Devies is not so strong that can conclude Miss Sarah Jones as a criminal. Miss Sarah Jones needs to keep silent during the police interview because the general perception is that criminals don't remain silent (Arcaya, 2015). This means, these serious criminals try to defend themselves and deny any kind of litigation. And, as the police will try to twist words with the criminal to rattle the criminal and innocent persona as criminal that will discourage the innocent to defend themselves (J Neethling, 2017). Moreover, the innocent are asked to say no more by the lawyer and to request the lawyer to present her statements to the court (Anna, 2021). But, the core disadvantage is that keeping remain silent will be counted as a positive reaction to any case. So, Miss Sarah Jones needs to take precautions steps before doing and giving any statements before the police during the interview period.
The law binds the court and other legal administrative bodies to perform certain activities and take some significant steps before taking any decisions. Here, before sending Miss Sarah Jones to the court for trial, the court will examine some factors to determine the exact facts. First, is “Arraignment” where Miss Sarah Jones appears before a judge and is formally notified of the charge(s) filed against her and will ask to enter a plea (Dyer, 2012). Next is pretrial, a pre-trial hearing can be defended as the schedule to allow the court to monitor the whole case and progress to resolve issues that might notice while the case is pending. In Motion Hearings, it is required to dismiss care for any unlawful detention (JM Potgieter, 2021). Readiness Hearings are the steps where the lawyer of Miss Sarah Jones informs the court that she is ready for trial. In the trial section, the prosecutor must prove any litigation charged beyond any kind of reasonable doubt (Ten Have, 2021). Based on the trial process and degree of crime the criminal will be sent for sentence. 
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