



 
1.	A person is guilty of theft under Section 1 Theft Act 1968 which states:
 
 ‘A person is guilty of theft if he dishonestly appropriates property, belonging to another, with the intention of permanently depriving the other of it.’
 
In order to establish an offence of theft each of the five elements of the offence must be proved, these are:
· Dishonestly
· Appropriates
· Property
· Belonging to another
· Intention to permanently deprive.
 
Explain the elements ‘Dishonesty’ and ‘Property’             
Dishonesty in some way may be a little more complex than other terms to be explained due to there being no definition in the law regarding the term dishonesty. However, due to case law being observed over the past decades allows for the term to be defined within the situation of the case. Furthermore, in section 2 (2) of the Theft Act (1968), it does regard someone dishonest even if they are willing to pay for an item they have stolen, in some way it proves that they within their own mind are guilty of the act which they have committed. Section 2 (1) of the Theft Act (1968) describes the defences for dishonesty which are the following: 
· If the person believes they had the lawful right to take the item
· If the person believes they would have the consent of the owner if the owner had known the circumstance
· If the owner cannot be found regarding an item, for example, if someone found a wallet with money but the wallet had no identification in it and they tried to find the owner but could not. (Blackstones, 2021).
There are two main ways to establish dishonesty in a court of law. In R v Ghosh (1982) these two main tests were made evident and are used in courts today. This objective style of establishing is done by firstly looking at:
· If ordinary and honest people by objective standards would say the action was dishonesty
· Whether the defendant believed that ordinary and honest people would regard their behaviour as dishonest.
These two methods were proved to be used in the case of Ivey v Genting Casinos (2017). In which the defendant believed his methods of exploiting the casino for a win was his skill and not dishonest. However, the court believed that ordinary people would say that he used methods of exploiting for financial gain in which he was found dishonest.

Property in law is simple in its general meaning which under section 4 of the Theft Act (1968) means a movable object or someone’s personal property which only they would own for example items such as money and other physical items. However, it may also be intangible items such as oxygen in an oxygen tank, this does not include electricity as it can only be abstracted not stolen. The property also includes land as seen in the case of Waverly Borough Council v Fletcher (1996) in which the defendant dug up council land as he found items underground with a metal detector and was charged with criminal damage. Furthermore, fruit, flowers, fungi and foliage are also included, so also are buildings.   
 














2.	Burglary is defined as:  
Section 9(1)(a) of the Theft Act 1968 burglary is committed by a person who enters a building or part of a building as a trespasser with intent to:
a. Steal anything in the building or part of the building or
b. Inflict grievous bodily harm on any person therein or
c. Do unlawful damage to the building or anything therein.
 
Section 9(1) (b) of the Theft Act 1968 burglary is committed by a person who having entered any building or part of a building as a trespasser:
· steals or attempts to steal anything therein, or
· inflicts or attempts to inflict grievous bodily harm on any person therein.
 
Explain the element ‘Enters’ in relation to the offence of burglary.  	              	
Entry can be gained in different ways into a building or part of a building. One of the simplest ones would be if someone walked or climbed into a building, they can enter wholly or partly for example an arm or leg. Using a tool is also another method, more precisely an extension for example of an arm by using something like a pole to reach something inside a building or part of a building. In this example, the person’s body or part of the body would not need to enter as the extension or tool would suffice an entry. Lastly, an accomplice could be used, for example, a child under the age of 10 (criminal age of responsibility) could assist the defendant by the defendant lifting the child into the building and asking them to open a door for them to enter in themself. Trespassing is also an entry but with intent to commit burglary. On this line, the trespasser may enter through deception, by disguising themself as an electrician to gain entry that way. Simply crossing a restricted line in a shop would also be an entry, even if the line is not visible it is still a part of a building as it is a restricted area.   
 














3. 	A person (A) throws a brick at a group of people walking along the street intending that the brick hits and injures someone, the person does not know any of the people in the group and does not aim at any of them in particular. The brick hits one of the group on the head causing a really serious bodily harm resulting in hospitalisation. 
 
What offence has been committed by A?
Explain your answer.            
Under the Offences against the Person Act (1861), a person is guilty if they unlawfully and maliciously by any means whatsoever wound or cause any grievous bodily harm to any person with intent to do some grievous bodily harm to any person or with intent to resist or prevent the lawful apprehension or detainer of any person. In this example, A would be guilty of GBH with intent. Although not knowing any individual the definition highlights ‘any person’ which would suffice here. The act committed was both unlawful and malicious knowing that the brick would cause serious damage to someone, especially if hit in the head as in this case. Section 18 uses the word cause and section 20 uses the word inflict. In this case, inflict would be fitting due to the extent person A went to, to cause damage to someone. The damage due to being hit in the head would be one of the most serious offences, due to blood and potential flesh damage, skull damage and even brain damage. Taking into account the seriousness of head injuries this may result in person A being damage that they may not be able to speak again or having a permanent disability. Lastly, the length of treatment could be for a long period, potentially damaging the person’s mental health and wellbeing. In the case of DPP v Smith (1960) in which serious bodily harm was done. The brick used would be counted as a weapon which would further the seriousness of the nature of the crime.  
 

 














4.     The Victims Charter states that :
“Victims of crime should be treated in a respectful, sensitive, tailored and professional manner without discrimination of any kind. They should receive appropriate support to help them, as far as possible, to cope and recover and be protected from re-victimisation”.
 
Explain how the needs of victims can be met.  
 
Victims are essential to the police by providing evidence as witnesses or reporting crimes. Victims must be dealt with the utmost sensitivity as they put their trust in the police and the police need to help them and meet their needs no matter what they are. Crime affects people differently, one person might be badly affected by a crime that someone else may regard as not bad at all. The Code of Practise for Victims of Crime is set rules for the police to follow to inform and protect victims of crime and their families to support them and make their importance known to them as they are a key aspect of the criminal justice system. The victims and also witnesses have a support network which the government have to help these people. This may be by having special measures, for example in an interview if a victim cannot read or write then asking them if they need support would firstly benefit them and build trust with the person and show that you care for them. This would also go for any need or disability in which the police can help by providing a counsellor for mental health or specialists for physical needs. Victims should also be told that they are there voluntarily so that they feel no stress when it came to writing a personal statement. Not only could victims be affected physically and emotionally, but it can also be financially which can be met by victim support who can then distribute resources to those who needs them.      
 
 


















5.     When interviewing Victims Witnesses and Suspects police officers rely on the ‘PEACE’ model a national framework for Investigative Interviewing.
 
Explain the PEACE model component parts and critically evaluate its effectiveness in interviewing suspects.

The PEACE model is an acronym that stands for:
Planning & Preparation
Engage and Explain
Account Clarification & Challenge
Closure
Evaluation.

When interviewing a suspect, it is important that it is well planned and have a solid structure, which PEACE provides. To gather the evidence needed to question someone is an essential part of interviewing as a bad interview could result in an interview done outside of the law and would not be beneficial for the police or for the suspect’s rights. However, a good interview would extract reliable and accurate information. When the police interview someone, the more information the police have the more common ground they can begin talking with someone about which would open doors of opportunity to extract more reliable information. Once the introduction has been made the police officer can explain the situation and would have to be done under the guidance of PACE (1984). The challenging aspect of PEACE is in the centre and is important to try and extract new information. This may be done by bringing up a topic relevant to the suspect that they may open up and talk about something they have not previously mentioned. After fact-checking the information and detailing it, a challenge may be presented if, for example, the suspect contradicts themself with their own words. After this process is repeated several times the interview closes but finally ends with an evaluation of information and the conclusion to the interview (College of Policing, 2020). Although the structure is well supported the fact remains that not everyone is the same. Some would be fitting with this formal method, but others would be more compliant with a more casual approach to getting them comfortable in the situation which would open them up and talk about different points freely. The restriction with a formal structure is the very fact that if the suspect is not comfortable, they will be less likely to talk.  
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