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After analysing the case study it can be said that several criminal offenses were committed by Vinnie and he is potentially liable for committing the crime. According to the case study, he has committed burglary, criminal damage, possession of a firearm with the intention to endanger life, murder, and attempted Murder.
For criminal activity, according to the British English legal system, there are two important elements that could be fulfilled by the accused to commit a crime and those are Actus rues and mens rea. In the United Kingdom for regulations of criminal activities, there are two types of laws common law which is also known as judge-made law, and Criminal Law Act,1967 are followed by the criminal courts. Actus reus means the act or omission which is connected with some physical elements according to the statute. This term only includes voluntary acts that can cause certain damages. The meaning of the term is guilty Act (Law.cornell, 2024). Another term mens rea means the guilty mind. It is a mental element or state of mind that influences to committing crime. In criminal law, this concept is used to identify the criminal responsibility of an accused person (ICLR, 2020).
Burglary is such type of criminal offense that involves a person entering into a building or apartment to commit some illegal activities such as theft. The punishment for committing this crime is a fine of £5,000 or 26 years in prison (Sentencingcouncil, 2024). In the case of R v. Collins (1973), it is noticed that the defendant entered the garden premises as a trespasser or without the permission of the owner with the intention of theft. The court mentioned that to establish the offence of Burglary the plaintiff needed to establish that the defendant entered the premises as a trespasser and that he also had the intention to commit theft (LawTeacher, 2013d). In the case of R v. Stevens (1972), the defendant was noticed by the plaintiff who was trying to hide under the shed of the plaintiff’s property. He was charged with burglary because he entered into property as trespassers and he did not commit any offense of theft but his intention was to commit theft. These cases mention the important elements of burglary and became important precedents regarding the criminal offense (Law.cornell, 2010).
According to the case study Vinnie entered the bedroom of an older person. He entered the room with the intention to steal from the bedroom which means Vinne has the intention to commit this offence which establishes actus reus. After entering the room, he started to search for money to steal which could help to reduce the financial struggle that he had faced. He stole the watch which means theft which means appropriation of someone’s property dishonestly without informing the owner. The intention of Vinnie was to deprive the Stolen watch which established the mens rea of Vinnie.
Criminal Damage means damage to a property by doing painting and by using other ingredients. The damage that can happen because of this offense can be visible but that is not mandatory for all perspectives (Claims, 2017). In the case of R v Morphitis (1997), the defendant after going to a pub threw a beer glass that spread on the floor. For this reason, a person got injured the court and the person knew the consequence of his activity and for this reason, he was charged with criminal damage. The court mentioned that damage to the property is not considered as criminal damage the injury needs to happen (VLex, (2024b). In the case of R v. Smith (1974), the defendant broke the windows of a house entered the room, and caused damage to house items. The court mentioned that the intention of the defendant was to damage the property which clearly mentioned the criminal damage (LawTeacher, 2013e). 
Vinnie has intentionally damaged the car owned by Louise. He with huge anger used the key and ran his key along the side panel of the car which shows the actus rues of Vinnie. The mens era of Vinnie was to damage the property which belonged to others and the reckless behaviour to damage the property indicates the mens rea.
Possession of a Firearm with Intent to Endanger Life
According to the Firearms Act, of 1968, the person has possession of any firearm that can endanger life and cause serious injury to another person, and any property is considered an illegal offense to another (Legislation, 1968). In the case of R v Taylor (2006), it is noticed that the defendant was noticed with a shotgun in his possession. He pointed the gun at the police officer and attempted to flee from there the court of appeal mentioned that the offense of possession of a firearm with intent to endanger life needed both the consequences together to prove the crime. Through this case, the precedent was established that defense action and his intention to determine guilt could prove the crime (VLex, 2024a). R v Blake (1993), the defendant was found with a firearm in a public area. When the police officer tried to arrest him he pointed the arm and threatened to shoot the court mentioned that this incident gives clear justification for possession of a firearm and intention to endanger life (Publications.parliament, 2024). 
Vinnie carried a gun in their possession and he pointed his gun toward a police officer this incident directly demonstrates the intention to endanger the life of the police officer which was the actus reus. The mens rea of Vinnie in committing this offense is creating a fear of violence and endangering the life of the police officer, he pointed the gun towards the police officer and took the gestures to shoot him.
Attempted Murder means an intention to kill a person and commit such activities which particularly shows the intention to kill that person. Intention to cause serious harm is also considered as the intention to kill the person alone (Adamlawsolicitors, 2023). Section 1(1) of the Criminal Attempts Act, of 1981 mentioned the attempted murder and the maximum punishment for it. In the case of R v Whybrow(1951), it was noticed by the court that the defendant intended to kill his wife by placing a gas pipeline in the bedroom at the time of sleeping. The Court of Appeal mentioned that grievous bodily harm is enough situation to prove attempted murder when the defendant has no intention to kill the person (Simple Studying, 2022). In the case of R. Gotts (1992), the defendant hired a person mentally impaired to kill his mother, and the person acted with a hammer but failed. The Court of Appeal mentioned that if any person provoked or incited a person to kill someone then that person would be charged for attempted murder. This rule is applied in this case and the son was charged with attempted murder of his mother (LawTeacher, 2013c).
Vinnie’s initiative to shoot the police officer potentially establishes that he wanted to commit an attempt to murder which establishes actus reus. The intention to kill the police and some substantial steps to kill him and his action which result killing of Mrs.Quinn without the proper intention to kill her establishes mens rea of Vinnie to commit an attempt to murder.
Murder means intentionally killing a person and doing some activity that indicates the person can die at any time. The maximum punishment for murder is life imprisonment for the unlawful killing of a reasonable person (LexisNexis, 2024). In the case of R v Woollin [1999] AC 82, the defendant threw his three-month-old baby in the ground of frustration to stop crying the baby. The baby died by fracturing the skull. The court accepted that the defendant did not have the intention to kill but because of his anger and the result of their action, the baby got serious harm. The lower court declared the crime as murder. However, the Court of Appeal reduced the conviction from murder to manslaughter (LawTeacher, 2023a). In the case of  R v Vickers [1957] 2 QB 664, the Court of Appeal mentioned that the defendant could be convicted of the murder after establishing the fact that the murder had been committed with the proper intention to kill the person or cause such bodily harm by which the injured person could die. The sufficient reason for establishing the mens rea for murder is mandatory to call an incident as murder. The intention to cause grievous hurt must show the willingness to accept the substantial risk (LawTeacher, 2013b).
Vinnie fired his gun toward the police officer through the letterbox and for the consequences of the incident Mrs Quinn died which establishes the Actus reus of Vinnie to commit the offence of murder. Though it was not the intention for Vinnie to kill Mrs, Quinn the action of shooting toward the police officer establishes his intention to kill the person which establishes mens rea to commit murder. According to the doctrine of transferred malice Vinnie’s intention was to kill the police officer and as a result, the unintentional killing of Mrs. Quinn happened which establishes the mens rea.
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