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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 ‘Belonging to Another’             
When a person is put on trial for any kind of theft it is very important for the prosecution to establish whether the defendant was both dishonest, meaning the defendant knew they were doing wrong and whether the item or items they stole were in fact not theirs, belonging to another. 
Dishonesty or being dishonest when relating to theft means that any reasonable person would consider the actions of another (the defendant accused of theft) to be dishonest, and the defendant knew that the actions they committed would be seen as dishonest later on. 
This means in simple terms, actions in which any regular law-abiding citizen would see as immoral, wrong and against the law for example, stealing a car. In the case of the defendant, they knew what they were doing was wrong for example, knowingly stealing a car that isn’t theirs, they know that is a crime and against the law.  
However it would not be dishonest to, for example, to be told by a friend they own a car, but it is actually stolen and that you can use it. By using the car without knowing it is stolen would not be dishonest. 

As for ‘belonging to another’ this term means were the item or items stolen actually legally belonging to the victim. Did they have ownership over the item, rather than simply having it in their possession. The property that was stolen needs to belong to anyone else other than the person who stole it. 
The reason the item stolen needs to belong to someone is that, an item cannot be stolen if nobody owns it. An example to further explain would be if a person throws away a tv and leaves it on the street, if a secondary person were to then take it, that would not be appropriating someone’s property as it does not ‘belong to another’. Whereas taking someone’s brand new car they have just bought from their drive way would be appropriating someone’s property, as it ‘belongs to another’ 








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 elements ‘Enters’ and ‘Building or part of a building’ in relation to the offence of burglary.      
It is important during burglary cases to determine whether a person actually entered the building or part of the building that they were not meant to, in order to carry on with the offence of burglary. If the accused did not actually ‘enter’ the ‘building’ they can be put on trial for a lesser offence such as theft. 
Entering a building has specific meaning. For example, entering a building by climbing through a window, walking into an area of a building a person is not meant to and using a tool, as an extension of yourself in order to steal something within a building would count as entering a building. This is due to the fact a person doing one of these things would be a trespasser as they are not meant to be in the building or part of a building. For example, if a person were to climb through an open window of a house, or use a metal pole to steal keys through a letter box.  
However, if a person were to see an open window reach in and gain access to a building or use a tool to gain access this would not count as entering as their body hasn’t actually gone inside the building, these would be different offences such as theft.
A building or part of a building, in order for something to be classed as a building it needs to be permanent, for example a house or a warehouse. Due to the fact these structures can’t be moved they would be considered as a ‘building’. In addition to this motor homes/ vehicles that are used as homes or boat homes would also be classed as a building as a person considers this a dwelling, even if the occupant has left for a number of hours. These would not count if they are in storage or not in use over a long period of time, for example if a caravan is in storage for the winter and not being used. In addition, tents would not be classed as a ‘building’ as it has no degree of permanence, due to the fact it can be moved at will. 
A part of a building is slightly different as a person can enter a building legally without being a trespasser, such as a shop. However, there will be certain parts of the shop that are only for employees, so members of the public in these ‘parts of a building’ would be counted as trespassing. For example, if a customer were to jump over a till, or enter a staff room this would be considered as trespassing in a part of a building.   




3. [bookmark: _Hlk66198456]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 groups on the head causing a really serious bodily harm resulting in hospitalisation.  

What offence has been committed by A? 
Explain your answer.           
Person A would have committed wounding or causing Grievous bodily harm with intent, offences against the person act 1861 s.18.  

There are a number of reasons why person A has committed this offence. Firstly, the act that they committed was unlawful and malicious. Person A did not know any of these people and had no lawful reason to injure any of them, by throwing the brick at them. person A for no lawful reason threw the brick with the intent to hit someone at random, this is a malicious attack as person A intended to cause serious harm, by any means and knew what the consequences were by hitting a person. 
The second reason person A committed GBH s.18 is due to the fact they caused ‘really serious bodily harm resulting in hospitalisation’. Due to the fact they caused such a degree of harm this offence would not be actual bodily harm but grievous as presumably they caused major damage breaking bone and layers of skin. By committing grievous bodily harm this offence is escalated to the higher offence of ‘ GBH’

Person A also had the intention to hit a person within that group of people. This means that the offence would not be section 20 as this offence does not include intent, whereas section 18 does. 

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 from initial reporting of an offence through to court appearance and trial. 

When a person first reports a crime to the police they expect to be treated with respect and for the police to take them seriously especially if they are a victim. 
When initially reporting a crime, victims need to be treated with respect, they and need to be dealt with in the correct manner, for example taking their reports seriously. In addition, victims need to be offered the correct services, whether they are externally or internally by the police. For example, victims of sexual assault need to be directed to aftercare, support groups, doctors or have a specialised officer who aid victims of such crimes. 
After reporting the crime, the victim should have continued support from both the police and external services. The police force and local justice system needs to update the victim on their investigation, for example potential suspects or suspects in custody. Take a statement or interview from the victim when necessary and reasonable, the police must not bombard a victim with constant requests for interview and statements as this can cause more stress, especially if the requests are not needed. 
Once a suspect has been apprehended the victim needs to be notified as soon as possible, this avoids further unnecessary stress on the victim. For example if someone is assaulted they may be in fear that the person who did it may return.
 Once a case goes to trial a victim needs to be able to know all the relevant information, court dates, times and location. In addition victims needs to be made aware when the defendant will be present in court and if the victims presence is needed. For example during sexual assault cases it is often highly stressful to be in the same room as the abuser, especially if it is not expected. 
Not only do victims need care before and during cases, they also need care well after a criminal is arrested. Victims need to be notified when an offender is released from prison, as victims may need to take further precautions. For example in domestic abuse cases the offender will sometimes return to the victim. By notifying the victim before hand about release dates victims can prepare to move homes are put in place restraining orders. 



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. 
‘PEACE’ is an acronym for preparation and planning, engage and explain account clarification and challenge, closure and evaluation. PEACE is the model in which investigators use to gather information, from victims, witnesses and suspects. 
Preparation and planning is the first stage of the investigation, without this stage the investigation will likely fail. This stage includes looking at the case and knowing all the information at hand, constructing a plan of action and preparing logistics for the interview its self such as recording equipment and location. Without this phase an interview can be very sloppy and informal lowering the chances of progress in the case. 

Engage and explain is very important for investigators as it sets the ground work for the actual interviewing. Investigators will identify strategy and the reason for each interview to one another. By doing this investigators will be able to enter an interview room on the same page and have a clear objective aswell as know what one another is thinking through body language and note taking. 
Account clarification and challenge, this is the stage of the investigation where interviewers will take the statements of all those involved and challenge these statements to determine what is lie and what is fact. For example investigators will aid victims in their telling of the story, and then confirm certain parts of their story for further investigation or to bring sections up in later interviews. This part of the investigation is very important as it can shed light on the case such as different accounts of what happened and determine whether someone is telling the truth and later on catch people out if they change their story. 
Closure is essentially the start of the end for the investigation. This section is to make sure that everything that is relevant and essential to the investigation is signed off and secured away to avoid any loss of information. For example has every question been answered , has every party involved been interviewed to its fullest extent ? This stage is important for the integrity of the case as well as the strength it has in court, by not securing all of the information vital statements can be lost and this can change how a case concludes in court. 
Evaluation is the final part of the investigation. This is where all of the information is looked at again, and the decision for further action is decided. Without this phase investigators could present a very unorganised case to a court and completely miss their objectives. By reviewing the entire investigation, errors can be avoided.  
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