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This explanatory memorandum is about the Sarah Jones’ case and was prepared by Ioana-Valentina Huluta.
As I had reviewed the case, I will present the offences committed by Miss Sarah Jones, aged 35. After  a night out, on Wind Street in Swansea, Miss Jones was charged with one count of theft of a Gucci bag valued at 5000£ and one offence of assault after she found and uphold a handbag owned by an individual named Nora Davies. Accordingly to this matter, the Section 1 in the Theft Act (1968) which explains that untruthfuly assuming the belongings to another person  to permanently deprive the other person of it (Griew, 1995). On the other hand, according to Section 39 in Criminal Justice Act (1988) is likely that Miss Sarah Jones to be found guilty of common assault as she made the victim apprehend the immediate infliction of unlawful force.
 The objective element of the assault, actus reus, is stealing the bag that made the victim apprehend the immediate infliction of unlawful force and the mental element, mens rea, of assault is the intention to create this apprehension of unlawful force. On the other hand, the actus reus of theft is the appropriation of the property belonging to another. The section 3(1) is explaining that any assumption of the rights of a legal  proprietor without consent amounts to an appropriation. The mens rea of theft is dishonesty and the intention to deprive the other individual of his goods . The prosecution will apply the objective test to find about the dishonesty of miss Jones: was miss Jones behavior dishonest by the standards of a reasonable person? There is no requirement that miss Jones must appreciate that what she had done is dishonest by the standards of a reasonable person (Duff, 1990). 
The strength of evidence against miss Sarah Jones are really significant as she had attempted to possess the handbag which was not hers and also the officer that arrested her brings up a direct evidence as he saw her assaulting Miss Davies. The officers will have  to consider her crimes background  which is against her, therefore she does not have a good alibi. According to her past, miss Sarah Jones had a life with numerous crimes, especially in her teens , furthermore, she was imprisoned for five years for a similar crime, robbery, but she was released for good conduct after 2 years.
Miss Davis claims has a substantial impact against miss Jones case, as she is the one who is accusing miss Jones of theft and assault and she can make her circumstances to get worse as she had explained where from she got the bag. However, miss Jones claim that miss Davies is unemployed and comes from a bad neighborhood and she can not afford either the gucci bag, therefore, if miss Jones has any  evidences against miss David she should keep hold of any proofs that she detain, as it  might help help her with the  defence. 
According to Police an Criminal Evidence Act 1984 codes (HomeOffice, 2013)  during the interview at the police station, miss Jones can inform a relative about her arrest, she can ask about the evidences that the police possess against her and  she can have breaks. .She has the option to answer fully or partial to all the police questions, she can give a handwritten statement or she can remain silent (Odurjirin,2019). The most obvious benefit for saying “no comment” in the police interview is that miss Jones will not be adding an immediate strength to the  prosecution case (Skinns, Sanders, Parmar, Cape, Welsh, 2021). In certain situations, this may leave the prosecution with insufficient evidence to charge her, but I will advise her to do not apply this rule due to the strength of evidences against her and also her  crime background , as she was sentenced for robbery not long ago.  Accordingly the,, no comment ‘’ would be in her disadvantage as the prosecution can use this against her as it may  drawn it’ own conclusion based on the evidence that the police officers brings in the court and all the evidences are against miss Sarah Jones. As miss Jones claims that she is innocent, she should answer during the interview, as anything she says may be used as evidence in court. 
After the police interview, is likely that miss Sara Jones to be released on bail until the date of court appearance.  Considering miss Jones’ case, her hearing will be placed at the Magistrates Court and will be heard by 3 magistrates, as what she committed is under the  summary-only offences, these being less serious offences where the defendant do not require a judge for trial (Emmins, Sprack, 2000). If miss Jones plead not guilty the hearing will be suspended for another date, but if miss Jones plead guilty to the summary offences she will be sentenced the same day. The court will take the following factors into account when allocating miss Jones’ case: the value of the stolen item, risk of injury to victim, level of inconvenience caused to the victim, the crime history of the defendant.. Before making any decision and set up a penalty, prosecution has to summarise the case, call the witnesses which can be cross-examination by the defence lawyers and, sane as prosecution,  defence team present their case  and miss Jones will be the first person to give evidence, followed by her witnesses (Young, Sanders, 1952). Based on all these above the Magistrates will make their decision and will choose wether or not miss Sara Jones is guilty and will charge her for her offences. 

According to  this case and based on the evidences and the crime history of the defendant, , the sentences for miss Jones's crimes could be made by an assessment between the culpability and harms court considerating the aggravating and litigation factors aswell (Mountford, Hannibal, 2021). In this case, miss Jones might be liable for Lesser culpability as she had limited awareness of offense and she did not planed the theft. Furthermore, the harm falls into the Category 3 as the value of purse is 5000£. Therefore for theft she might be liable for Band C fine. In the terms for assault the culpability is lesser and the harm suffers by victim falls into category C, therefore she is liable for band C fine for this offence, so miss Jones is likely to be charged with Band D fine for her crimes which means 250% of relevant weekly income.
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