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The maintenance of order and peace is very crucial in society for people to live properly and peacefully without injury to their limbs, lives, and properties. The conception of the word crime is usually a response to the social order. A complete sense of mutual trust and respect for the rights of other people can promote the conduct of the individuals of society. Most of the people go for harmony and peace and few members have a deviation in the normal pattern of behaviour. It integrates the obligations of the state to retain its legacy in society with the help of instrumental quality of the law. Criminal law is the one subset of public law that concentrates on the infliction condition of State Punishment. The specific context is based on developing an understanding of the fundamental principles of potential criminal liability. The criminal activities that have been happened at the birthday party of Christine according to the given case study. The respective context will suggest some advice to two guests of the birthday party named Harriet and Paula after judging their activities throughout the party. 
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Her husband of Christine has organised a birthday party for her 40th birthday. Many guests were invited to that night’s party. Christine is more likely to showcase her gifts to the guests. The special gift that is the latest designed handbag has been given by her husband. One of their close friends of Christine named Paula got jealous to see her friends all lavish gifts. When others were enjoying the party, then she looked and put the designer bag inside her coat. Then she felt that someone is coming to this side and she misplaced the bag under her car. When the party will about to end, she put that bag into the car intentionally according to her thoughts. After happening other incidents, all guests left the party and then Paula took that gifted handbag under the car and drove home as well (Koo, 2021). On the other hand, Harriet and Leon were also invited to that same birthday party as a guest. They also met and knew each other on that day for the first time. Harriet did not prefer to drink alcohol because she was actively allergic to the alcohol. She went to the toilet and during that time span, Leon had mixed up vodka with the normal drinks of Harriet intentionally. After returning toilet, she as usual drank all her drinks and she got suffering from severe problems like hallucinations. She thought that the house was in fire and she started to smash large kinds of glass panes in the doors of the kitchen of the house of Christine. In her unconscious mind, Harriet also hit the face of Daniel, who was also one of the guests at that birthday party. It led to breaking his cheekbone. Christine and her husband as well were able to calm down Harriet and manage all uncontrollable situations asking all guests to leave. These two incidents come under completely different types of crime-related activities. Criminal law is restricted to narrow limits and it can be employed for definite acts or distinctly proved omissions. Crime of State has bounded by the Legislature act and is usually suggested as punishable (Reeves et al., 2019).


[bookmark: _Toc139061969]Advised Paula as well as Harriet for their potential and strong criminal liability and any defenses
Criminal liability in the law, is composed of two major elements such as mens rea and actus reus. The former generally displays two aspects of crime such as physical aspects and then comes with mental aspects. Actus reus is referred to as the outcome of human conduct because of seeking prevention. This act may be either positive or negative. Mens rea is one kind of loose terminology that portrays elastic signification and a broad array of mental conditions and states, the presence of which would deliver criminal hues to another criminal liability component (Hajdin, 2021). It can be possible that there will be actus without the presence of mens rea. The actus reus might have happened when the person has no intention but she did the crime physically. Actus reus basically fails part of an act, by restraining to do some accused things that are supposed by law or duty to do. Without the existence of a guilty act, there can be no suit or no crime for harm can arise (Griffiths, 2020). An act cannot call it crime however, the act and the intention of the people, if this kind of activity is forbidden, are combined forms of the crime. In these cases, situations of the cases are taken into account or can be applied to prove a justified form of intention. If the person carries a knife to another’s house, then it called a commitment of intending murder act. 
For example, according to the given scenario, Harriet has no bad intention to create hazards at the party rather than she was in a hallucination state of mind. She did all activities at the party unintentionally. She was forced to drink alcohol without desire. After drinking, she involuntarily did the acts at the party. The mens rea is considered as the guilty mind or intention of the people (Cross, 2023). Individuals are accused and proven to commit the particular crime along with complete knowledge of the actions and the intentions toward the victims. Mental components of multiple crime activities distinguish widely. Mens rea implies murder cases, intention of theft, malice aforethought, rape cases, manslaughter, and others. It requires certain knowledge of the act and the consequences of that specific act. It is applied sometimes in civil suits and forces defendants to become aware of the repercussions of their particular actions. Actus reus precedents civil liability (Jonas, 2021). The act of mens rea may be involuntary or voluntary and the guilty minds are determined by some true facts or truths of the case. If an individual drives the car in a drunk condition, and harms others involuntarily. Still, he is identified as guilty because of his voluntary choice of consuming alcohol or bad things before driving, though the crime is considered unintentional (Wang, 2022). 
For instance, as per the case study, crime of Paula comes under mens rea. Paula intentionally stole a lavish gift from Christine like a designed handbag. She has a stronger motive force against the criminal act. She had immense intention to steal the bag and she did some actions voluntarily for stealing the handbag at the party (Levin, 2019). 
There are multiple probable legal defenses that may use in the steal or theft cases, even if some underlying truths are intended to support the claims that one defendant focuses on taking of property from another party without consent. The terminology larceny is also known as theft in different jurisdictions. Few theft defenses may use in these particular law cases. 
Intoxication- It is the response to defend the charges of theft successfully if the defendant can set up that they were in an intoxicated condition at the time of allegations of occurred theft. When the person is intoxicated by chemicals or alcohol then they may not be able to stay in normal condition and they have the viable defense of intoxication as they have no intention to do offensive activities (Lagioia et al., 2020). 
Returning the stolen property- Giving back of the stolen items can also allow the individual to reduce the penalties. Returning the stolen things can deliver a defense to steal or prohibit criminal charges. It makes the people create sympathy for the advocate (Koo, 2021). 
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The respective context has shed light on the immense understanding of the field of criminal law. The context has elucidated the details analysis of the scenario. Two cases occurred at the night party of Christine’s birthday at her home. The specified cases aligned with the two elements of criminal liability are mens era and actus reus. The cases have been classified under these elements specifically that have been illustrated in the context. Harriet and Paula both are primary guests of the birthday party of Christine. The recommendations for them of their criminal liability and applications of probable defenses have been derived here with proper justifications. Two defense acts such as returning the theft items and intoxication have been highlighted in the context.  
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