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According to the criminal act 1968 a theft is defined the taking of another property is belongings to the property without the consent/ permission of the owner is declared as theft which probably apply ob the defendant in that case because he is charged with the offensively taking cash and wines without the permission of owner. Someone who carries out the theft is known as thief. (larceny, 1916) we need to highlight in this portion the criminal act of 1968 is basic definition of the theft (Anon., 1968) which is mentioned above and section 2 promotes to the dishonesty then if we approach to the section 3 it is of appropriation and the section 4 is about the property if a person is found to offend all these things or he found to have done all those things than he plead to be guilty and after the jury decision which is based on the either criminal history of the offender or the deepness of the crime after all this there will be the decision of the offender to what to do with it . The actus rues and men’s rea developed in the English law by the EDWARD COKE. The act means that the person is not guilty unless the mind also proves to be guilty. After applying the scenario that has been stated above the person is going to prove guilty if he has does so. 
Robbery is characterized in segment 134 of the Criminal Consolidation Act 1935 (SA) as being the place where an individual arrangement with property insincerely, without the proprietor's agree and proposing to deny the proprietor of their property or make a genuine infringement on the restrictive privileges of the owner. (Anon., n.d.)
Under this law, infringement on restrictive rights implies that the property is managed in a manner that makes a considerable danger that the property won't be gotten back to the proprietor, or that the worth of the property will be significantly reduced when the proprietor gets it back. Likewise, where property is treated as the litigant's own property to discard, ignoring the genuine land owner's privileges.
For a fundamental offense, an individual saw as liable of this offense is responsible for detainment of as long as 10 years.
(Robbery is characterized in the Crimes Act 1958 (Vic) as when an individual "unscrupulously appropriates property having a place with another with the expectation of forever denying the other of it.". The actus reus and mens rea are characterized as follows: Appropriation is characterized in area 73(4) of the Crimes Act 1958 (Vic) as the suspicion of any of the proprietor's privileges. It does not need to be every one of the proprietor's privileges, as long as in any event one right has been accepted. On the off chance that the proprietor gave them agree to the assignment there cannot be an appointment. In any case, if this assent is acquired by duplicity, this assent is vitiated. 

Property – characterized in segment 71(1) of the Crimes Act 1958 (Vic) as being both substantial property, including cash and theoretical property. Data has been held not be property. 
Having a place with another – segment 73(5) of the Crimes Act 1958 (Vic) gives that property has a place with another if that individual has proprietorship, ownership, or a restrictive interest in the property. Property can have a place with more than one individual. areas 73(9) and 73(10) manage circumstances where the charged gets property under a commitment or unintentionally. 
For a disturbed offense, an individual saw as blameworthy of this offense is at risk for detainment of as long as 15 years.)
According to the criminal Act 2002:
A person who dishonestly has property belongings to another, with the intention of permanently depriving the other of it, is guilty of the offence of theft.
Maximum penalty: 10 years
The provisions that apply to the act of this offense are:
The core offense included the 6 basic elements
· Dishonesty
· Appropriation
· Property belongings
· Intention to deprive permanently
· The requirement that all elements exist at a same time
Most wrongdoings require what lawyers allude to as "mens rea," which is Latin for a "liable brain." all in all, what was the litigant's psychological state and what did the respondent mean when the wrongdoing was perpetrated. Mens rea permits the criminal equity framework to separate between somebody who didn't intend to perpetrate a wrongdoing and somebody who deliberately set off to carry out a wrongdoing.
The certain aspects that have mentioned above would be taking under the view of jury if he has found liable for the crime he plead to be found guilty
Punishment
(Burglary is characterized in the Crimes Act 1958 (Vic) as when an individual "untrustworthily appropriates property having a place with another with the aim of for all time denying the other of it.". The actus reus and mens rea are characterized as follows: Appropriation is characterized in area 73(4) of the Crimes Act 1958 (Vic) as the supposition of any of the proprietor's privileges. It doesn't need to be every one of the proprietor's privileges, as long as at any rate one right has been expected. In the event that the proprietor gave their agree to the assignment there can't be an apportionment. Notwithstanding, if this assent is acquired by misdirection, this assent is vitiated. 
Property – characterized in area 71(1) of the Crimes Act 1958 (Vic) as being both unmistakable property, including cash and theoretical property. Data has been held not be property. 
For an irritated offense, an individual saw as liable of this offense is obligated for detainment of as long as 15 years.)
Procedure for the court trial:
At whatever point someone is blamed for a wrongdoing, regardless of whether its extortion or burglary, they need to go through a lawful interaction including court. The interaction includes different results which can bring about a court preliminary to decide if you are liable or honest. Before a preliminary happens, on the off chance that it happens, certain means should be gone through.
1. Arraignment. An arraignment is the point at which you officially show up under the steady gaze of an appointed authority and told the charges documented against you. During the arraignment you're approached to enter your request of liable, not liable, or no contest. You can change your request later. 
During the arraignment, the adjudicator traces any conditions you need to follow to try not to be arrested. To try not to be brought to prison, you might be needed to post a bail or bond until your case is settled. You have the choice to protest any of the conditions the adjudicator presents. Its best to have the help of a criminal lawyer to direct you during this cycle. 
This is the place where you'll likewise get notification of future hearings, including dates for a pre-preliminary hearing and genuine preliminary. 
2. Pre-trial. Pre-trial hearings let the court screen the case's advancement. During a pre-preliminary you and the court can resolve any issues that surface while your case is forthcoming. Much of the time at this stage a case can be "proceeded" to allow the two players adequate chance to set up their cases. 
3. Movements. Contingent upon your case type and what judgments the court has effectively made, different legitimate movements can be brought under the steady gaze of the court as of now. 
4. Availability. The "preparation hearing" is when the two players let the court know their "status" for preliminary. This progression is planned anyplace from a few days to half a month prior to the start of preliminary. During this progression your case can be either proceeded or settled. 

5. Trial:
 Most cases are settled previously, if your case goes to preliminary you can choose whether you need a preliminary by jury, where a jury chooses your case, or a seat preliminary, where an adjudicator will choose your case.
Advantages and disadvantages of magistrate court / crown court in the specific matter:
The situation has made us clear under the section 308 (theft) the following acts not include in the minor the theft which has the limit up to $2000.
In case of the magistrate there is a public a public participation, local knowledge and there is a balanced view of three magistrates. Cost is relatively cheap.
But you have no representatives and it is bias towards police and long process
On the other hand in crown courts more chances to plead to not found guilty,possibility to remain in prison during the sentence and more likely to get legal aid and it includes no  long wait before the trial and within the 186weeks, higher cost and greater sentencing powers sometimes.
Dishonesty interception:
If the person is found guilty I will take a step under the section 309
Stated as thus:
(1) An individual's apportionment of property having a place with another isn't deceptive if the individual appropriates the property in the conviction that the individual to whom the property has a place can't be found by making sensible strides. This subsection doesn't make a difference if the individual appropriating the property held it as trustee or individual agent. 

(2) An individual's apportionment of property having a place with another may be unscrupulous despite that the individual will pay for the property
Claim of right:
An individual isn't criminally liable for an offense that has a actual component identifying with property if: 

(a) at the hour of the direct comprising the offense, the individual is under a mixed up conviction about an exclusive or possessory right; and 
(b) the presence of that privilege would discredit a flaw component for any actual component of the offense. 
(2) An individual isn't criminally answerable for some other offense emerging fundamentally out of the activity of the exclusive or possessory right that the person erroneously accepts to exist. 
(3) This segment doesn't invalidate criminal duty regarding an offense identifying with the utilization of power against an individal
If the person in case has proven to be guilty the person in our case has some strong back, we can do many kind of options that can objectify the act that has be done is not in a theft. The defender has not a background of the such an act he belongs to a theft. We can justify the reasonable doubts that the person has not taken anything because in case of the job of the defender he has a sound income and has retired from the army which is quite sober institute as well as he has the income of 12000 pounds per annum. he has also inherited about 50000 pounds from his late grandmother. He is a sound person he does not need to do such kind of act. The person can use the intent issues as the borrow defense (lavender, 1994). It stated that the person has no intend to permanently deprive the owner from his belongings because he has not intended to do so. Later on the person has to give it back to the owner the money and the wines worth combine to be the 3000$. Which is not that much if we just take in the mind the price of cash it just nearly about the 2000. Which can lie in the minor theft which has not that much penalty but we are not considering it as theft because we are heading towards the consent issue which also consider in the line of theft if the offender has not taken permission from the owner. it can confront in a way that a offender must take it as his right to keep the things from the owner unknowingly, which is also not a crime. So if we have one of the reason proven in the court the person is not to be found guilty in the court room. (gosh, 1982) (qb, 1987)
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