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In this matter and case of William Brown, there has been an accusation of two attempts of theft that amount to a total sum of 3000 pounds. One is the theft of cash and the other one includes the stealing of wine and spirits. However, William Brown has held a good character and name and has previously worked as a bar secretary at a rugby club.
The substantive law is the law that defines the rights of the parties, which includes the torts law, contract law, real property laws and wills. Substantive laws denote and govern the set of obligations that regulate the obligations and rights of collective bodies and individuals. Substantive law also includes criminal law. Looking at the criminal law closely, it explains various attitudes and behaviour as criminal and illegal and it defines the factors the authority should prove to felon the criminal or offender (Kempen, Bemelmans, 2018). 
One of the main aspects that are relatable and suitable in the case of William Brown includes Men’s rea. Men’s rea constitutes the cognitive and mental element of an individual that urge him/her to commit the crime (Hasitha,  Jain, 2019). It also involves that a certain action of an individual or not acting in a way that promotes the cause of crime which is committed. This is considered to be a significant factor in various criminal activities (Tadros, 2014).
On the other hand, Actus Reus is a Latin phrase used to refer to a criminal expression. Each crime must be considered in two parts: the actual evidence of the crime (actus reus) and the psychological purpose of the crime (men’s rea). To prove a giant actus, a lawyer must prove that the suspect is responsible for an act that denies the criminal law (Rodger, MacCulloch, 2019). 
Actus Reus is usually characterised as a criminal expression resulting from deliberate actual development. It represents real work that harms another person or damages property. Everything from actual assault or murder to destruction of public property is called actus reus (Rodger, MacCulloch, 2019).
The criminal negligence exception is another type of crime. This comes from the other side of assault or killing and involves refraining from acts that could prevent a person from harming someone. A possible mistake is that you failed to warn others that you had created a dangerous circumstance, that you were not caring for a child left at your discretion, or that you were not carrying out a business mission properly caused an accident. In these cases, the inability of author to render the critical act detrimental to others (Sarch, 2015).
As of 28 May 2013, the referral proceedings (in addition to the referral order) had been overturned in England and Wales and the parties charged with a crime fall under the 'method of attribution' (Tadros, 2014).
However, at the first hearing, the accused will be charged and the complainant will have to prove his complaint or not be held accountable. If the plaintiff makes a responsible claim, the justices of the peace must decide whether their judgment is adequate or whether the case should be referred to the Crown Court for judgment. If the plaintiff declares his innocence or refuses to appeal to the Magistrate's Court, the Court must decide to refer the case to the Magistrate's Court or the Crown Court for preparation (Vigier, Sánchez, 2017). Further information is available in the part exploited by Plea before its configuration and distribution.
If the court refers the case back to the magistrates' court for preparation, the plaintiff may, in any case, submit a provisional judgment to the Crown Court.
The Criminal Commission has issued a revised Final Judgment Directive, which came into effect on March 1, 2016, and is advising courts on the trial of cases before the Officers' Court or the Crown Court. The rule can be found here (Watt, 2019).
In serious cases, the court should consider obtaining a preliminary conviction report before deciding to refer a case to the Crown Court for judgment (Tadros, 2014).
The juvenile court now has the cumulative capacity of conviction following a conviction under Section 3B of the Powers of Criminal Courts (Sentences) Act 2000 (as amended). If necessary, a similar court will be able to convict convicted adults and teenagers (Watt, 2019).
Benefits of a Magistrate court
• There should be no more possibilities for dealing with individual cases as judges need to be qualified.
• Magistrates often have information close to their workplace.
• The judges made little choice.
• Save money and costs (Roberts, Sánchez, 2014).
Disadvantages
• Lawsuits for bias: if not well developed, they can give preference to the police.
• Inconsistent fines for negligence, perhaps because they only work 13 days a year.
• Case Hard-May Can judge parties in a previous case
• Only one representative of the people in the company who have available energy (Sánchez, ET AL., 2017).
Advantages of the Crown Court:
Much higher cancellation rates.
Jurors must recognise "political" defenses and further ignore the police.
If you get fired and the CPS takes legal action and you win, your allegations cannot be violated (Vigier, Sánchez, 2017).
Disadvantages to the Crown Court:
• Crown court cases typically have many more sessions, so you will need to go to court more often at your own expense.
• My case will be suspended for a longer period - it may take a year or more to initiate a preliminary action.
• Your pastor will be taller and more confused and he will need more work as you confront yourself.
• If you are charged, you are likely to face a stricter sentence and court costs than if your case was tried in a lower court (Vigier, Sánchez, 2017).
Before making a choice, you have the right to disclose an arbitration argument against you ("prior disclosure") that could affect your decision. The worst thing you can do is declare "innocence", ask for a hearing in the Crown Court, then change your position and call "to account". At the time she was criticised in the Crown Court for not benefiting from the preparatory work there (Roberts, Sánchez, 2014).
It is expected and advised from the client to make the decision wisely, to better first look at the advantages and disadvantages before taking the case to the court. Both the courts including the Magistrate court and Crown court have their pros and cons. The top drawback that the magistrate court offers is the biasness and inclination towards the prosecution. The magistrate court mostly sides with the police but it saves money. Whereas, on the contrary, the Crown courts evaluate the case properly and is not biased. However, the case runs for a longer time and gets complicated (Sánchez, 2017).
In case if the client, William Brown’s case is taken to and heard in the Crown Court, there are various advantages to the case if the client can afford the procedures and costs because it runs for a longer duration and the processes are very complex. The Crown Courts eagerly looks at the evidence and before reaching a conclusion or judgement, they consider all the possible aspects that are influencing. The jury in the Crown Court is quite eligible to look at the proofs very closely. Because The client has pleaded with no guilt, and if of the point that has, he not committed any crime or fraud with the company who has accused of theft, there are better chances of him getting a proper chance to prove himself innocent (Hussemann, Siegel, 2018). Also, considering the situation that the client has got enough resources, he has recently received an amount of 50K pounds from his late grandmother as inheritance, so, that will not cause him the problems in dealing with the affordability as Crown Courts require costs to be spent for the procedures (Roberts, Sánchez, 2014). The client can prove all the evidence he has which prove that he has no such amount of 3000 pounds in cash or stick of wine and spirit. Through proper reasoning and disclosing all the information that the client has regarding the case, and showing the records of him working with the company. The client should show the court that he has never worked with dishonesty and how he holds a good character and a clear past at the company. This can be assured with the company as well who has claimed that William Brown, who worked as bar secretary at the Rugby Club, that William Brown was never charged or accused of cheating and stealing in the past. This can come as a positive point in the defense of the client in Crown Court (Kempen, Bemelmans, 2018).
When it comes to the legal aid, the rules state that no such legal aid will be provided to the individual if, at the end of the year, he earns a total sum of more than 37,500 pounds. However, if he or she earns less than that amount, he/she can be entitled to receive legal aid from the Crown Court. As in the case of William Brown, his annual income is less than the mentioned amount, therefore, the client is entitled to have the legal aid. It is to be noted that the legal aid does not cover all the expenses of the proceedings or the case (Asp, 2012).
We follow the client's instructions, no matter what. Sometimes we can assume that someone is responsible, but we rarely know without a doubt. We adhere to high legal and moral standards and cannot deliberately mislead the court. Where a customer informs us that a person has reported a material breach, we cannot allow that person to prove their innocence by swearing the truth at this point, or we will consider their escape (Watt, 2019).
We deal with all sorts of people you can think of, all kinds of injustices you can deal with. Let’s put aside individual experiences and reflections, in any case, our work will be unnecessarily awkward from time to time. We should not refuse to talk to someone because we don’t care what they say, or even if we don’t care (Jacobson, 2015).
At the time of the indictment, the suspect has the right to anticipate his indictment by completing a status message within 60 days. When a respondent is at risk of poverty, you have the right to hire a court-appointed legal research consultant. The legal search advisor looks for all legal grounds for refusal (Aliverti, 2014).
Criminal prosecutors working in criminal courts must always be aware of the Criminal Code relating to the 2020 Rules of Criminal Procedure and any rules relating to the conviction of persons or entities accused of crimes (Diehm, 2015).
Practical note: The Criminal Code is the Criminal Code, it reveals the foundations of the Criminal Code and confirms the threshold of "decisive victory", confirms the breaking points of the Criminal Code and includes the construction of a penalty. Code to help experts find the mechanisms they need (Redlich, ET AL, 2017.).
When a criminal court in England and Wales has committed a crime against a suspect, the court will consider whether the sentence will be enforced. A legitimate delegate does not have the right to request or flag the inclusion of a disclaimer. Otherwise, the request will be considered illegal and the procedure will be considered legal. The court overturns or reverses the sentence and asks for the case to be re-examined (Euvrard, Leclerc, 2017).
The charge can be reconciled with the accused based on the facts on which the party will go to trial, known as the "agreed premise". In particular, the agreed basis depends on the approval of the court. Guardians are required to carefully record the reason for the request in cases where the suspect has shown obedience worthy of arrest. This should be done in all cases unless the defendant has proven that the claim is or will be presented without error based on the case in which it is charged. In the event of real or complex misinformation, the investigator can initiate a conversation with the suspect before filing the allegation. The motivation for obedience talks in these cases is to alleviate problems and, if possible, agree on useful uses. The rules do not change the law of religious or military restriction (Miguez, González, 2015).
When the basis of the petition cannot be reconciled and the error between the two statements is, for example, a critical and square basis for judgment, the lawyer must notify the court before the criminal cycle begins. The court may organise meetings to demonstrate whether the debate is relevant to the conviction. If the court finds this to be a relevant discussion, it will welcome additional portrayals or evidence and choose the matter following the standards set out in R v. Newton. A general rule for reducing negligence approval fines explicitly limits the possibility of obtaining a loan when Newton's documentation follows the resolution of a missing attorney from the defendant's versions of the facts (Kempen, Bemelmans, 2018).
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