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This case is related to burglary. It was reported by “Crime Survey for England and Wales (CSEW)” that about 2.15% household in Wales and England burgled within 2020/2021 while it was also observed that about 695 000 burglary crimes were reported (Office for National Statistics, 2021). Impacts of the burglaries on the victim are very high, and including considerable psychologic cost in additions to financial cost of replacement and repair. In terms of response, several households adopted various types of the security arrangements to avoid themselves from the burglaries. The officers of the “Victim Support and Crime Prevention” routinely advising the victims to enhance aspect of the household securities (Spackman, 2000).
		Similarly, Nee and Meenaghan (2006) also conducted interviews with fifty  offenders, who were involved in burglaries and they preferred houses with relatively more physical and wealthier and cues which offering them easy coverages, accesses and get-away route. These authors concluded: “Interestingly, security cues were mentioned least frequently … In any case, all participants felt security features were rarely enough to deter them, due to a lack of vigilance in locking up on the part of homeowners” (Nee and Meenaghan, 2006, p. 942). While Three men were sentenced to a combined total 21 years in prison in December 2021 for their participation in a burglary at the West London house of a rich businessman. The guys stormed into the building and took pricey jewels and the watches valued more than £1.3 million. The group's ringleader, who had prior convictions for robbery and burglary, got a sentence of  10-years jail ; the other two received sentence of seven and four years jail, respectively (BBC News, 2021).
Similarly in the given case, Ronan was the owner of lucrative enterprises and loved showing off his pricey accessories, jewels, and vehicles. He had just purchased a pair of confined "Bucci" sneakers. On Friday, Ronan when was on a night out told a group of guys at a nearby bar about the new sneakers and upcoming trip to Maldives. Hadley noticed Ronan's description and despised the "poser" that was presented by Ronan.
On Saturday, Hadley rushed home belonging to Ronan to take Bucci's sneakers since she knew he already had departed for the flight. As Hadley reached Ronan's home, he hopped over the fence and landed on the stool of wood, which promptly broken in two parts in the effort of getting into the backyard. Hadley also used a bamboo piece which he got from the garden to pass through flap cat and grab the key from home to unlock the doors to enter the home. Hadley entered the home and made his way upstairs to enter Ronan's changing room. But although Hadley was unable to locate the "Bucci" sneakers, he chose to steal the "Kolex" wristwatch instead after seeing it. After that, he lit the changing room trash with fire by pouring cologne inside of it.
Hence as per the cited case, Hadley is needed to be advised which types of offences have been conducted by him and for which crimes, he is liable. It is a type of burglary crime. There are two main types of burglary crimes first is termed as s9 (1) (a) under the 1968 Theft Acts while the other falls in category s9 (1) (b) of this act. As of s9 (1) (a) under the 1968 Theft Acts (Button et al., 2022), the individual liable for burglary is one who enters into a building as the trespasser and has the aim of committing offences which are described in the sub-section (2) like to steal anything from inside the building, to inflict GBH (“Grievous Bodily Harm”) to any persons present inside and to do the damages inside the building (Woods et al., 2022).
Hence as in the above case, Hadley is an Actus Reus who entered the building as the trespasser. While Mens Rea is that he is knowing that he is the trespasser and knows that the building is an empty structure and aims of stealing Bucci's sneakers but he could not find it so he stole the Kokex wristwatch. Later on, he put the building on fire and damaged the structure. Therefore, Hadley is liable for a burglary crime that falls under s9 (1) (a) under the 1968 Theft Acts.
Hence as of the above deliberation, it is concluded that Hadley should avoid doing burglary as it is a serious offence which may cause a punishment of six-month prison to lifetime jail with level five fines. In this case, Hadley has committed crimes of trespassing and stealing wristwatches and also made a loss to the building by putting it on fire, therefore this series of crimes may result in a serious sentence for Hadley. If one is accused of burglary, there may be a serious chance of receiving a jail term, therefore one should contact experts having knowledgeable attorneys right once. Lawyers may review the material and put together strong defenses. As they defend one in court, they shall closely work with the offensive one to comprehend the particular situation.

Part (b)
This case is related to Automatism and intoxication. Automatism related to state when muscle move independently of the consciousness. The accused is released if deemed not liable since this is comprehensive defence.  Defendant where actus reus performed involuntarily, this defence is viable. Additionally, they lack Mens rea that is necessary for offences. The defendants experience self-induced automatisms when he aware that the act done by him will probably place him into automatic state.  Diabetes observed to be an example where diabetic patient is aware of the dangers of skipping meals after taking insulin or the patient who consumes alcohol just after taking medicine despite being instructed by the physician.
All drunkenness from alcohol and potentially harmful substances are included in definition of the word "intoxications." Hardie described dangerous medicines as that known to cause the users to behave irrationally or aggressively. Even if the defendants did not have prescription for the medicine or it was used excessively, Bailey argues that prescriptions and pharmaceuticals never qualify as hazardous substances. Quasi automatisms are the best defence under these circumstances. If defendant consumes alcohol but is unaware that it has been spiked, it is considered involuntary intoxication.
Hence in this case, Freya may be charged with an offence as per Section 47 of the 1861 Person Act (Eugenics, 2017); therefore, advice is required for Freya for relying on the defence of intoxications and automatisms. Referring to the case of R V M’Naghten (1843) 8 ER 718 (Wilson, 2020), in which M’Naghten tried to kill the prime minister but he could not shoot him and mistakenly the secretary of the prime minister was shoot. As M’Naghten was having insane delusion  when he shooed. Therefore, M’Naghten was not observed to be guilty and decided to be released. Similarly, in the case of Freya, as she was having a seizure when she punched Mike, therefore, Freya may not be charged.
Referring to the case of R v Clarke (1972) 1 All ER 219 (Law Resources, 2022), even the guilty admitted to stealing a few goods from the store, but Clarke described that this crime was executed during the depression. However, this type of defence was not accepted by the court. Therefore, on the bases of the situation and scenario and analysis of the case by the judge, the criminal may be charged or the court may consider its automatism or not. Similarly, George Edwards was found not guilty of assault resulting in body injury of a guy in November 2021 after his defence team successfully proved that he had behaved unconscious as a result of automatism. When Edwards got into a fight with another guy outside a Swansea bar, he had been drinking excessively and using prescription drugs. He said that he didn't remember the encounter and that his actions had been brought on by an unconscious deed. This defence was embraced by the jury, and he was found not guilty (WalesOnline, 2021).
While in the case of v Sullivan (1984) AC 156 (Kharma, 2022), it was observed that Sullivan kicked a person when he was having epilepsy disorder. Therefore, under such type of scenario, the court decided to remove the charge of kicking a person during the suffering from epilepsy. In the same manner, Freya may not be charged as she punched Mike when she was having a seizure. Whereas if the offender is accused of a particular aimed crime which is willingly inebriating and the intoxication is proving that he was not having a common mental condition for committing the crimes, he would be convicted. It is  because of the facts that the criminal had not reached Mens rea, nor as he was having valid arguments of drunkenness. Nevertheless, if fundamental intents substitute offences, like killing then culpability is applicable, and he would be observed guilty under such a scenario.
While as of Case Study of “R v. Lipman [1970] 1 QB 152” (McLean, A. M., & Harland, 1978) While Lipman, the accused murdered his prey. He killed her by forcing linen cloth over her mouth. Accused was not having Mens rea accuse and was intoxicating and difficult to understand what was being done by him. He was found guilty of killing with a fundamental intent under the given conditions as he was having the aim of killing her before the intoxication. 
Unless the accused is indicted with basic intend crimes when willingly inebriating, the court should determine whether the accused might have been developing Mens rea and accused was sober or not to commit a crime. The offender shall not be guilty when he would not be having Mens rea during which he made the decisions. Here prosecution is not required to provide further evidence that demonstrates Mens rea had really been developed or whether the accused developed this. It is also clearing that accused is hindering by voluntary drunkenness to make him free from the offence. Therefore, as in the case of Freya, she was intoxicated because of a party and friendship meeting in the bar, therefore, she may not be charged with the offence conducted by her of hitting a person living near her apartment while Freya was also not having any intent or purpose before the seizure of hitting Mike. Therefore, Freya may not be proceeded or charged as per Section 47 of the 1861 Person Act.
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