Introduction
To productively look at the scenario provided of Martha’s’ chain of unfortunate incidents on the 17th of January 2023, it is essential to examine Martha's steps and establish the possible offenses committed, and if there are any potential defences she might have, to use in Martha’s’ defence. In addition, considering the type of punishment and charges Martha may face is essential. One will have to reflect on what happened on the 17th of January 2023 in order to shed some light on this case. This assignment will assume the reader has already read the task description, and start by investigating and braking downs the offences. 
Body
Looking and analysing the incidents that took place from which Martha could get a fine or prison sentence for possession and consumption of class A drug known as cocaine. Martha's decision to buy and consume class a drug cocaine amounts to offenses related to drug possession and consumption (Gov.uk, 2024). In most jurisdictions, possession and consumption of illegal drugs like cocaine are criminal offenses. Martha could be charged with possession of a controlled substance and drug consumption. Martha's action of swinging her fist and hitting the security guard, though she did not mean to hit the security guard, her aimed was at Steven, but she hit the security guard instead, occurring a cut on the security guards face from her ring she was wearing on her finger at the time. This does amount to an assault. The seriousness of the assault would rely on the jurisdiction's laws and definitions. This charge could be looked at as a common assault or may be more. Offences against the Person Act 1861, the Criminal Justice Act 1988 and the Crime and Disorder Act 1998 (sentencing council, 2024). Assault against the Woman at the bus stop who she met earlier in the day, and developed friendship with her. Martha's argument with the woman at the bus stop escalated, resulting in the woman come to be unconscious with a fractured skull caused by Martha, this constitutes a more serious offense. Depending on the jurisdiction and the extent of the injuries, this could be charged as either grievous bodily harm (GBH) or actual bodily harm (ABH) for which carries a maximum sentence of five years custody. This will depend on the adversity of the damage as the damage is on the head. If Martha intended to cause serious harm, she could be charged with GBH. However, if the injuries caused were not intended to be so severe, the charge might be ABH. Martha’s intention was not to cause a head fracture. There may be some possible defence. Martha could potentially argue that her actions were a result of being intoxicated by cocaine alcohol, impairing her capability to control her way of behaving and form the necessary mens rea (intent) for the offenses. This would be particularly being relevant in assessing her culpability for the assault against the woman at the bus stop. As her intension was not to hurt the woman to that extent nor did she planned the attack on the woman. Martha might argue that her actions in hitting the woman at the bus stop were in self-defence. Martha believed that she was in great danger of being beaten up by a group of woman after one slapped Martha in the face first, if Martha did not hit the woman back the other woman could have joined in and attacked Martha seriously. Especially when a woman is so drunk and intoxicated and vulnerable, Martha could have been an easy prey by the group of woman of which one did have the intension (mens rea) to harm Martha, As Martha did not approach the woman, the woman made an effort to come to Martha at the bus stop.  Martha used reasonable force to defend herself (Crown prosecution service, 2024); this could potentially serve as a defence against the charge of actual bodily harm (ABH) or even Grievous bodily harm (GBH) (sentencing council, 2024). Lack of Intent may be looked at when an individual is charged with an offence and that individual can display their actions were involuntarily, unintentional, or caused by unforeseeable circumstances (Garde Wilson, 2024). The prosecutor must prove that the defendant had the intent of committing a particular crime. According to the criminal Law from the Victorian time, for any act to be intentional, it must be: voluntary, engaged in the act, founded on circumstances which are known about or have an idea about before it takes place (lexisnexis, 2024). Martha could argue that she did not intend to cause harm to either the security guard or the woman at the bus stop. If she can demonstrate that her actions were not intentional or that she lacked the requisite intent for the offenses, this could mitigate her liability. When an individual is charged with an offence and that individual can display their actions were involuntarily, unintentional, or caused by unforeseeable circumstances (Garde Wilsom, 2024). For consumption and possession of class A drug, Martha could face fines, probation, community service, or even imprisonment, depending on the severity of the offense and the jurisdiction's laws, class A: Maximum custody of 7 years, offence may range from fine to 51 weeks custody (sentencing council, 2024). Identity of the drug will be made by the court and the court will decide on the offence category (sentencing council, 2024). The assault against the security guard could result in a charge of simple assault, punishable by fines, community service, or imprisonment, depending on the severity of the injury inflicted on the eye. There may be an issue as the assault on the security guard took place while he was on duty this includes It is important to remember that this can include: threats or verbal abuse, face to face, online or via the telephone, this might include violence from members of the public, clients, customers (Health and safety executive, HSE, 2024). The assault against the woman at the bus stop, depending on the severity of the injuries, could result in charges of either actual bodily harm ABH or GBH. GBH carries more severe penalties, including substantial fines and significant prison sentences. Whoever may unlawfully and maliciously wound or inflict any grievous bodily harm upon any other person, either with or without any weapon or instrument, [F2shall be guilty of an offence and liable, on conviction on indictment, to imprisonment for a term not exceeding 7 years (Legislation.gov.uk, 2024).] Martha’s physical and mental state at the time of incident was very instable; she was under influence of class A drug and alcohol. When the ladies approached her she was under the impression that they were coming over to check if Martha was feeling ok, not knowing they will physically attack her, after being attacked by the ladies her automatic reaction was to save herself from the ladies, as she was vulnerable if Martha was battered any more her vulnerable body would not have not been able to take the battering. Cracking of the skull of the other woman was not intentional.   
Conclusion
Martha's actions in the scenario raised few criminal offenses, of which included possession and consumption of cocaine which is a class A drugs, The assault against the security personnel who was at work at the time of assault on his eye although her intention was to attack Steven, and the final and most serious assault causing injury to the woman at the bus stop causing a fracture to the woman’s skull. Although every single offence did take place, there is no denying of what happened. One must consider Martha’s good character and her intention to come out with Steven was not to attack the women, the security guard or even to take the drug which she purchased in the club, she did not carry the drug into the club. Martha simply wanted to go out with Steven to have a happy time (united nations, 2024); everyone has the rights to be happy, Martha on the other just became a circumstantial victim. Martha may have certain defences available to her, such as intoxication or self-defence, but the severity of her actions could still lead to significant legal consequences, including fines and possible custody sentence.
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