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This is the case of Miss Sarah Jones 
I will set out below the following list of offences:
Theft 
Assault 
Robbery 5 years ago
Miss Jones says she is innocent of both charges 

Suspect options at the interview:
· Answer police questions fully 
· Answer some questions and not others
· Give a “  full no comment interview “most appropriate in this case
· Hand in a written statement 
· This is the NGAP case 


(Taylor, Elliott, and Quinn, 2018, p. 14) Actus reus is more than just an act; all the other parts of the offence are completely different from the state of mind of the defendant.
The type of defence is important, as is the situation in which it was committed and the outcome of that
(Taylor, Elliott, and Quinn, 2018, p. 22) Mens rea comes from the Latin" guilty mind," and is about the person's mind status when committing the crime
T.A. 1968, S 1(1)
Someone can be accused of theft if, in a dishonest way, he takes something from another person with the intention of not giving it back.
There are three actus reus elements: appropriation, property, and belonging to another.
Dishonesty and the intent to permanently deprive are two men's fundamental elements.
(Finch, 2021, p. 156)
APPROPRIATION

Appropriation occurs when a person claims the rights of the proprietor, even if they received the property lawfully. This includes keeping the property or behaving as if it were their own, even though they obtained it by error. (Finch, 2021, p. 158â€“159)
Property
In Taylor, Elliott, and Quinn (2018), page 220, "property" is defined as "monetary wealth along with all other possessions, either private or real, such as items in action as well as immaterial property."
"Intangible property" is a property that doesn't exist physically, and "something in operation" is a property that doesn't exist physically but provides its possessor with legal authority.
Belonging to Someone Else
Section 5(1) of the Theft Act of 1968 says that property is thought to belong to anyone who has it in their name or possession or has property rights or interests in it. (Finch, 2021, p. 157)
Section 2(1) of the Dishonesty Act T.A 1968
When a person uses the property of another person, it's not regarded as untrue if: • He uses the asset because he believes that the law grants him the right to do so, neither for himself nor for somebody else;

• If he gets the asset with the belief that the other party would have granted consent because he believed they knew what he was doing as well as the reason why

Men’s rea of the assault is the intention or subjective recklessness as to causing the victim to apprehend the immediate infliction of unlawful force. (Taylor,2018, pg 154)
If he gets the property because he believes that its proper owner cannot be located by taking rational steps. (Finch, p. 160–161, 2021)
This is not an explanation of what it means to be dishonest. However, it is an exhaustive list of things that are not untrue. Since they are all subjective examinations, the outcomes depend on what the defendant believed, not on how other people would see the case. If none of these applies, you should use the general rule for being dishonest.
Ghosh has been the best source of dishonesty for over 35 years. Outside of Section 2, the Court of Appeal said that dishonesty shouldn't be judged by a standard that is only based on what people think. Instead, it came up with a two-step test that asked: (1) Was what was done dishonestly by the standards of honest, sensible people?
(2) Did the defendant understand that reasonable and honest people think what he did was dishonest?
If the answer to both questions is "yes," the suspect has been dishonest. If the answer to either question is "no," the suspect is not lying. Basically, the Ghosh test showed that a suspect was lying if he knew that other people would think he was lying. This case was highly criticised by commentators, but it stayed on the books until the Supreme Court questioned its legality in the Ivey case. (Finch, p. 161, 2021)
INTENTION TO DEPRIVE FOREVER
Theft Act of 1968, Section 6(1) A person is thought to have the intent to permanently deprive if he wants to treat the thing as his own and get rid of it regardless of the other person's rights. Borrowing or lending it may be the same as treating it as his own, but only if the borrowing or lending is for a long enough time and under conditions that make it the same as an outright taking or disposal. (Finch, p. 163–164, 2021)
Assault
Section 39 of the Criminal Justice Act of 1988 states that assaulting someone is a summary offence for which you may receive a penalty or a six-month sentence of imprisonment if you are convicted. It is typical misconduct, and as of 2003, approximately 12,000 adults were identified as being liable for it. The actus reus is anything that makes the person in question "apprehend" that unlawful force will have to be used against him or her. Although the courts have spoken regarding the perpetrator of the crime "apprehending" aggression, the term signifies "expect" or "anticipate" instead of "fear." So individuals are unlikely to be scared if they've got adequate cause to believe aggression might be employed against them as well. (Taylor,2018pg 151)
The presumption of innocence 
The principles of legality and correspondence focus on how offences are defined. Once an offence has been established the next question will arise: who should be responsible for proving each element of the offence? The presumption of innocence is reflected in Article 6(2) of the European Convention on Human Rights. However the European Court has accepted that states may reverse the burden of proof -as long as these reverse burden provisions are kept “within reasonable limits” and “take into consideration of what is at stake and maintain the rights of the defence “.( Macdonald,2018, pg 22-23)
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