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Question 1. 

Explain the offence of Robbery – This means ‘explain’ rather than ‘define’ the offence so you need to ‘explain’ each of the ‘Points to Prove’ – each key area of the definition.

Robbery is taking or trying to take anything of value while instilling fear in the victim. When in the process of committing robbery a person violently takes things and commits robbery. Robbery is an aggravated type of theft, yet it is not referred to as such. There can't be a robbery until there's a theft. A person is guilty of robbery if he takes and, in order to do so, employs force on any person or puts or attempts to place any person in danger of being subjected to force there and then.

A person will be guilty of robbery when he or she Steals and, immediately before doing so, or, at the time of doing so, and in order to do so, uses force on any person, or puts or seeks to put, any person in fear of being then and there subjected to force (college of policing, 2017). 
If they steal, A person is guilty of stealing if he dishonestly appropriates something belonging to another with the aim of permanently depriving the other of it, according to section 1 of the TA 1968. It makes no difference whether the appropriation is made for profit or for the thief's personal advantage.

Immediately before or at the time, to be proved guilty of robbery, the person must use force to steal the goods just before or at the time of stealing, according to TA 1968. Using force to flee with stolen property, on the surface, would appear to be outside the scope of the crime. An example case of this would be R v Hale 1978 this was where the victim's jewellery box was stolen from her bedroom by two defendants who broke into her home. They tied her up after they took the box. They were convicted of robbery and filed an appeal on the grounds that the theft was complete when they got control of the jewellery box, and that they did not use force immediately before or during the crime.

For the use of threat of force, the jury will have to assess how much force is necessary to determine if a robbery has occurred.
The definition of force is not defined in the TA 1968. In other situations, this force has been seen as insignificant.

The use or threat of force is required to steal under section 8 of the TA 1968. This implies that if a person employs violence while stealing an item, but the violence is not utilised to steal the item, the crime is not considered robbery, but it would be theft. 

Even if no real force is used, the act of ‘putting' or ‘seeking to place' a person in dread of being subjected to force right then and there is enough to constitute robbery. The victim's written statement might establish that they were "placed" in dread of being subjected to force right then and there.
The 'puts in fear' part of the crime might be proven in one of two ways. The victim's statement may indicate that he or she was put in fear; the severity of the fear would not be important because the fortitude displayed by various persons will invariably differ R v DPP is an example case of this (Blackstones, 2021). The suspect's state of mind might be determined by the suspect's statement, evidence from many other witnesses, or corroborating evidence, such as the fact that the suspect was in possession of a lethal weapon.
At the moment of the robbery, all five components of theft must have been present, these elements include appropriation, of property, belonging to another, dishonestly, with intention to permanently deprive. Robbery is only prosecuted on indictment, and the maximum sentence is life in jail.




Question 2 

Explain the offence of Burglary section 9 (1) (a) and ((1)(b) – This means ‘explain’ rather than ‘define’ the offences, so you need to explain each of the ‘Points to Prove’ elements – each key area of the definition.

Burglary is a type of crime known for its high volume and high value. While on supervised and autonomous patrol, trainee police officers will invariably come across burglary offences. It is a severe offence with a maximum penalty of life in jail. Not all burglaries are recorded, sometimes this is because the victim is oblivious of the crime or is hesitant to cooperate with the authorities.

Section 9 of the Theft Act 1968 states that burglary can be committed in two ways. A trespasser may be charged with burglary if he enters a building or a section of a structure with the intent to steal, inflict actual bodily harm, rape, or cause illegal damage to the building or anything in it (section 9 (1)(a) of the Theft Act 1968.)
S9 (1)(b) refers to when a trespasser enters a building or part of a building and then takes or attempts to steal anything in the building or inflicts or attempts to inflict severe bodily harm on anyone else in the building. Entry, of a building or part of a building, as a trespasser are three common components under s9. The contrast between s9(1)(a) and s9(1)(b) is that s9(1)(a) requires the defendant to intend to commit one of the four specified offences at the time of entry, but the offences do not have to be committed or even attempted. 
There are always questions about whether the defendant is convicted of Burglary under s9(1)(a) or s9(1)(b) (b). The term "entry" is not defined in the Theft Act, but there have been many instances that have clarified what it implies. 
An example case for entry on section 9 1(a) would be R v Collins (1973). Burglary was brought against the defendant. He'd climbed a ladder to an open window and saw a young woman asleep in her bed, naked. After stripping down to his socks and descending the ladder, he went back up. When the woman awakened, he was at the window. She welcomed him in since she assumed it was her boyfriend. They then proceeded to have sexual intercourse. She yelled for him to get off when she realised it wasn't her boyfriend. He escaped. He was arrested the next day and charged with burglary under Section 9(1)(a) on the grounds that he entered as a trespasser with the purpose to commit rape. (He couldn't be prosecuted with rape since the lady agreed to sexual contact.) 
Section 9 (1)(a) and section 9 (1) (b) are two different offense, and both have some different points to prove 
The points to prove for 9(1)(A) include to steal anything in the building or part of a certain building, inflict grievous bodily harm on a person and to commit unlawful damage to the building or anything there. The points to prove for 9 (1)(a) consist of stealing or attempting to steal anything and inflicting or attempting to inflict grievous bodily harm on any person involved. 
The entry must be made with the purpose to commit one of the three acts specified in Section 9(1)(a), and it can be made using the whole body, a portion of the body, or an instrument.
To qualify as a building, the location must be stable. Inhabited vehicles and vessels used as residences, on the other hand, are structures for this purpose and will stay such even if the occupants are temporarily absent, such as a caravan when the occupants have gone out for the day. A part of a building is included to address situations where a person has a right to be in one area but not in another inside the same structure (college of policing, 2017). 
Entering as a trespasser and the subsequent offence constitute the mens rea of burglary. To establish both s9(1)(a) and (b), the defendant must be aware or be objectively careless as to whether he/she is trespassing, and s9(1)(a) he/she must have the purpose to conduct one of the four offences at the moment of entering the building.




