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[bookmark: _Toc76204546][bookmark: _Toc76204835]Issue
The case needs to consider the theft act (1968). According the theft act (1968), theft is defined as dishonestly gaining the property belonging to another person. According to the section 2 of the theft act 1968, a person who has been assaulted with the intend of robbery is liable of punishment. William Brown is charged with two offenses of theft. One theft is of money and another theft is associated with the theft of cash and another theft is associated with the stock of wines and spirits. He has been a working member of the Territorial Army and is well educated. The client is on unconditional bail and he needs advice in this regard. 
[bookmark: _Toc76204547][bookmark: _Toc76204836]Statement of facts
William Brown was formerly the bar secretary at a rugby club. His functions included ordering and checking stock levels, paying suppliers, and checking and banking the takings. The cash is alleged to have been stolen from the takings following a beer festival organised at the club. William Brwon is well-educated person and needs to be advice regarding the case as he is being accused of theft. 
For the advice to be given, there can be two possibilities There must be someone who is trying to trap him. He must be given an understanding of the main principles of criminal law. Mens rea and Actus reus. This case of theft needs to consider the whole situation of the theft. The client William brown as accused of theft should be told about Section 1 (1) of the theft act 1968 which states that if the person is accused of theft, then he has been given a penalty of seven years. For the court to have proper allocation process following actus reus and mens reas are considered. 
[bookmark: _Toc76204548][bookmark: _Toc76204837]Actus reus of theft 
Actus reus is basically the act or physical element of the crime. It is just more than guilty acts and include range of behaviour for each crime. (Heller and Dubber, 2020). Actus reus of theft include: 
[bookmark: _Toc76204549][bookmark: _Toc76204838]Appropriation
Appropriation has been explained in section 3. (1) and it states that the person is guilty of the theft if the person dishonestly appropriated the property of the person to deprive him of the authority. 
[bookmark: _Toc76204550][bookmark: _Toc76204839]Property 
Section 4(1) of the theft act 1968 defines the property as it includes all the real and personal things of the owner which are being stolen by the owner. It includes real property i.e land or houses, personal property includes other than lands and other intangible properties which do not exist physically. 
[bookmark: _Toc76204551][bookmark: _Toc76204840]Belonging to another
According to the theft act (1968), section 5(1) states that a property that belongs to the person is the belonging of that person and if that is being stolen that the person is liable to theft
[bookmark: _Toc76204552][bookmark: _Toc76204841]Mens rea of theft 
Mens rea is considered to be the mental element of a person’s intention to commit a crime. The law considered that for a person to commit a crime, it is not necessary that he is educated or well-reputed (Sznycer and Patrick, 2020). 
Mens reus of theft include: 
[bookmark: _Toc76204553][bookmark: _Toc76204842]Dishonesty
Section 2(1) of the theft act gives different situations in which the person is considered as dishonest. If the person appropriates the property by considering that he has the right to deprive a person of the property or the If the person appropriates property by considering that he has the consent of the third person and that person cannot fight back for the property, Then he is considered to be a dishonest person. 
[bookmark: _Toc76204554][bookmark: _Toc76204843]Intention to permanently deprive 
Section 6 (1) of the theft act 1968 states that the person who has the intention of stealing the property then he is liable to be punished. 
William Brown is considered to be the person who is accused of theft. To constitute the criminal behaviour, actus reus and mens rea must occur simultaneously. William is considered not to have the intention of theft but he is still accused of theft. According to criminal law, it is considered that a person who does not have intentions to commit the crime is not considered to be the case of severe punishment (Cassese, 2013).
[bookmark: _Toc76204555][bookmark: _Toc76204844]Analysis
After considering the statement of facts, the analysis of the facts is made. After noticing all the facts regarding the crime of the William Brown, the procedure of allocation is analysed. Following is the procedure of this case. 
[bookmark: _Toc76204556][bookmark: _Toc76204845]The procedure of allocation of the case for trial
The procedure of the allocation for the case trial is considered to be a complex procedure. The charged person is considered to be subjected to the allocation procedure. The procedure of the allocation is important as it describes how the offense is being dealt with in the courts. Allocation was introduced in schedule 3 of the criminal justice act 2003. This involves the procedure in which the magistrate court will decide that whether the person is guilty or not. 
[bookmark: _Toc76204557][bookmark: _Toc76204846]Court decision procedure
The procedure of the court involves several steps regarding the case. These steps include proper investigation of the case. The decision of the court is based on the court of the first instance (Danner and Martinez, 2005) The court trial is based on the general jurisdiction regarding the case.
Following is the procedure for the theft. 
· Arraignment is the first step of the court in which the defendant appears in front of the court. In this step, the judges consider all the history of the person. 
· Pre-trial is the second step in which the case will be monitored and the progress of the case will be considered by the judges. 
· Motions include the various legal motions which must be presented to the court. 
· Readiness is the time when both parties are ready to hear the court decisions. This step either gives the decision for the case or the case continue to trial.
· The trial is the step in which the case is continued after the readiness and the defendant decide that whether the case will be decided by the jury or judge. 
[bookmark: _Toc76204558][bookmark: _Toc76204847]Advantages and disadvantages of Magistrates and crown court
The classification of the offences must be considered before starting the advantages of the magistrate court and crown court. The classification of the offences are as:
[bookmark: _Toc76204559][bookmark: _Toc76204848]Summary offence
It is an offence that can only be dealt with in magistrate courts. It has different occasions on which the matters can be sent to the crown courts then only the summary of the offence will be sent to the magistrate court (Ahadi and Ehsanpour, 2020.).
[bookmark: _Toc76204560][bookmark: _Toc76204849]Either way offence
This offence is that type of offence that totally depends on the guidelines given by the magistrates and it will also be depending upon the crown court trial. When the defendant will have the choice, then consideration will be given that which court is appropriate for the hearing of the case (Ahadi and Ehsanpour,  2020).
[bookmark: _Toc76204561][bookmark: _Toc76204850]Indictable offence 
These are the offence which can only be heard in crown courts. These cases involve a defendant who has appeared in the magistrate court. 
The advantage of the crown court is that that the court has to make at least ten jurors agree that the person is guilty. 
All the criminal cases initiated in the magistrate court. All the cases are considered to be important and the cases are heard by either:
· two or three magistrates
· a district judge
There is no jury in the magistrates’ court. The magistrate court is considered to focus on all the issues of the case. The William Brown case is presented in the magistrate court in which all the main aspects will be considered on the basis of Men's rea and actus reus.  The magistrate court deals with the minor criminal damage. William Brwon's case will be presented with all the pieces of evidence in the courts. The case of theft is considered to be the case of minor criminology and if the client is found guilty then he will be punished accordingly (Van, 2012).
A magistrate court has the power to give the following sentences:
· Up to six months in prison or up to twelve months in the prison for more than one offence.
· A normal fine in case of cash theft if only money is being theft by the person (Jacobson and Hough, 2007).
· A ban from the work service if found disloyal for the company. 
Magistrate court decisions are somehow not sufficient for handling the case. It is very important for the William Brown case to be handled carefully. The cases which are not handled by the magistrates and then the cases are further presented to the crown court. The crown court is responsible for the cases which are not resolved in the magistrate court. Some serious cases of the criminal are presented in the crown court. 
Section 6 (1) of the theft act 1968 states that the person who has the intention of stealing the property then he is liable to be punished (Cryer et al, 2019).	
According to the act of theft, it has been clearly stated that the person who is found to be guilty will be given a penalty of seven years. According to different cases being resolved in the magistrate’s courts, this case also seemed to be resolved in magistrate court. In the case of “R v Briggs [2004] Crim LR 495”, the case of theft of money was being resolved in the magistrate court.  
[bookmark: _Toc76204562][bookmark: _Toc76204851]Matters for mitigation in case of guilty for trial
At the sentencing hearing, the judge will consider the appropriate mitigating factors which will be applied to the client for the theft case. These factors can result in a lighter sentence. Depending on the case, the mitigating factors might include:
[bookmark: _Toc76204563][bookmark: _Toc76204852]Other penalties
Other penalties can be applied to the client in case of Conviction. As in the case of theft, the penalty can be in form of money and other financial transactions to the person who has faced the loss (O’malley, 2017).
[bookmark: _Toc76204564][bookmark: _Toc76204853]Criminal record
The absence of the criminal record of the client might influence the judge for lighter sentencing. This is the strongest point for this case as William is not considered to be a professional criminal. He has a strong educational background and the judge might think that the punishment must be reduced for the client (Duff, 2020).
[bookmark: _Toc76204565][bookmark: _Toc76204854]Offence facts
The facts of the offence are the strong mitigating factor. These facts are associated with the role of the client in the offence. This may include whether the client has any mental issues at the time of the crime (Stasi, 2021). Moreover, it is also considered that how the client has behaved at the time of the arrest. The court will consider all the aspects of the behaviour of the client (Ormerod and Laird, 2018). The court will notice the following facts:
[bookmark: _Toc76204566][bookmark: _Toc76204856]Personal circumstances
The court will also consider the personal circumstances including age, health, cultural background, and education (Bassiouni, 2008). while sentencing, the court will notice the personal relationship of the client with his family. A most important factor to be considered while sentencing will be the remorse nature of the client. 
[bookmark: _Toc76204567][bookmark: _Toc76204857]Conclusion
The case of theft is considered to be the common case in craniology. This case is associated with the client who is 28 years old. William Brown is charged with two offences of theft. One theft is of money and another theft is associated with the theft of cash and another theft is associated with the stock of wines and spirits. He is considered to be a nobleman as he has been a working member of the Territorial Army and is well educated (Manacorda and Meloni, 2011). The client is on unconditional bail and he needs advice in this regard. Statement of facts includes the involvement of two main principles of the criminal law which are Mens rea and actus reus. The analysis of the Procedure of allocation of the case for trial is done and based on this analysis Court decision procedure is evaluated. William brown case is considered to be handled with the mitigating factors which include all the main aspects to be considered by the court. 
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