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Section 1(1) of the Criminal Damage Act 1971 (Section 1(1) CDA 1971), an individual, if destroys/damages property that belongs to another without lawful excuse, and either demonstrates intention to destroy a damage property or showcases recklessness towards property, being destroyed or damaged is likely to be guilty of and criminal offence and the UK legislation (Ambos, 2021). Based on the case study provided, Hadley is liable criminally for committing the crime under the criminal damage act (www.lawsociety.org.uk, n.d.). He is reportedly trespassed Ronan’s residence, and both intentionally or recklessly looked for his belongings without a lawful excuse (Legislation.gov.uk, 2010). The office addresses a penalty of time of imprisonment, although not exceeding 10 years, hardly also set the bin on fire and snapped the wooden bench in the garden over the back fence at Ronan’s house (Chiarini, 2021). According to section 4 CDA from 1971, the maximum punishment for all of these offences is ten years in jail. According to Section 10 of the CDA 1971, "property" refers to both real and tangible items that might be either personal or real. (www.lawsociety.org.uk, n.d.). 

Notwithstanding the fact that the harm itself shouldn't have to be visible, it is necessary to provide proof that tangible property has been damaged. According to the law, land is considered property as well. If land might be damaged by being dumped with chemicals or any other required substance, this particular criminal law is added. (Chuasanga and Victoria, 2019. According to the case law of Morphitis v. Salmon [1990] Criminal law, permanent or temporary impairment of value are useful can also be regarded in the understanding of damage (www.lawsociety.org.uk, n.d.). Another crucial term under the Causing Criminal Damage and Other Criminal Damage Act of 1971 is "recklessness," which is defined in the House of Lords judgement in R v. G [2004] 1 A.C. 1034. (Mandal, 2020). Someone who is acting recklessly may put themselves in situations where they are conscious of the risks involved, the potential outcomes when they are aware of the risks are slightly more dire, or they may take a risk despite knowing it is unreasonable for them to do so (CPS 2019). In this particular case study, the property is destroyed or damaged with usage of fire, therefore, “arson” should be charged under the section 1(3) of Criminal Damage Act, 1971 (www.lawsociety.org.uk, n.d.). 

According to Sections 1(1) and (3), arson is committed by a person without a valid justification when they recklessly set fire to, or otherwise destroy or damage, property with the intent to do so. Damage must be done to another person's property in order to commit a "simple arson" offence (Sanders et al., 2022). Although "arson" is triable in any case, it is not covered by section 22 of the MCA of 1980. The maximum penalty for an arson offence under Section 4 of the Criminal Defense Act of 1971 is life in prison, along with a level 5 fine and/or more than six months of incarceration (www.cps.gov.uk, n.d.). In this particular case, Hadley committed an offence involving an “aggravated arson” which involves a proper proof of an intent to destroy or damage property, and with the intention of damaging property, they are also endangering the life of another (ELDRIDGE, 2018). For instance, setting the trash can on fire with cologne and stealing Ronan's "kolex" endangered his property and anyone entering it. R v. Hoof (1981) 72 Cr App R 126 and R v. Hardie (1984) 3 AII ER 848 are two examples; however, these instances involve an offence involving arson (Arnell, 2022). If the defendant's reckless intent is clear, at least one of us may be held accountable (Davies, 2019). However, if the situation is murky, both offences might be brought up in the alternator. The jury may be excused from rendering a decision on a lower charge if the defendant is found guilty of a more severe and intense offence that involves intent in March. In case, the defendant is convicted of March, more intense and serious offence that involves intent, the jury is likely to be discharged from providing a verdict on lesser charge for the defendant (Yakubenko, 2021).
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Under the Section 47 Offences Against the Person Act 1861, Freya had committed an assault, which is directly associated to actually bodily harm that is also referred as ABH. Under the S 47 of OAPA 1861, it is an offense that is committed, especially where an individual is recklessly, or intentionally assaulting another, which is causing bodily harm (Legislation.gov.uk, 2011). “Bodily harm” includes any kind of hurting that requires an interference with the help of comfort of the victim (Legislation.gov.uk, 2011). All the hurting might not need to be permanent, but needs to be transient and trifling as stated in the case, R v. Donovan (1934) 2 KB 498. according to the decisions made by the House of Lords in DPP v Parmenter (1992), a decision held in this particular case involved that mens rea is equally chargeable as much as “battery” as long as it involves a bodily harm of an individual (www.cps.gov.uk, n.d.). For Freya had a medical condition and, in that case, her seizure drove her to punch Mike in the face. Although, the defendant is likely to receive release and concession under automatism and her existing medical condition but the triggering effect stemmed from her binge alcohol consumption (www.lawsociety.org.uk, n.d.). In another case, DPP V Smith (2006) EWHC 94 (Admin), it clearly determines whether the office off actual bodily harm that has been committed, but on signal is that common assault could have been prosecuted. In this particular case, appellant had accessed and utilised kitchen scissors to cut off the ponytail of the complainant. This action particularly happened without her consent (Legislation.gov.uk, 2011). Some of the potential harm that may include a substantial cutting of individuals has damage to the skin and other bodily injuries. The court that harm is not just limited to the aspect of injury, but usually is extended to the action of hurt or damage which is usually bodily. The code also said that it does not limit to the idea of skin, flesh and bones (Legislation.gov.uk, 2011).

Under the offences against the Person act, psychological harm is equally prioritised other than via emotions, such as distress or pain or fear (Legislation.gov.uk, 2011). Actual bodily harm can incorporate psychiatric injury that can be proven by medical evidence, and which may not include panic, fear or any kind of states of mind (www.cps.gov.uk, n.d.). In certain cases, if the Salton worlds battery that is more than just leaving, trifling or transient, and that is a prosecutor needs to identify if the charge of common assault or actual bodily harm as appropriate. In this particular case, there is an overlap as it was initially recognised in the case of DPP V Smith (2006) EWHC 94 (Admin) (Legislation.gov.uk, 2011). The prosecutor in this instance must take into account a number of factors, including the offender's level of responsibility, the severity of the complainant's injuries, and the overall harm caused. To ensure that Freya has a strong defence to offer, other aggravating circumstances in the case, as well as the potential punishment, must be considered (www.cps.gov.uk, n.d.).

For Freya however, didn’t answer keys to the-voluntarily, and it cannot be regarded as an excuse for a criminal behaviour, which is to experience the seizure and punching Mike when he offered help. The entire scenario had occurred for alcohol acting as a triggering factor for Freya which was a voluntary decision by her and Nicky (www.cps.gov.uk, n.d.). In other alternative cases, the doctrine of involuntary intoxication applies to a defendant who consumes or receives intoxicant for medicinal purposes could be less chargeable and in that is the jury will be discharge from giving higher charges (Legislation.gov.uk, 2011). However, in Freya’s case, she had voluntarily participated in drinking gin, more than that acquired or desired amount that led to the triggering development of seizures that caused her to collapse on the floor, and eventually punch Mike in the face, and give him a blackeye when he offered help (www.cps.gov.uk, n.d.).
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