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[bookmark: _Toc1405164507]Introduction
This project is broken up into two parts, both of which require the student to apply their knowledge of criminal law to the respective cases. It is important to be able to apply criminal law to a specific set of facts for the following reasons: (1) it enables individuals to understand their legal rights and responsibilities; (2) it helps to ensure that the criminal justice system is fair and just; and (3) it helps to ensure that the system can be improved. In addition to this, it helps to ensure that individuals are held accountable for their acts and that illegal behaviour is prevented from affecting society as a whole.
[bookmark: _Toc1505948970]Part A: Case scenario of Hadley
Given the circumstances, Hadley may be held legally responsible for multiple violations because of this situation. The Theft Act of 1968, the Criminal Damage Act of 1971, and the Criminal Justice and Public Order Act of 1994 are pieces of legislation and case laws that are applicable to this scenario. It is essential to keep in mind that these are merely offences that may be levelled against Hadley, and that for the prosecution to be successful, they would need to prove each element of the crime beyond any doubt. The accusations that would be brought against the defendant as well as the severity of the penalty that would be imposed are both subject to the specifics of the case as well as the discretion of the judge presiding over it.
[bookmark: _Toc607233070]Burglary 
Hadley could be prosecuted with burglary under Section 9(1) of the Theft Act of 1968 for entering Ronan's house with the intention of stealing. This provision applies to burglary. In the case of Gibbins and Proctor [1918], it was determined that the act of breaking and entering is not necessary for a charge of burglary, and that entering a building through an open door with the intent to steal is sufficient instead. This was established as the precedent for the modern definition of the crime of burglary. In this instance, Hadley made an unauthorized entry into the property with the intent to steal by inserting a piece of bamboo that she discovered in the garden through the cat flap to hook the keys from the inside of the house and open the door. This action is regarded as an unlawful entry into the property because it was done with the intent to steal.
[bookmark: _Toc1818061231]Arson  
Hadley could be charged with arson under Section 1 of the Criminal Damage Act of 1971 if it can be proven that she willfully set fire to the cologne that was thrown away in the trash can in Ronan's dressing room. In the case of Dytham [1979], it was determined that an individual can be found guilty of the crime of arson if they recklessly cause damage to property by fire, regardless of whether they meant to set the fire. This was the case that established this principle. Because the property was damaged because of the behaviour, which consisted of pouring aftershave into the trash can and deliberately setting fire to it, it is possible that this behaviour constitutes an act of arson.
[bookmark: _Toc860587692]Theft 
Theft: According to Section 1 of the Theft Act 1968, Hadley might be prosecuted with theft for taking the Kolex watch without Ronan's authorization, which would make it a violation of the statute. Theft is defined as the unlawful act of appropriating the property of another person without that person's agreement or permission and with the intention of depriving the owner of the property of it in a manner that is intended to be long-term.
[bookmark: _Toc1315568851]Criminal Damage 
[bookmark: _Int_u5GcfHju]Hadley might be prosecuted with criminal damage under section 1 of the Criminal Damage Act of 1971 for smashing the wooden bench and causing damage to any other elements of the house or garden. This is because she broke the bench. To be guilty of this crime, the damage to the property must have been perpetrated on purpose or via irresponsible behaviour. It was established in the case of Dytham [1979] that an individual can be guilty of criminal damage if they recklessly cause harm to property, regardless of whether they intended to create the damage. This was the precedent that was set by this case. By jumping over the backyard fence, Hadley caused damage to the wooden bench in this scenario. Because he also risked damaging other components of the house or garden, he might be held responsible for the crime of criminal damage.
[bookmark: _Toc388001898]Criminal Tresspass 
[bookmark: _Int_Bc5hvG0O]Hadley might be charged with criminal trespass according to section 61 of the Criminal Justice and Public Order Act of 1994 for accessing Ronan's land without a legitimate justification. This provision states that criminal trespass is an offence punishable by imprisonment. In the case of Hood [2004], it was determined that criminal trespass occurs when a person knowingly enters or remains on property without the consent of the owner or a legitimate excuse. This was established in the preceding sentence. Hadley broke the law by entering Ronan's land without his permission and with the purpose to steal, which is the definition of criminal trespass.
[bookmark: _Toc1306071260]Part B: Case Scenario of Freya and Nicky
It is possible that charges could be brought against Freya under Section 47 of the Offences Against the Person Act 1861, which addresses assaults that result in actual bodily harm. In this instance, Freya's behaviour during a seizure led to her punching Mike, which resulted in the latter receiving a black eye as a direct consequence of her blow.
An individual may be held responsible for a crime according to the general principles of criminal liability. These principles state that an individual may be held liable for a crime if they have acted with the necessary intent, also known as mens rea, and if their actions constitute the actus reus, also known as the physical element of the crime. However, there are various defences that can be raised by an individual to nullify their criminal guilt. Two of these arguments include intoxication and automatism.
[bookmark: _Toc243343874]Intoxication
In circumstances of voluntary intoxication, in which an individual has voluntarily consumed alcohol or drugs and their state of mind is affected because of doing so, drunkenness is a defence that can be raised. Before the event, Freya and Nicky had both knowingly and willingly consumed a large amount of alcohol. On the other hand, Freya may not be able to invoke the drunkenness defence because her acts were not voluntarily chosen by her. She was having a seizure, and she had no control over the behaviours that she was performing. Because of this, she would not be able to use the drunkenness defence in this instance.
[bookmark: _Toc1979411207]Automatism
Another defence that can be raised in situations where a person's actions were not voluntary but the result of an external factor, such as a medical condition, is automatism. This is a defence that can be raised in cases where an individual's actions were not voluntary but the result of an external factor. In this scenario, Freya suffered a seizure due to the epilepsy that she was diagnosed with when she was younger; the seizure was a consequence of her medical condition. Therefore, the defence of automatism could be an option for her in this case.
It was established in the case of Airedale NHS Trust v. Bland [1993] that a person cannot be held accountable for a crime if their actions were the consequence of an involuntary act such as a reflex or a medical condition. This ruling was made in the year 1993. Because Freya was experiencing a seizure at the time, her actions cannot be considered voluntary because she was not in control of how she behaved throughout this episode. As a result, the defence of automatism would be accessible to her, and its employment would exonerate her from any criminal responsibility for the injury she inflicted to Mike.
It is important to note that in certain contexts, automatism can be broken down into two distinct categories, namely:
1. Sane automatism: it is called sane automatism when the behaviour is involuntary, but it is brought on by a condition that is not related to mental disease in any way.
2. Insane automatism is a situation that occurs when an action is involuntary but is brought on by a condition that is brought on by mental disease.
In this instance, Freya's automatism is an example of sane automatism because the seizure that she experiences is brought on by a medical ailment and not by any form of mental disease.
In conclusion, Freya may be able to rely on the defence of automatism in this scenario, as her actions were the result of an involuntary act, specifically a seizure caused by her medical condition of epilepsy. This seizure was the result of an involuntary act, and Freya's actions were the result of that seizure. However, the intoxication defence would not be an option for her because her actions were not voluntarily chosen by her. It is vital to keep in mind that the precise defences that Freya could potentially use would be contingent on the particulars of the case as well as the judicial decision-making process.


[bookmark: _Toc1951536772]Acts and Case Laws applied

1. Airedale NHS Trust v Bland [1993]
2. Criminal Damage Act 1971 
3. Criminal Justice and Public Order Act 1994.
4. Dytham [1979]
5. Gibbins and Proctor [1918]
6. Hood [2004]
7. Theft Act 1968
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