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Part One
From having read the case study scenario I am aware that PC Stevens was on duty at 4:00 when he had a phone all and informing him of a burglary that is in progress at 10 chesterfield lane. We further understand that an eyewitness named Thomas, saw a male described as being 5’10 with dark brown hair wearing grey tracksuit trouser and black hooded jumper trying to force open his neighbour back door, it may be possible that the man gave permission to enter his premises for one purpose but doing so with quite another unauthorised purpose. When Mr Harvey enters the house, he has intentions to steal. According to the law, Mr Harvey’s convictions regarding burglary are under section nine which were upheld on the basis that entry with intent to steal exceeded the scope of permission to enter (Crown Prosecution Service, 2019). Acknowledging the law that was expressed Hillen and Pettigrew shares the view that an individual who commits the crime taken from the theft act 1968 claims that if that person enters the premises of another without knowing them then that is sufficient for the jury to decide that he is in fact seen as a trespasser (Swarb, 2019).  
Mr Harvey, from committing the crime he did, he lacks dishonesty because of the belief which is seen as the property to both theft and robbery. These will be defeated force which must immediately be used by the police officer before or at the time of the stealing. The court of appeal should hold that section 8 requires any amount of force to be used against a person in order what he stole or prevent resistance from the victim as under the former law. An action that can be taken by PC Stevens is that if the charge of robbery victim gives evidence that he did not do anything then the case of guilt applying the wording of the statute and in cases where property is in fact stolen. It is important to understand that the crime committed by Mr Harvey is under the robbery offence, which can then have a maximum penalty of lifetime imprisonment. When an individual's commits a crime, the police have several options to consider but it’s a necessary requirement that the police officer arrests the person committing the crime. However, there is a possibility that the person may commit. Although conduct constituting a breach of the peace may also amount to a substantive criminal offence such as assault (Elliott and Thomas, 2017). 
Referring to the case involving Mr Harvey Stevens approached chesterfield lane where Malcom was running out of the Chester field lane and had a large bag over his shoulder. This created a suspicion that he is thieving. When PC Stevens identified this, he considered his power of authority, being a police officer, and arrest Mr Harvey and took him down the police station. In addition to that, PC Stevens. In cross examination PC Steven had to take his bag for checking and arrest him to take to the police station straight away for his case to submitted and his trial to be done. This involves the court requiring the person to enter undertaking to pay sum of money of fixed penalty to the crown, within a stipulated period he breaches the peace (Loveless, 2010). 

A threat of future force is probably not sufficient unless it can be said that the man who was caught will still be in the job of stealing at the point. We can see from above that me for the theft must be proved. In easy to see how the crime figure for robbery are on the risk given that the element force is easily satisfied. Read the following by A Ashworth Robbery Re-assessed (2002). The effect is to label such offenses as robbery rather than theft and put them in a category which has life imprisonment as the maximum penalty. Robber is single offence and armed robbery are not legal terms of act, however often they may appear in crime novel. English law remains in a rather antiquated state the offense against the person act 1861 provided a ladder of non- fatal crimes (Crown Prosecution Services, 2019). However, no one has been heard to suggest that we should have single offence of violence because the label robbery is there force too vague and too likable to stereotypical interpretation. Some may assume that serious violence was involved in case (Loveless, 2010).
Part two
From the following case, Mr Harvey unfortunately does not have many options as he has been caught in the criminal act, he committed by an eyewitness named Thomas Becker. Therefore, the appropriate actions will be taken once he has been taken to the police station.  However, all citizens have three basic rights after they have been arrested which include the options of obtaining free legal advice, requesting the police to inform their next of kin or someone of their choice and also to be able to gain a further understanding regarding the police Codes of Practice (ReThink, 2021). 
A person is guilty of theft if he dishonestly appropriated properly belonging to another with the intension of permanently depriving the other of it and steal shall be constructed accordingly. The penalty is a maximum 1-year imprisonment. There are three elements of the acteus reus and two mens rea elements.  Actus reus are appropriate property belonging to another. Mens rea is dishonesty and intention to permanently deprive. The effect of this judgment was that one could appropriate and therefore steal property with or without the consent of the owner. Therefore, the theory most cases of deception could also be prosecuted as theft. This rises an important principle. The route of conviction is less important than the types of convictions the rule of law is undermined. This would signify uncertainty and predictability in the criminal law potential violation of the human rights (ICLR, 2022).
Prior to the passage of the Theft Act 1968 which made radical changes in and greatly simplified the law relating to theft. It is necessary to prove that the property alleged to have been Stolen was taken without the consent of the owner Larceny Act 1916 s.(I)
These words are not included in section (1) of the theft act the appetent contended that the subsection should be construed. The concern is that trial should be fair and the presumption of innocence is fundamental right directed to the end. Relevant to any judgment on reasonable mess will be the opportunity given to the defendant to rebut the presumption, maintenance of the right of the defendant flexibility in the application of the presumption retention by the court of the power to assess the evidence.  A rule out the possibility that the guilty might be wrongfully acquitted. The standard of proof beyond all reasonable doubt represent as fair a balance as possible between in the interest of the state, society (Open Access Government, 2018). 
If defendant is charged with an either way offence the magistrates courts holds a mode of trial hearing in which the magistrates decides whether to remain or reject jurisdiction depending on the gravity of the case and the sufficiency of their sentencing powers. If they accept jurisdiction the defendant has the right to elect for crown court trial before judge and jury. If the magistrate decline jurisdiction because their sentencing powers are insufficient, the defendant will be sent to the crown court for trial and has no right to elect to be tried by the magistrates. Magistrates are able to send a case to the crown court after conviction if they feel that their sentencing power are insufficient, only a very small percentage of defendants elect for jury trial (Elliot and Thomas, 2017). 
All summary cases and (new) offences triable either way where the defendant elect for magistrate, most of the offence dealt within the magistrate courts from beginning to end. The vast majority of the contested trial will be adjudicated by volunteers. Trial will be before single high court judge, jury consist of 12 selected people randomly from the electoral role. The role of judge is determining question of law and to direct the jury of the law and to direct the jury of the law evidence and face, juries will decide question of fact, guilt. His case will be listened and proved that the bag which he was carrying had stuff and did he able to open the door which he was trying to break and was caught by pc. This means that two side present their cases to magistrate/ judge who then decides which has the stronger case. The one with the more reliable evidence well with (Loveless, 2010).
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