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Criminal law is important for lowering criminalisation in society and the understanding of criminal liabilities is also required to get rid of the legal punishments. Criminal laws and criminal defence laws both are important legal instruments for giving legal justice to all citizens equally. Criminal laws can be stated as the laws that deal with criminal offences that can be raised due to disputes between organizations or individuals ( Bokovnya et al. 2019). The case study of the incidents at Christine's birthday party is going to be analyzed for the understanding of the general principles of criminal liabilities in the UK and the defence laws. The advice for Harriet and Paula is going to be mentioned in the study based on the existing UK criminal laws and the case study analysis. 
[bookmark: _Toc139062109]Overview of the issues 
The place of the case incident was the birthday party of Christine where many guests gathered for the party purpose. The two incidents have been shown in the case study where Paula and Harriet are criminally liable for their work. In this regard, it can be said that legal advice can be required for both of them to defend themselves legally. 
· Issues related to Harriet 
Harriet and Leon were also two invitees to the birthday party of Christine and they did not know each other before the party. Harriet was not willing to take alcohol as she was allergic to the alcohol. In the absence of Harriet, Leon spiked the vodka with her drink which was a big issue. The factor happened without the consent of Harriet and she drank the drinks. She lost her control after drinking it and she did some serious criminal activities in that situation. She has damaged the house assets of Christine by smashing the kitchen door glass. In addition to these factors, she also attacked another guest and broke her cheekbones by hitting him. In this situation, the physical and material damage has been caused by Harriet at Christine's birthday party. 
· Issues related to Paula 
Christine was happy to show her gift items to the guests and Paula was also present at that birthday party as one of Christine's friends. Paula was jealous and she stole a well-designed handbag from the gift items of Christine. Apart from the factor, the incident happened intentionally and Paula was stealing cases intentionally at the birthday party. In the case study of Paula, it can be analyzed that she has stolen the design handbag from her jealousy with the intention. The factor is important to consider during the time of advice to Paula in the defence of criminal law. 
[bookmark: _Toc139062110]Issue 1: Case of Harriet and advice 
The analysis of the case study regarding the issues with Harriet has shown that Harriet is criminally liable in a general sense. She is liable for the serious physical injury of another guest which is a crime. The victim can take legal support against Harriet for the reason that can make a legal threat to Harriet. As stated by de Vocht et al. (2020) drunk and disorderly law in the UK applies to disruptive public behaviour cases with the influence of alcohol. In this condition, it can be stated that Section 91 of the Criminal Justice Act 1967 shows that drunkenness in public places and disorderly behaviour belong in the criminal liability of the individual. The fact is that Leon mixed the vodka with her drinks without her consent and her presence. Harriet was allergic to alcohol and she was not willing to take the alcohol for being drunk. Involuntary intoxication has been held in the case where Harriet has become the cause of the injury of another person being drunk without intention. General defences are applicable in this case due to the mistakes in the situation unintentionally without knowledge  (Paris, 2019). Harriet can advantage of the situation for the unintentional alcohol intake and attack the guest losing control. 
Harriet has smashed the glasses off the door of the kitchen in the house Christina being drunk. Property damage is a criminal offence in the UK and legal advice is important here for safeguarding from legal complications. On the other hand, the criminal damage act 1971 can also be applied by the family of Christine for the property damage in their house due to their behaviour toward Harriet. In this case, the general defence laws in the UK strongly advised Harriet to get rid of the legal issues. On the contrary, Lee and Bao (2020) stated that Automatism can be a strong element in the defence law in criminal laws that consciousness and mind control of the accused person during the crime. Harriet Lost her mind control and did criminal activities due to a lack of mental consciousness.  On the other hand, insanity is another element in the general defence law in the UK that focuses on mental illness. Harriet was allergic to alcohol and the issue of mental health can occur after taking the alcohol unintentionally by Harriet. The term 'mistake' and self-defence in the general defence law can also apply to Harriet in the criminal liability cases. 
The case summary of R v Woolin has shown the importance of mental health in the criminal law judgment where a 3-month-old son was thrown from frustration. The words like intention and recklessness were related in the case that can be valuable for the case of Harriet. On the other hand, the R v Hardie case is another valuable instrument in the situation where involuntary intoxication has been mentioned for the property damage issue against the criminal damage act 1971 (Hardie, 2020). The intention of Hardie was also evaluated in the judgment for the allegation against Hardie on the property damage issue. The case study is also an important factor in the legal issues with Harriet in the case study. In this regard, it can be said that Harriet can get full legal support in the situation under the general defence law in the UK. The case observation of the situation and the previous analysis of the cases along with the criminal liabilities in the UK can give huge support to Harriet in the situation. She has done activities related to criminal activities unintentionally. Leon is also responsible here for their behaviour of Harriet in the party. 
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Paula has stolen the designed handbag of Christine which can arise legal complications regarding the criminal liability of theft cases. She has done it out of jealousy and most importantly she has stolen the bag intentionally.  The case shows the importance of proving the intentional theft cases by the accused person (Dehaghani and Newman, 2021). Paula Can claim that she has been caught by mistake and mistaken identity on the accused person can be applicable in this case as the general defence law in the UK.  Self-defense can be done in the situation of getting read from the criminal liability on theft issue. As stated by Newman and Welsh (2019) R v Cahill's 1993 case summary has shown the importance of the eye witness in the theft cases. The case summary has shown that the accused person stole the bundle of newspapers and later claimed that he planned to use it for prank purposes. The witness becomes vital in the situation and the case summary can support Paula in the defence of criminal liability. 
The case summary of Ivey v Genting Casinos (UK) Ltd [2017] is another situation where the test of dishonesty becomes important for the criminal liability judgment in the UK (Pivaty et al. 2020). The realization of the defendant that he has done dishonest activity in the criminal law has value in the judgment. The factors can be highly valuable for Paula in the general defence law in the UK in the theft case of the handbag. On the other hand R v Ghosh 1982 has also shown the importance of the dishonesty test for criminal law. Ghosh, the defendant in the case claimed money for a surgical operation falsely and dishonest conduct becomes important in this case. In this situation, it can be said that Paula can also take the strategy to meet effectively with these on the dishonesty test in the criminal law for the defence against what she has done. 
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From the above study, it can be concluded that a brief understanding of criminal liabilities is important for all citizens to avoid legal complications.  The general defence law in the UK is a strong instrument for legal defence and getting rid of legal issues.  The case study has shown two simultaneous issues in the birthday party case. Two cases of Paula and Harriet have been shown in the case study that is related to criminal liabilities in the UK. In this situation, the legal advice for Harriet and Paula has been discussed in the study in detail.  The different relevant case scenarios and the summaries related to the legal defence law in the UK have also been mentioned. 
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