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This is the case of Miss Sarah Jones. 
I will set out below the following
Review and set out the law for the offences and be able to explain the mens rea and actus reus
Based provided scenario, two offences have been identified that have been charged against Sarah Jones. The first offence corresponds to suspicion of theft of the Gucci handbag and the second one for assault of Nora Davies. As such, some of the legislations that could be applied in this case corresponds to the following in the offence segment:
· Offences against the Person Act of 1861
· Criminal Justice Act of 1988
· Crime and Disorder Act of 1998 (sentencingcouncil.org.uk, 2022)
Apart from the mentioned, the Theft Act of 1968 could be applied in this case regarding the possible theft of the Gucci bag worth 50000 GBP that was found on Wind street. However, against both charges, the client (Miss Jones) is claiming innocence. In the past, the accused Miss Jones has been convicted for four years in a robbery case that was five years ago but got paroled after two years and currently is associated with local church activities. As such, the concept of mens rea could be applied in her case (Levin, 2019). This is because of the possible intent of her of owning the Gucci Bag by theft that is worth extensive to her. Additionally, her statement that her accuser Miss Davies could not afford the bag is only her statement which considering her past robbery case makes the current theft and assault case go against her. Additionally, the physical act of actus reus in this case corresponds to assaulting a fellow person. Considering her statement that Miss Jones found the handbag, the question may arise that why she did not let go of the bag as it was not her and she could have avoided all such charges altogether. 
Range of possible sentences for the alleged offences 
As stated earlier, there are two alleged offences against miss Jones such as theft and assault. Under section 65 of the Sentencing Act of 2020, the concerned court is required to consider relevant previous convictions during sentencing for the current offence (commonslibrary.parliament.uk, 2022). As a such, the possible range of sentencing for the accused would be between 1 year to 16 years in jail if found guilty (sentencingcouncil.org.uk, 2016). Similarly, for assault, the maximum sentence is usually six months (sentencingcouncil.org.uk, 2022). However, depending upon external factors in this case, if the victim Nora Davies is of a different religion or the assault is racially based as presented by the opposing counsel, the sentencing might increase to 2 years in prison. The mentioned sentencing is cumulative for offences such as theft and assault against the victim. 
However, as the accused (Miss Jones) has a previous criminal history associated with robbery and has served two years of sentencing, the judge may consider the same in providing judgement if found guilty in the case. Apart from their past criminal record, her record of good conduct and early release coupled with her current association with the church and founding of religion may lower the range of sentencing. An example could be attributed to the case of Jayne Rand who stole 905 designer bags over 3 years and was awarded only 18 months of jail time for the same (bbc.com, 2013). Considering the alleged theft of a single Gucci bag, possible sentencing, in this case, has the potency of being much lower. 
Overall, it could be summarised that for the assault a maximum range of 6 months of jail time could be awarded but regarding alleged robbery, the range is harder to determine considering the second strike in the same area. 
Strength of the evidence against the client 
In the stated case multiple legislations would influence the strength of the evidence against the mentioned client. Some of the core legislations that would be applied correspond to the following:
· Evidence Act of 1851
· Civil Evidence Act of 1968 
· Criminal Justice Act of 1988
Under section 30 of the Criminal Justice Act of 1988, an expert's report is admissible evidence in the Crown Prosecution Service. As such, the strength of the evidence against the client would be considered weak. This is because all evidence is circumstantial and not verified by PC Norman Jenkins before charging Miss Jones with theft of the Gucci bag. Additionally, she was alleged of assault by the accuser only. 
Based on the facts of the case, the following possible conditions could occur regarding evidence of the case:
· Officer judged Miss Jones based on prior actions 
· An arrest has been made based on the statements of Miss Davies who herself has a negative background 
· There is no record of the Gucci Bag being original as the price of 5000 GBP is assumed by the accused or the police officers
In such a case, the strength of the evidence is solely based on circumstantial evidence and focuses on which person’s testimony the court accepts. However, the testimony of miss Davies is more likely to be accepted by the honourable court. This is because, based on the case study, no criminal record of the alleged victim is identified with the only negative attribute being the financial condition that limits her ability to own a Gucci bag. However, this negative attribute is being mitigated by the logical alibi provided by the victim regarding ownership of the Gucci bag. 
Value/strength of Miss Davies’ claims and how this impact Miss Jones' case 
In the case of Miss Jones, Miss Davies claims that she owns the Gucci bag that has been provided by her grandmother the as a gift but lost the receipt that would prove the ownership of the same. Additionally, she claims that Miss Jones assaulted her during their confrontation about the ownership of the premium bag. 
As such, these dual claims would impact the case of Miss Jones in two aspects. The foremost one corresponds to higher sentencing for miss Jones if convicted. This is because of her previous criminal record regarding robbery and time served in prison. On the contrary, Miss Davies has no previous record in the criminal system and is only from a bad neighbourhood coupled with being unemployed. This would in turn reduce the possible chances of being convicted as an unemployed person would most likely sell such expensive stuff to support him or her. Another possibility corresponds to holding the bag closely if it has emotional value thus reducing the chances of it being found on a roadside or stolen by some other person. 
The second impact would be the complete rebuffing of the police officer as due diligence has not been conducted in this case. For example, the authenticity of the Gucci bag has not been verified. It may be a first copy or a fake Gucci bag that was lying in the street. Additionally, since Miss Davies claims that her grandmother has provided the handbag to her, based on the serial number on the bag, the original purchaser could be tracked. As such, it is possible that the original purchaser was her grandmother or someone else that would prove the innocence of Miss Jones. 
Advantages and disadvantages of advising the client to remain silent during the police interview 
One of the core rights provided to an accused during custody or police interrogation corresponds to remaining silent (draycottbrowne.co.uk, 2022). As such, the core advantage corresponds to the reduction of the possibility of adding strength to the case of the prosecution by statements mentioned during police interrogation (kangandco.co.uk, 2022). As such, this essentially in most cases leaves the prosecution with a weak case during the trial in court. In the concerned case of Miss Jones, multiple grey areas contradict the claims made by the accuser and the actions taken by the police during the alleged assault on the road. Apart from the mentioned, silence during police interrogation would limit the ability of the police to generate a confession from Miss Jones thereby weakening the case. This is because the whole case resides on the statements and allegations made by the accuser. Another advantage would be forcing the police to execute a background verification about the handbag regarding the ownership of the background of the handbag. 
On the contrary, staying silent during police interrogation may hurt the case during trial. This is because staying silent may lead the judge to take a negative stance or police a negative stance during researching the case. As such, the focus would be on proving Miss Jones guilty rather than having a neutral view of the investigation. Another disadvantage is that the court may draw an adverse inference if a certain fact is presented during the trial in the defence of the accused on which the course of action of the trial may vary or modify in the long end (jdspicer.co.uk, 2022). 
Discuss what factors the court will consider when allocating Miss Jones’ case for trial 
Allocation of cases follows Schedule 3 of the Criminal Justice Act of 2003 (cps.gov.uk, 2022). Additionally, section 19 of the Magistrate's Court Act of 1980 outlines the procedure for a Magistrate in deciding the nature of the trial. Hence, some of the factors that the court will consider when allocating Miss Jones's case for trial correspond to the following:
· The nature of the offence occurred
· Degree of harm associated with the event 
· Facts of the current case being influenced by older cases of the accused 
· The relief sought by the accuser and the petition filed by the alleged criminal 
· Hierarchy of the court 
· Sentencing Act 2020, schedule 22 and U/S 282 of the CJA 2003 (cps.gov.uk, 2022)
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