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Question 1
Dishonestly, even though it is not defined in the Theft Act 1968, however it does state that dishonestly can include where a person would have been willing to pay for property, he/she took before hand and this would be found in section 2 (2). However, in section 2 (1) of the Theft Act 1968, it does define when a person should be treated as not being dishonest if he/she believes that number 1, if the person genuinely believe that she had the right to lawfully take the item. Number 2 would be if the person had the owner’s consent if the owner had known the circumstances and finally number 3, the owner can not be found after a person has taken reasonable steps to try and find the owner. For someone to find out whether a person is being dishonest while in court, there are two different tests that can be applied. The first one would be to find out whether the defendant in court genuine and sensible knowledge and beliefs about what actually took place must be determined by reviewing all facts that are within the case. The second test is a objective one, in which will consider would an everyday honest person would consider the defendants actions as dishonest. This test come with a case law in which is Ivey v Genting Casinos where the defendant (I) was using specialist tactics to win more money from the casino. As he did not believe what he was doing to be considered cheating, he was not dishonest, therefore he won the claim.
Property is defined in section 4 of the Theft Act 1968 where it says that property includes money and all other property, real or personal, including things in action and other intangible property. Also, other things such as ideas and intangible items but not electricity. Things in action is also considered to be property and these are things such as the right to sue. An example of this would be if someone dishonestly tries and takes money from your bank balance to their account, then you have the right to sue as they are unwittingly attempting to steal that right from you. Other types of property would be land and a building in which can be theft. Even though land itself cannot be generally stolen, there are ways for someone to deprive you of it. One of these ways would be if a trustee that oversees someone else’s land for profit themselves, this could be considered theft. In other cases, if a person removes trees, or shrubs without the owners permission, this could result in theft as it is regarded as real property, as are roof tilling’s on buildings or fireplaces. However, whole buildings cannot be stolen as such.













Question 2
Enters in relation to burglary can happen in many ways in which are clearly defined.  One of these would be walking or climbing into a building, however not reaching through an open window to unlock a latch. The second would be using a tool (e.g., a long pole) to steal say a bunch of keys would be an entry. However, using it to unlock a door would not class as entry. The final way would be using a child who is under 10 years of age (in which is the below the age of criminal responsibility) to steal something for you that is inside would be deemed as entering but using the child to unlock the door would not. To enter something, you would need a building to enter in the first place. An example of a  building would be outhouse, shed, an inhabited boat or vehicle with a degree of permanence. This means a tent would not be classed as a building. In order for burglary to happen, all theft elements must be present and these are dishonesty, appropriation, property, belonging to another and the intention to permanently deprive the other of it. To also be a burglary offense you must be a trespasser, in which is defined as entering for a purpose other than intended. In R v Collins 1973, as the women let him in to her house, the aspect of trespassing was not present so the offense was dropped. 








Question 3
The offense in which person A has committed would be Grievous Bodily Harm (GBH) with intent which under section 18 of the Offences Against the Person Act 1861 in which it defines it as whosoever shall unlawfully and maliciously by any means whatsoever wound or cause any grievous bodily harm to any person, to do some grievous bodily harm to any person. Examples of this is a repeated or planned attack, prior attacks, the deliberate selection of a weapon or adaptation of an article to cause injury (e.g. breaking a glass before an attack; hammering nails into a piece of wood), using an offensive weapon against the victim and kicking the victim’s head  To prove that this is GBH with intent, the mens rea of person A must be proved. Person A wants to hurt someone when he picks the brick up, and he was reckless as he did not care in particular which person it hit and he doesn’t know any of the people. The points to prove for this offence is that he unlawfully and maliciously hurt someone in which he has done as he was reckless as he did not think about the consequences of his actions. The second one would be with intent, in which he has also done as he has thrown the brick in their direction on purpose to try and hurt someone and lastly is to cause wounding or GBH in which was the result as the victim was hospitalised as it the brick hit him in the head. This would fall under a serious injury







Question 4
A victim is a normal person who has suffered harm, including physical, mental or emotional harm or economic loss which was directly caused by a criminal offence. This can affect people in both short- and long-term ways. It is important for first responders to act appropriately in different situations. This makes all the difference in investigations and is known as initial contact strategy. Some of the actions the first responder should be Treat person as an individual, clearly and listen attentively, identify whether vulnerable or intimidated, identify any support needs / special measures and make them aware of the Code of Practice for Victims of Crime. The main way in which a victim can be helped would be the victim code, in which is there to help victims through their case by supporting them and also making sure the case is dealt with in the proper manner. The victim code also helps victims feel confident to go to court. Another way in which helps victims with their needs is victim personal statements. This allows victim enables victim to express how the crime has affected them personally, physically, emotionally, psychologically financially or in any other way. If a person is more vulnerable than the average person, then special care will be granted towards the victim. If a person doesn’t speak English then under the victim code, you are legally obligated to get a translator so that you know exactly what is being said. There is multiple third party organisations such as The Witness Service, run by Citizens Advice, helps victims and witnesses attending court. Also, there are multiple actions a victim can take such as Restorative Justice in which allows the victim to have a say in the resolution of the offence against you. Restorative Justice is the process of bringing together victims with those responsible for the harm, to find a positive way forward.
Question 5
The PEACE model is a national framework for investigative interviewing in which helps build an interview structure. PEACE stands for, Planning & Preparation, Engage and Explain, Account Clarification & Challenge, Closure and Evaluation. In this model, the interviewer is responsible for planning and also conducting the interview and with a better interview, the more accurate and reliable the information is in the interview. Within the overall framework, there are two different models, and they are called Free-recall and Conversation Management. 







 
