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Criminal conspiracy
Criminal conspiracy is when two or more people agree and plan to commit a crime and take active steps to pursue the crime. Criminal conspiracy can also be described as an inchoate crime because involved parties can be convicted in court even if they did not carry out the planned activities.  Convict persons of criminal conspiracy can be charged with both the conspiracy and the crime itself if they proceed with the planned crime. 
Some elements must be available for an action or an idea to be proven in the court to convict persons involved in the conspiracy (Van der Wilt, 2007). This means that conspirators can be convicted even if the crime itself did not occur. These elements include; shows that the involved parties were in agreement to commit the crime. Required evidence is not necessary for writing or formal but shows that the parties had a mutual understanding to do an unlawful act. Secondly, all the parties involved must have specific intent to commit the objective of the conspiracy. Involved parties must be aware that they are participating or conspiring to do an unlawful act. The final element is "overt act", which is a mere step taken to further the criminal objective. The act only counts when it is carried out after conspiracy but not before. Such acts might include holding a meeting to plan or buying things used in the criminal act.
Defendants charged with conspiracy can also defend themselves in the court of law in case of abandonment or withdrawal (Diener & Johnson, 2005). In such a case, the defendant can only be considered if there is evidence to prove that he had affirmatively communicated to withdraw to his co-conspirators and took an active part to show that they meant what they communicated. The defendant must have withdrawn before the conspired crime took place, and he must have cut off any form of communication with the group. The defendant can also be listened to in case of entrapment. Entrapment is when the government agent or law enforcement officer persuaded an individual to conspirer, and there was no option but to comply. For the case of entrapment to be considered; the defendant must approve that conspiracy idea come from the officer, the defendant must prove that the officer persuaded them to take part, the defendant must also prove that before being persuaded, they have no intention of the crime and being part of the crime.
As suggested, there are three types of conspiracy: spoke conspiracy, chain conspiracy, and enterprise conspiracy (Douglas al,2019).  Spoke conspiracy involves the recruitment of different groups of co-conspirators and delegate illegal duties. The core conspirators move from spoke to delegating functions and the intention of the conspiracy. For the spoke conspiracy to be proven, there must be a "rim" that shows that some forms of overall agreements existed. In a chain conspiracy, all the parties involved know their roles, and they all benefit from carrying out the unlawful roles. For chain conspiracy to be proven, a show of direct contact and explicit agreement must exist between the defendant. The last type of conspiracy is enterprise (RICO) conspiracy. Enterprise conspiracy is where conspirators agree to violate the substantive laws of enterprise's affairs. These can happen through a collection of unlawful debt or even taking part in a pattern of racketeering activities.
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