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Case Law: Can Maria be charged with solicitation, conspiracy, or attempt?
In this case, there is no charge of solicitation and attempt, but she can be charged with conspiracy. In the United States under section 373 states that one can be charged with solicitation if they encourage another person to attempt an action that has an element through threats against someone else or property. The force that induces commands or any form of persuasion to another person violates the United States law, especially if the person being forced engages in such conduct. Although Sam and Maria were in a drug-induced haze and drunken state, they merely made several jokes about how Maria could make her boss disappear. 
They could have also discussed Marias's plan to run over her boss, which also constitutes an agreement to commit an offense. But there is no indication from the facts given that Sam intended to have Maria engage in some conduct that is prohibited by law. Neither does Sam made any inducement or persuasion for Maria to commit a crime. In this case, there was no incident that Maria and Sam tried to persuade each other to commit a crime against Marias's boss; therefore, they cannot be charged with solicitation. 
In a scenario where two or more people engage in an agreement to commit a criminal offense such that one or all of them end up performing an action that affects the other party/person, that is a conspiracy. Conspiracy is prohibited, and it is an action that is punishable in the United States under section 371 of the code of conduct. Maria and Sam should be accountable for the conspiracy because they made some jokes to make Marias's boss disappear. 
From the look, it seems like Maria and Sam agreed to do the criminal act against her boss. This is evident when Maria saw her boss in a deserted dark area, looked around for video cameras, and thought of running with her car, and this is a reflection of conspiracy. In case of being charged, the prosecution will probably show that Maria and Sam could have communicated together to commit a crime. If maria and Sam couldn't have met, then Maria couldn't have thought of running over her boss. The collabo between the two greatly facilitated that whether there was an attempt or not.  
An attempt happens when a person tries to take a substantial step that leads to a criminal action that is punishable by the law through an overt action to perform the intended offense. Still, he/she is prevented in the process of execution. Therefore, in this case, Maria did not initiate an overt action to commission the criminal act because she just thought about it, but she did not make any attempt. 
Even the presence of the police officer cannot be accounted as an obstacle that prevented Maria from committing a crime. Maria thought about running her boss over with the car, but she did not perform any act. The intention of the police officer's approach was to inform her that she was in a no "standing" zone. Thus, there is no scenario of an attempt to speak of in the case of Maria. If it was really that Maria wanted to commit the crime, she could have made an immediate attempt even after the police officer's command to move the car a side. 
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