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Tennessee versus Reeves
The case involved two twelve years old girls named Trace Reeves and Molly Coffman, who were students at West Carroll Middle School. On the evening of January 5, 1993, the two conversed over the phone and agreed to poison Janice Geiger (their homeroom teacher).  Coffman was to bring rat poison to school to be placed in Janice’s drink. They also agreed to steal Janice's s and drive to the Smoky Mountains.  Reeves reached out to Dean Foutch (a high school student) and asked Dean to drive the car, but he refused (Law School, 2018). Their plans were uncovered and forwarded to the Caroll County Juvenile Court, where they were found to be delinquent. They appealed the ruling to the Caroll County Circuit Court, where the jury determined that the two “attempted to commissioned-degree murder in violation of Tenn. Code Ann. 39-12-101, the Criminal attempt statute” (Law School, 2018, p. 21). They were sentenced indefinitely to the Department of Youth Development. 
It is necessary to require a “substantial step” before mere plans become criminal attempts because it is important to establish that a defendant had an intention of committing a certain crime. The prosecutor needs to prove the actus reus by revealing the unfolding events leading to the criminal act intended to be committed (Roy, 2020). The test is likely to lead to a conviction for it classifies substantial acts other tests might consider preparatory.
A substantial step focuses beyond initial preparations to commit a crime.  A simple discussion or contemplation of a crime is not enough. A substantial step entails a move by a person towards the successful execution of the intended crime, although the crime is never fully committed. For example, mere talks by an individual to touch a house are not enough to charge him. If the person takes extra steps, for instance, buys petrol, a matchbox, and drives towards the said building and he is arrested on his way, it is probable evidence for attempted arson. The girls took a substantial step toward the commission of a targeted offense. Their initial talk about poisoning Janice was not enough to warrant a charge for second-degree murder. However, the two qualified for second-degree murder, for they went a step further to make the plan a reality (Law School, 2018).  Reeves packed rat poison in her purse and boarded the school van. She even showed Hernandez the packet and their intended plan.  The fact that the two were found in possession of poison and at or near the intended crime scene was enough to affirm that they had taken a substantial step to commit the intended crime.
The Tennessee court needs to carry out the Probable Desistance Test to determine whether a substantial test has been taken.  The test entails examining the extent to which a defendant has progressed towards the actual commission of a crime instead of just analyzing the steps the defendant has remained with to execute the actual plan (Roy, 2020). Based on this test, a defendant commits an attempt when the person has crossed a line beyond which it is probable that the person will not desist unless interrupted by outside interventions, circumstances beyond the person's control, or law enforcement.
My answer would be different if the Tennessee court considered the last step test. The test investigates whether an attempt took place at least during a time in which an individual has performed all the necessary actions necessary to execute the real offense. If such a test is to be considered, the two girls would not have deserved to be prosecuted for second-degree murder. Despite the fact that they were in possession of rat poison, they did not approach their target nor attempt to put the rat poison in Janice’s drink.
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