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1  ANS  
There is no general “duty of act” in English Law (herring, 2024) A defendant is never criminally liable for an omission a defendant can be criminally liable unless there is a legal duty to act in a particular way. “The criminal law on omissions a defendant (D) is only guilty of a crime when failing to act, where a duty to act breached the duty and caused harm to the victim.” There are many types of offenses, including assault, battery, and murder. Every single case is separated by categories. Certain crimes cannot be committed through omission. “These are statutory crimes which, in their definition, require an act to be committed.” there is Statutory duty, Duties of law enforcement, Contractual duty and voluntary duty, cases like R v Pitt wood (1902). R v Stone; R v Dobinson (1977). In conclusion, there is general” duty of act” for parent–child relationships or “wark environment” we have to follow English and Wales law. As Andrew Ashworth’s detailed analysis concludes (Herring, 2024).
2 ANS .
Failure to act is not a crime unless it occurs breaches legal duty. criminal liability for crimes of commission is required within certain limits. “The actus reus of numerous statutory crimes consists of some form of failure of omission counterposed of such crimes of, omission, a statutory or common law crime of commission may exceptionally, be committed by omission for this to be possible the following minimum requirements must be satisfied, (William Wilson 1998) p.74. Example Road traffic act 1988, Ashworth 1989. “Law Requiring for criminal liability by omission are three-fold. The first defendant must recognize the legal duty to act. 2nd, they must have breached this duty by failing to do what was reasonably required. 3rd, this breach must have caused the prohibited outcome, (MacDonald 2018). case like R v Miller (1983 ). This case demonstrates that omission liability applies only when a defendant’s failure to act follows the creation of danger or a recognised duty (Taylor, 2018).
3 ANS
“Some statutory is a legal obligation imposed by parliament, status impose duty to act of law, A defendant may be criminally liable for failing to act when a statute clearly impose such a duty ” Macdonald (2018) Examples failure to stop at a road traffic accident, failure to breath test to police officer, the prevention of an act of terrorism, allowing the death of a child or vulnerable person living in the same household (familial homicide), The Road Traffic Act 1988.170 , the Terrorism Act 2000s., and the Domestic Violence Act 2004. Example vulnerable people at risk. R v Gibbins and Proctor (1918). R v Stone & Dobinson (1977). R. V. Sinclaire, John, & Smith (1998). These statutory duties show that English law imposes liability for omissions where Parliament or common law recognises a clear legal obligation to act (Taylor, 2018. Herring, 2024).also “The definition of an offence may allow for conviction where the defendant is in a situation which the law forbids the defendant to be in” William Wilson (1998) p69.
 4 ANS
A defendant “ may have” a contractual duty to act, most of the time it is a contract of employment. It is important to prove that a breach of duty has resulted in harm. Such duties are recognized by as a basis for omissions liability. “Contracts can give rise to duties between parties where D is contracted to protect V or her property” ( Ormerod, ( 2022), 4th edition, Employees such as carers, health professionals, government employers, lifeguards, NHS staff have leghal obligation to act when needed. “ It is your legal duty to full fill it. A well-established basis for imposing criminal liability for omission is where (D has contractually accepted the obligation” Ormerod (2018) 15th edition. R v Pitt wood (1902). The landmark case R v Pitt wood (1902). Donoghue v Stevenson (1932) AC 562, A duty of care in negligence can exist independently of a contractual relationship. (Caparo Industries plc v Dickman test) to avoid causing foreseeable harm to a neighbour, beyond the contract.
5 .ANS
Assumed responsibility occurs when a person voluntarily takes a duty of care and then fails to fulfil it, resulting in harm or death. The law imposes criminal liability for an omission, such as failing to act to protect an elderly parent, a relative, or a sick friend. The law states that once responsibility is assumed but neglected, liability may follow. Examples include R v Stone and Dobinson (1977) (Macdonald, 2018) and Home Office v Dorset Yacht Co Ltd [1970] AC 1004. This case established that a duty of care can be owed for harm caused by third parties in certain circumstances. The Home Office was liable for damage caused by escaping young offenders because the officer in charge had assumed responsibility and control over them. According to Macdonald (2018), “The law of omission in criminal liability recognises that a person is generally not criminally liable for failing to act, unless a duty to act exists. Two important categories where such a duty arises are assumed responsibility and creation of danger”.
6 Ans
In English criminal law, there is no general duty to act to prevent harm to another person. A person is generally not liable for a “mere omission,” even if it would be morally reprehensible not to intervene, such as watching a child drown in a shallow pond (Hussain, 2017). Cases like R v Miller (1983) and R v Stone and Dobinson (1977) helped me to develop understanding in the legal world. A defendant’s initial omission would not be punishable if he took the right action, such as calling emergency services, which could have saved the victim. However, defendants have responsibilities. English and Welsh criminal law imposes liability on those who fail to protect the person or property for which they are responsible. Failure to act can result in criminal liability. The law does impose a duty to act, such as when a person has a special relationship with the victim (e.g., parent/child), has assumed responsibility, holds a public office (e.g., police officer), has created a dangerous situation, or where the law requires action. In the circumstance of R v Khan and Khan (1998), the drug traffickers were not held responsible for failing to call medical help for a girl who overdosed, showing a deep moral concern. When it comes to moral versus legal duties, “The criminal law distinguishes between moral obligations and legal duties; not every moral failure to act can or should give rise to criminal liability” (Finch & Fafinski, 2021, p.45).However, it has been heavily criticised by some academics who argue that the moral basis of the law is undermined by a situation which allows people to ignore a drowning child whom they could have easily saved and incur no criminal liability so long as they are strangers (Taylor, 2018). Imposing a duty to act, however, forces individuals to interrupt their own lives, potentially at their own inconvenience or risk, to assist others. This is viewed by many prominent legal scholars. In the Miller case, the defendant created a fire and failed to stop it; he therefore had a legal duty to take the right action, and his failure became criminal. The defence argument might respond that “the defendant was unaware of the fire at the time, so no duty arose.” Sometimes it is complex. “There are powerful arguments of principle and practicality against the imposition of general criminal liability for failing in circumstances which give rise to a prohibited harm” (Laird, 2018, p.45). The strongest argument imposes criminal liability while balancing individual autonomy in situations where liability is imposed for positive action. In some circumstances, the law can appear inconsistent with autonomy in imposing liability for omission. For example, holding somebody under water to drown is a criminal act, but at the same time, a stranger who sees a child drowning has no legal liability to save the child. It is a moral responsibility to call 999 for rescue, but by the time rescuers arrive, the child may die  showing how the argument of individual autonomy is challenged by social responsibility when potential harm or death may occur. It is important that the law be transparent and fair. If this complicated common law were replaced with a single statutory requirement, it would provide clarity. Similar reforms have been introduced in European countries like France and Germany, which have had a duty to rescue for a long time and have enforced it successfully. This shows that such requirements can work in our legal system without causing major problems. Looking at the arguments and obligations, I found that they are not impossible to overcome. You should not ignore or act negligently if you can save someone from dying with a simple and safe action. The law already requires people to do things for the common good, including paying taxes and serving on a jury. Therefore, forcing someone to call for help is a small step in the right direction. The difficulties in law can be managed by carefully drafting the legislation. The Law Commission (2023) has examined models for a “duty of easy rescue.” A general duty to act highlights the tension between individual freedom and social responsibility. Reformists like Ashworth (2013) and Herring (2022) make strong cases. They point out how the law currently fails to match basic moral expectations. Because of this, I believe that making a legal responsibility to help someone in need is a necessary and fair change. It would fix the existing system, as seen in Khan, and make the law fairer and more humane without forcing people to become heroes.
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