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Introduction
Any legal system's primary intention is to keep society on the right track by eliminating crime or unlawful activities from society. Due to this, when a law is unable to serve the actual needs of the community in the context of the elimination of unlawful activities, it is important to change or reform that particular act. In this essay, the U.K. law Offences against the Person Act 1861 is discussed critically to evaluate whether it actually serves its actual purpose in this modern time or it needs reformation. The essay will discuss this area based on the judgments provided by U.K. Court in different past cases.

Discussion
According to the S47 of Offences against the Person Act 1861, if an individual convicts any assault causing any bodily harm to another person, he is liable to imprisonment for five years or less. Here, the term "assault" indicates the incident that is "battery". The term "battery" indicates reckless or intentional infliction of personal violence in an unlawful way on a person (Bows and Herring, 2020). In the past decades, that is during the 19th century till the mid of 20th century, this particular law in the United Kingdom was considered as a very important legal guideline; however, with the passage of time and modernization of the U.K. societies, the importance of this law has reduced. Many scholars believe that the old rules under this particular act are not suitable for modern society in the U.K. In the year 2015, the Law Commission in the U.K. proposed a reform of the act pointing out the following issues:
Law Commission pointed out that under the Offences against the Person Act 1861, there is no clear grading for the offences; the importance or seriousness of the sections and sub-sections is not understandable by reading the legislation. Moreover, there are several offences mentioned under this act that are narrowly specialized (van Amsterdam et al. 2020). 
At the same time, while explaining any particular offence, the act has mentioned different alternative ways through which the offence can be committed; this has created confusion whether all the alternative ways mean only one offence or they mean several offences; as an example, the Law Commission has mentioned about the section 18 of the act, in which four offences are mentioned that can take place in ten different situations; hence, there is the higher scope of doubt about the situations that describe the offence (Geulayov et al. 2019). Another comment made by the Law Commission is about the rare offences, which are no longer taken place in modern society; for example, the Law Commission mentioned the offence of assaulting a magistrate. Moreover, the Law Commission has also argued that the language used in the act is no longer appropriate for modern society, and there are some words, the meaning of which is not clear; for example, the word "maliciously" is not clearly understandable (S3-eu-west-2.amazonaws.com, 2021).
Based on the views and perspectives of the Law Commission on the Offences against the Person Act 1861, it is mentionable that the major issue associated with the act is its lack of clarity in terms of explaining the offences. In this context, the example of D.P.P. vs Smith, 1961 can be mentioned. In this particular case, it was pointed out that understanding the offence is very important for making the judgment regarding the same. In that case, the jury pointed out the issues that the offences might have been done by understanding the consequences of the same or by not understanding the consequences, and if it is done by understanding the consequences, should it be considered as grievous bodily harm or intention of murder (S3-eu-west-2.amazonaws.com, 2021). This confusion was created in this case because the Offences against the Person Act 1861 does not clearly explain grievous bodily harm by a natural and ordinary meaning. In the mentioned case, the jury found that the offence was capital murder rather than grievous bodily harm. In modern society, most people are aware of their rights and the consequences that they may face if they commit any offence; hence, there is no such scope for actual bodily harm, and at the same time, the modern society in the U.K. needs a clear division between grievous bodily harm and murder (S3-eu-west-2.amazonaws.com, 2021).
In reality, the impact of an offence or assault may differ from person to person. One assault may cause a serious issue to an individual causing grievous bodily harm, and to another person, it may not cause serious harm and cannot be considered as grievous bodily harm. In this context, the example of R vs Bollom, 2004 can be mentioned. In this case, it was determined that to make the judgement against a particular assault; it is needful to understand the gravity of the harm on the victim. In this case, an issue was raised by the jury by mentioning the need for understanding whether the injury was grievous bodily harm or actual bodily harm, and in the end, it was held as actual bodily harm (E-lawresources.co.uk, 2021). The judgment was based on the principle that the impact of an injury caused to an infant is always more serious than the same injury caused to an adult person. However, Offences against the Person Act 1861 does not emphasize this kind of separation in the rules, and due to this, the application of this particular act becomes limited.
On the other hand, the act does not mention in detail the mental harm caused by any person. In the case of R v Miller [1954], it was observed that Miller was accused of adultery; however, there was doubt among the jury whether the mental harassment or assault was actual bodily harm. The jury held the decision that the mental assault was actual bodily harm under section 47 of the Offences against the Person Act 1861; however, Mr Miller was not found guilty of rape as the victim was his lawful wife (Lawteacher.net, 2021). In this context, it is mentionable that in today's society in the U.K. in several causes women face mental torture and assault at home and by their husband and these assaults are done intentionally; however, in the law, there is nothing mentioned specifically for such cases (van Amsterdam et al. 2020).
To determine how the legal terms can be focused case example of R v Chan-Fook [1994] can be applied in this context (Lawteacher.net, 2021). This case was regarding the lodging of Mrs Fox, who was appellant. Fox's engagement ring was missing, and a student was interrogated as a victim of the case scenario. The student tried to escape. The appellant was accused against S. 47 the Person Act 1861. In this case, the conviction was quashed to account for the bodily harm and injury regarding the whole investigation. Conviction of ABH could not be standing there. The prosecutions are not framed to focus on supporting the psychiatric injury. The conducts are made to execute and prevent the legal apprehension that can cause G.B.H. with intent. In the context of justifying the legal acts, it is significant to understand how the offences can be mentioned and focused on different situations (Munro and Aitken, 2018). On the arguments made by different legal cases and scenarios, it can be mentioned to analyze and identify the offences against Person Act 1861. The court held appeal while the jury can be able to focus on unique circumstances from ABH to G.B.H. 
R v Bollom [2004] can be cited that it is definite to understand the change in gross of bodily harm that can be redirected to appeal the particular determinations and vulnerabilities (E-lawresources.co.uk, 2021). The victim can be considered as prosecuted as a severe offence. This case example is a perfect example to understand the actual harm suffered by the victims. For the appropriate changes, ABH under section 47 can be represented for a prolonged period. The act can be applied to include how the hierarchy of offences can be contained within modern society. It is significant to apply the laws that have particular offences to the victims and accused. It is significant to identify the case laws and legislations that have accesses to source it.  In the context of instance case, G.B.H. under section 18 was lessened as bringing charges against victim sustainability and necessary to find the G.B.H. In the report of 2015, it is significant to focus on how modern society can use this law to evaluate the cases of bodily harm and other sections related to person act (Munro and Aitken, 2018).  

In Ireland v Burstow [1997] case, the victim and the accused were in a relationship for a short period of time. After that, the victim ended the relationship; the accused was very upset with this decision and started harassing the victim (legislation.gov.uk, 2021). For some months, the accused disturbed the victim by making phone calls, sending hateful emails, disturbing neighbours, which led the victim to face a major depression. In section 18, 20 and 47 of the Offences against the Person Act 1861, mental problems and psychiatric problems are not considered to be bodily harm. It is necessary to bring any psychiatric harm done to a person to be bodily harm under section 20 of the person act. 
 In Constanza [1997] case, a man was found guilty of harming one of his ex-female workmates. He followed the women for almost a year, sent several letters, called her, went to her house, and also gave threatening letters and many more. The woman went into depression and anxiety due to her actions. This case is also an example that section 47 of the Offence Against the Person Act [1861] needed to be updated (legislation.gov.uk, 2021).The court, in this case, passed an order just in words that the accused did not cause bodily harm to the victim, so there is no punishment in words is enough. The victim appalled that a proper judgement; otherwise, the man can be harmful in future.

Conclusion
As the cases are considered, it is very necessary to upgrade the Person Act [1861]. The court has given the judgement that since no physical harm is caused to the victims; hence no strict action should be taken for the accused. Although there is no physical harm caused by the accused, still harassing a person, which can lead him/her to mental trauma, should be considered as harm done to the body. It can happen in the future that the accused became more dangerous and caused a more heinous crime to the victim. It is very necessary to give such a judgement so that the accused realizes his/her faults and is fearful of committing any crime in future. Hence all the sections mentioned in the above cases need to be of Person's Act [1861] needed to be upgraded so that the crime rate reduces in future and people are afraid to commit such crimes remembering the past judgments of the court. 
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