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INTRODUCTION 

The consent term is explained by the maxim of the Volenti Non Fit Injuria where the person give the consent freely without any external force. The consent can be taken back by the person any moment (Myhill and Kelly, 2021). The term battery is defined as it is committed when a person has with intention and without caution has applied force that is unlawful to any other person.  The term battery can be said to be a more serious form of assault. The batters involve cases in which the person is pushed, slapped, or even spat at. In the case of RV. Galdstone Wlliams the judge of the case defined the term battery as an act in which the defendant, recklessly or intentionally applied unlawful force. The Actus reus, in Latin “guilty act”, that is needed in the battery are the Unlawful act and the physical force. 

MAIN BODY 

Critically evaluate the concept of consent in the UK and its significance in cases involving battery. 
The term of the consent can make an act legal that would have been otherwise taken as the assault or the battery. The Actual Bodily Harm and Grievous Bodily Harm cannot be taken to be consented lawfully as per the general rule. Though there are certain situations that the law takes as exceptions like in the cases of sports, dangerous exhibitions, tattooing and religious rituals etc (Bergman, 2020). The courts have also held consent that it should be free in nature, and it should be informed. It should not be given in the situation that is of fear, desperate and in mere in position of submission. The lack of consent is the element that is related to the definition of the assault and the battery. It is applicable regarding both the Actus reus and the Mens rea. The Actus reus for assault and the battery the apprehension that is related to the immediate force or touching or the force must be unlawful. The case of Kimber (1983) the fact is that D a person went to the hospital to visit one of his relative. The person was outside the hospital garden when he was approached by V who was suffering from Schizophrenia. D went to talk to her, he led her to a secluded area and then he touched her inappropriately in a sexual manner. The jury held that D was liable and then he appealed based on the direction of the jury based on consent.  It was held in appeal that the Actus Reus in the cases of Assault or Battery involves the unlawfulness and the Mens Rea include the term of the intent and the recklessness as to act as unlawful (Herring, 2020). The term unlawfulness includes the consent that is lacking. If the consent of V exists, D will not satisfy the Mens Rea needed for assault and battery as D will not be believed that he was acting unlawfully. The other case of Slingsby (1995), in this case a person V has sexual intercourse with D (Foster, 2019). During the sexual activity D, without the presence of the intention, harmed V due to D wearing a ring. Later on, V died due to septicaemia, a form of blood poisoning (Brown and Sinclair, 2019). The person D was charged with the unlawful act of manslaughter. This offence needed the prosecutors to prove the criminal liability of D. They claimed that D action during the sexual intercourse were to be taken as battery against V. On the side of D his lawyers claimed that they were in consenting to whatever they were doing. This there claimed that there was no battery. The trial judge held that D has not committed any battery as there was presence of consent from the side of V. V has consented to D and there is no force, battery has occurred. The case of Collins V. Wil cock (1984) In this case the police officer questioned a suspected prostitute in the street. The prostitute D did not want to talk and moved on. The officer who was also a female took the arm of D and held her to stop her. D revolted by snatching the officer. D was charged with the offence of assaulting the officer.  In the case the appeal was allowed, and it was held that the officer was not arresting the people lawfully and thus the grabbing of D was an illegal act. The Unlawful arrest that the police officer is doing and for which they are touching unlawfully are amounting to battery.  

As such there is no separate provisions with regards to battery. Though there are the concept of controlling and the coercive behaviour in an intimate or the family relationship is given (Wilson, 2020). In the section 76 of the serious crime Act 2015 there are new sentencing guidelines given that take into consideration the factors that can aggravate the situations like the factors that it is related to the abuse of the trust, that lead to the longer-term sentences of the acts of the battery. In the case of DPP V. Taylor, DPP V. Little (1992) it was given that the term battery is a statutory offence in contrary to section 39 of the Criminal Justice Act 1988. The decision was criticised in the case of Haystead V.DPP where the Divisional Court held that the obiter opinion in the case of battery remain the common law offence. 

Battery is one of the crimes that is considered as the serious crime in the field of law. In this when any of the individual believes that they are a victim of the battery the first step of the justice is to report the crime to the authorities. Once the report has been filed police conducts the investigation to see whether there is sufficient evidence for the prosecution. It is important that at the time of investigation the victim and the witness should cooperate and that they provide the needed information by the police so that they can develop the case against the offender of the crime. The case then can be forwarded to the Crown Prosecution Service to access whether there is enough evidence to charge the defendant and to bring the case in the court (Chesser and Zahra, 2019). The CPS's decision to prosecute depends on two criteria that is the evidential test and the public interest test. The former access is their sufficient evidence for the conviction to be taking place and the latter is to evaluate whether the case is for the benefit of the interest of the public. 

If the person is found to be guilty of the assault or battery the UK courts can impose a sentence of up to 6 months imprisonment and the fine of up-to 5000 pounds. Though if the assault is religiously or racially backed then the sentence can be maximized up to 2 years. The victims only have to feel threatened, there is no need to have the physical contact, it can be of the fist shaking, the victims are threatened and if someone make a racist comment. The punishments are depended on the severity of the crime and in what situation the offences have taken place. The severity and the injury will help in accessing to what extend the offender is liable. The example can be Hate crime. In this case the victim when is assaulted due to the identity of the race, culture, religion or the sexual orientation or for his disability (Yamada, 2020). This form of assault is the offence under the Crime and Disorder Act 1988 in which the offender will get a longer term of the sentence because he/she has the motive of the hate behind the act of assault. 
.
CONCLUSION 

The Essay includes the definition that is related to the concept of Battery in the UK law. The essay includes the various case laws that deal with the matter of battery by keeping in mind the part of the consent that differ from one case to the other case. The meaning of the consent is very important as it will help to understand that to what extend the person is liable in the case. The Mens Rea also plays an important role along with the Actus Rea. This has an effect at the larger perspective as there are cases of hate crimes that will have effect at the larger picture. 
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