Introduction 
My exchange of diverging or opposite views on the statement “the law in relation to non-fatal offences against the person is no longer fit for purpose and needs reform” will be based on the analysis from my research and personal views.  Before giving a straightforward answer like yes or no we must look at the evidence Infront of us, which includes a look at the entire OATPA (Offences Against the Person Act 1861), how it affects us (the general public) and the bases of its act in previous cases to prove its utility.
Firstly, what is the 1861 offences Against the person Act? This is a joint combination of earlier statues combined into a single Act and was originally drafted to list specific methods whereby harm might be caused to a person, these acts against a person includes things such as homicides, assaults, bigamy etc. Furthermore, in relation to whether it needs reform I would start off by saying that the OATA (offences against a person act) is anachronistic meaning that it belonged to a period other than that being portrayed which it is the old era, as times have changed it should still be applied in this new generation as it uses outdated language as well. With that being said  as a result to the legislation being ratified  in 1861, it shows that some words and expressions within the act are old and inapplicable for example ABH) assault occasioning actual bodily harm, which Is set out at s47 of the act, which states “whosoever shall be convicted upon an indictment of any assault occasioning actual bodily harm shall be liable to be kept in penal servitude” the word “bodily” is old fashion in a later report by LCR (law commission report). In addition to this from the aspect of a post from a source www.lawteacher.net   It affix with my point as it says” with respect to the medical terminology, the term “bodily harm” is used in section 47, 20 and 18 yet the probability of fear causing psychiatric injury had not been recognized, in turn case law has been developed by judges through the use of advanced medical knowledge as demonstrated in R v Ireland. This case shows the complication as the issue in the way the offence was committed as a query that silence could amount to assault referring to ABH for the purpose of section 47 of the offence against a person act if psychiatric injury can amount to actual bodily harm under the same provision.

  In relation to this the offences against the person Act further legislation principles are lacking coherence, due to the fact the aim of law in a society is to guide the conduct if citizens by deterring them from behaving in  bad way, the 1861 Act is not an effective piece of legislation because everyone knows right from wrong which is to not harm others but vast majority don’t understand the in and outs of the statue because it can only be fully understood by a lawyer or somebody with a textbook or wide vocabulary knowledge with a fair bit of time in their hands. Legislation like section 20 and 18 are very much identical but the act of “intent” is what separates the two as section 18 is that the defendant is required the intention to cause grievous bodily harm to someone while section 20 is the exact same but without intention. 
This has caused a conundrum in society as its intended could be framed and can be hidden and is not always justifiable when the result is murder, and Section 18 gives a maximum penalty of a life sentence in prison. If the victim skin doesn’t break, then the offence could be anything from assault (battery) to s18 GBH which includes actually bodily harm. So, if there is no wounding involved depending on the seriousness of the injury, the defendant can be charged battery, actual bodily harm or grievous bodily harm for there to be a conviction of actual bodily harm there must be an injury that is more than insignificant. A quote from Eisenhower (politician) that backs this is “s20 wounding is the breaking of both layers of skin, but internal bleeding doesn’t constitute as being wounding”. Considering that I would say the offences against the person Act is not. suitable for today as crime has changed over decades. Copious number of offences contain within the OATP Act further reveals the concerns over discrete types of violence which were of significant social and political concern at the time. An example is that in the 19th century people saw an increase in nationalistic sentiment in Ireland with corresponding attacks of violence by groups. Sec28-30 and 64, concerning the use of gunpowder to cause deaths or injury, reflects what we must address today (this era) as terrorist attacks.
 
The Act can also be criticised as failing leaving no room for confusion to address some injuries we now see as important such as psychological injuries. Although actual bodily harm is now accepted to understand recognised psychiatric illnesses, this is not obvious on face of the legislation and it seems outdated to consider it as “bodily” injury.  In addition, there also a strange anomaly in that   murder is at no point prohibited by according to statue.
 





The rest of my work need correction which will be update But will be added before due date 
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Effects of the Computer Age
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Psychologists have long been interested in observing and analyzing the way humans interact with

computers. Research in human-computer interaction has studied how people read and process 9 Location

information presented to them on computer screens, the types of input errors people are most likely to

make when using different computer systems, and the effectiveness of various kinds of input devices & o
ptions

such as keyboards, mice, and light pens. Psychological issues have also been identified in how people
behave toward other people when they use computing technologies such as e-mail and how they
behave toward computers. Studies have shown, for example, that people use the anonymity that e-
‘mail and other Internet technologies afford to construct alternate identities for themselves. Other
studies indicate that people often apply the same rules of social behavior, such as politeness, toward
computers as they would to other people.

In conclusion: The writer refers to how people react with technology and things that can go wrong
and how errors are made "the types of input errors people are most likely to make" showing that
people may not wanna accept the fact that new age technology is very efficient due to ignorance and
lack of knowing how to use it.
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