Legal Analysis of Scarletts Case


The situation with Scarletts case involves multiple offenses, including grievous bodily harm and manslaughter, raising critical questions about intent, recklessness, and accountability. The main question we have to figure out is  is Scarlett's erratic behavior, that was influenced by mental health challenges, which complicates the analysis of her legal culpability, in my analysis, I will break down her potential charges that she could be facing against both Leo and Daisy, the defences that Scarlett could use, and the sentencing considerations in place for an act like this.

1. Potential Offenses
(a) Offenses from Scarlett Against Daisy
Assault Occasioning Actual Bodily Harm (ABH) under Section 47 of the Offences Against the Person Act 1861
Through the action of Scarlett throwing Daisy to the floor and subsequently kicking her caused actual bodily harm. ABH refers to an assault or battery that results in injuries whose consequence is much more than fleeting or slight. The injuries that Daisy sustained are exemplary of this with a broken rib and serious bruising. Scarlett’s intent to exert unlawful force is the main reason, notwithstanding the fact that she did not cause the injuries on purpose. The fact that Scarlett kicked Daisy makes ABH a very likely charge and therefore makes her guilty of ABH.
Grievous Bodily Harm (GBH)  under Section 20 of the Offences Against the Person Act 1861
Furthermore, it is likely that the injuries of Daisy and her baby will be filed under GBH. Section 20 must be proven to the effect that the defendant intentionally or recklessly caused, the infliction of, the harm in question that is serious. The emotional and physical damage to Daisy, along with the injury of her unborn child, would rank there as grievous bodily harm. 
Child Destruction under Section 1 of the Infant Life (Preservation) Act 1929
The failure of Daisy’s fetus would result in a charge of child destruction. To be precise, this rule applies only when the fetus was viable to live under ordinary circumstances and will be from 24th week of pregnancy. The crime, therefore, under the child destruction charge, does not seem to have taken place. However, the situation of a miscarriage that is caused by in any way of Scarlett's reckless behavior, may have still some impact on some other charges like GBH.

(b) Offenses Against Leo
Manslaughter:
Leo faced a wrongful death as a result of Scarlett's illegal actions, and therefore she should be held responsible for the crime of unlawful act manslaughter. The basic components of unlawful manslaughter are as follows:
Scarlett’s assault on Leo (elbowing him in the stomach and punching him) becomes a profoundly serious crime as it is an assault. Then we have to ask what is the act that a normal person can recognise as the act causes a risk of harm? The ability to walk in the park without any risks of getting people killed is the requirement. The hitting of Leo, which caused his fall and head hit, satisfies this criterion of an unlawful manslaughter. Scarlett’s actions also must have directly caused Leo’s death. The punch that led to Leo’s fall and fatal head injury establishes causation; therefore she is guilty of the manslaughter.

While Scarlett may not have intended to kill or cause serious harm to Leo, her illegal and dangerous actions are enough to be taken the blame for this crime.
Common Assault under Section 39 of the Criminal Justice Act 1988:
One of the crimes that were committed by Scarlett is the common assault by elbowing Leo. The crime belonged to the category of causing harm by the intention or carelessness unlawful application of force which does not necessarily have to result in any significant harm. This charge should be considered when you look at the entirety of Scarletts charges overall.
Defences that Scarlett could use:
(a) Insanity Defence
Scarlett's conduct may be indicative of a probable mental health problem. The voices she said to have heard and her disconnection from reality are a possible indication of a psychotic episode. Under the M'Naghten Rules, a successful insanity defense requires proof that Scarlett:
1. Suffered from a defect of reason caused by a disease of the mind.
2. Did not know the nature and quality of her act, or if she did, did not know it was wrong.

It does however appear that Scarlett failed to realise the nature and quality of her conduct or did not realise that it was wrongful and evil.

If Scarlett’s mental state rendered her unable to understand the consequences of her actions or to judge right from wrong, she could plead insanity. However, this defense would need some powerful medical evidence, like psychiatric evaluations, that would explain that her actions were actually produced by a proven mental disorder.
(b) Self-Defense
Scarlett might say that Daisy was the one who started the fight and that her strikes back were in self-defense. The self-defense rule, however, has one caveat: People whereby there is an immediate threat may use reasonable force to effectuate their protection. Scarlett's belief that she was about to be attacked by Daisy was based on the fact that she heard someone talking to her that wasn't there. But, the force must be equal to the perceived danger. The extent of Scarlett's reaction (that is, pushing Daisy to the floor and kicking her multiple times) seems more likely to be regarded as an overreaction, which will then lessen the chance that the self defense argument will be established.
(c) Diminished Responsibility (Specific to Manslaughter)
In the case of Leo's death, Scarlett could argue that she is not responsible for the manslaughter; instead, she has committed a murder in the heat of the moment, that may be categorised as a voluntary manslaughter under Section 2 of the 1957 Homicide Act. To satisfy its argument, the defendant must meet the following elements:
She was experiencing a dysfunction in her brain that made her not act rationally.
The disorder was a result of a known medical condition for example psychosis or schizophrenia. It profoundly affected her cognitive and behavioural functions, Scarlett could not understand her behaviour, think logically or have a normal level of self-control.


Sentencing Considerations
In the event that Scarlett receives a guilty conviction, the sentence she will receive will hinge on more than factors such as the charges, or whether her defences were successful or not. The courts will consider the following:
Aggravating factors: Daisy’s injuries may have been serious, she may have been pregnant with a baby that she no longer has, and she may have been surprised by the fatal way in which her lover Leo died.
Mitigating factors: Scarlett’s mental health condition at the time of the incident, her hearing voices in her head that told her to do what she did, the fact that she did not think before acting, and the possibility of her feeling sorry for what she has done are some examples.

There are different sentences for manslaughter. If the diminished responsibility is proved, Scarlett could be put under a hospital order as per the Mental Health Act 1983 instead of going to prison.
Conclusion and Advice towards Scarlett:
Scarlett is accused of assault and/or grievous bodily harm to Daisy and killing Leo which is manslaughter. The first task the defence team has is to concentrate on the following things:
Getting a psychiatric evaluation done that can prove the extent of her mental health condition and further supporting potential defences like an insanity or diminished responsibility plea. Demonstrating that her mental health at that time was not very good to argue that she is less to blame. Engaging in plea agreements to reduce charges, such as those of causing death to Leo, should be thoroughly considered for Scarlett to get a lesser sentence.
If only the main points are examined, then Scarlett’s actions would be deemed grave because the testimonies of Scarlett's mental health issues would direct the jury to find that she is not that much to blame. Scarlett’s barristers must deal with the validity of her conduct and her state of mind when this incident occurred.
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