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Scenario question

Jamie V Carla
The reason Carla stabbed Jamie was due to Jamie openly admitting to cheating on her by seeing other women and one of them was called Emma. This led Carla to lose all control of herself and acted on impulse, which she then acquires a sharp kitchen knife and plunges it into Jamie’s chest causing severe damage. Also, she caused Jamie to bleed and since Carla broke through the two layers of skin, she can be charged with attempted murder also the case of ‘R V Phillips’ (2009) states that GBH stands for grievous bodily harm which would come under section 18 of the (Offences Against the Persons Act 1861) JDSpicerZeb (2021). Also, it is important to note that Carla and Jamie had been together for 15 years and Carla states that she had been dealing with some marriage issues in addition to this she does not like Jamie’s addiction to drinking alcohol. 
Also, the definition for grievous bodily harm, or GBH for short is to cause serious physical injuries to a person intending to do harm (Willams and Gooch, 2015, p. 78)
According to Marcia, (2019) states that it seems like she skipped men's rea and went straight into actus reus because before she had time to think about the words Jamie had said she was already going into the kitchen looking for a weapon. 
Based on (UK Government, 2019) she could use her mental health as a defense which would come under the (Mental Health Act 1983) if it is medically proven and confirmed by a licensed doctor otherwise the court will say it is an invalid defense. 
Also, since Jamie said that he had been cheating with another woman it caused this feeling of betrayal and Carla hurt by this fact. she then acted the way she did in addition to this Sherry, (2023) states that some effects of cheating are trust issues, low self-esteem, some lingering damage and so forth. Also, when combined with anger it becomes clear why Carla acted the way she did.
Carla could use insanity as a defense, but it did not have to be long-term, she can say that she was traumatized by that night and now she has gone insane since then and it is in her best interest to do this because it can deprive her of legal responsibility (Insanity Act 1964).
The case of DPP v Mojewski (1976) proves that Carla intended to hurt Jamie and had the knowledge of how to acquire a sharp weapon, also Jamie could say that Carla has the highest level of blameworthiness because of this act of violence. Also, the case would come under section 18 of GBH according to DDP Law (2019). 
[bookmark: _Int_PejV1D4B]It is apparent that Jamie and Carla have some serious issues regarding their relationship status and their mental health has been affected, which has been going on for quite some time now. Also, the Definition of the act that was present is called (Offenses Against the persons Act 1861) and showing how that is relevant to the scenario question. Carla assaulted Jamie unlawfully and Jamie posed no danger or threat to her life at that time therefore the attack is seen as unlawful.
[bookmark: _Int_s49My3Uk]R V Gowan has similar incidents to the Carla V Jamie case because in the R V Gowan case, the husband beats the wife and drinks quite heavily and the relevant law that would cover both this and Carla V Jamie is (Offences Against The Persons Act 1964) (UK Government 2019).
[bookmark: _Int_e0CNvnlm][bookmark: _Int_5P2hCru2]A case that also includes grievous bodily harm is R V Bollom the case goes on to talk about the offences that were committed and after careful consideration, the judge gave the defendant a sentence, but the defendant appealed and said that the victim’s age should not determine the seriousness of GBH which led to the judge to reevaluate and see if the defendant is elidable for a lighter sentence. Also, the jury voted guilty because the jury took the victims' age into account. So, the reader can now see how grievous bodily harm is carried out and how the jury sees it in a court setting. Also, it is a big factor to consider if the defendant was the one who did it and if the defendant did do it then the court would need evidence of the defendant doing it. Also, the judges will need to know if the defendant has any mental health issues that are legitimate and it needs to have been diagnosed by an officially licensed doctor so that way it is proven that the mental health issue defense is legitimate and not made up (UK Government, 2019).
[bookmark: _Int_lV8D8klf][bookmark: _Int_JWGmW1Lr]The court has more to consider when producing a suitable sentence. Also, the age of the victim does not matter because grievous bodily harm can be inflicted upon anyone since it does not matter who the person is and there is another factor to consider when going on trial. The jury will take into account the victim’s age and who they are as a factor when judging the defendant so, for example, if the defendant was caught causing grievous bodily harm upon a 17-month-old baby like the defendant had been doing then the jury will empathize with the baby and mother more when making their ultimate decision. Also linking it back to the question of will Carla receive anything different when it comes to being sentenced for grievous bodily harm is no because she stabbed Jamie on purpose and it is obvious that she did that with Jamie being the living proof needed to put her in jail for grievous bodily harm and attempted murder.
[bookmark: _Int_gyKxfemv]R V Mcgrath is a case where both the girl and boy become heavily intoxicated due to drinking a lot since she just got her A levels and when they get back to their house the boy starts acting strange and becomes violently aggressive. He starts to hit her and spit on her with no stopping in sight and without listing to reason the girl runs into the kitchen and grabs a knife for self-defense but she did not intend to use it but rather use it as a bluff to calm the boy down but that did not work either and the boy ran towards her while she was holding the knife and the boy got impaled by it because the girl was holding it forward. Also, the relevant law here would be offences (Against The Person’s Act 1861) and GBH section 20 because the girl did not intend to stab her boyfriend but rather to scare some sense into him in an attempt to calm him down. So, the facts are they are both intoxicated from drinking alcohol and the girl seems to be in control more than the boy is when the boy starts to hit her, she then fears for her life, also by doing so she gets a kitchen knife for self-defense, but she never intended on actually using it. So, in summary, the girl does not meet the requirements for actus reus or mens rea. Also, the actus reus is when the girl is doing something and the mens rea element of it is when she thought about doing it so what that means is she had to plan to hurt her boyfriend and carry it out by doing the actions required to fulfill both mens rea and actus reus according to (Lexis plus 2024). 
This links back to the scenario because it shows that if the defendant is intoxicated and does not intend to do anything then they are liable for a lighter sentence.
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