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To begin my essay, a non-fatal offence is an incident that takes place where an individual takes a form of action to attack another person which causes injury to them. However, the incident does not result in death. Non-fatal offences can include attacks such as assault, battery, wounding, grievous bodily harm and actual bodily harm (Allen, Edwards. 2019). Assault is when a person purposely inflicts pain or causes physical harm upon another individual intentionally (Bergman, 2021). Battery is known as an act against another person that is non-consensual, an example of this would be putting your hands on someone without their consent or causing injury towards another person (Ison Harrison Solicitors, 2021). Wounding falls under the same category as grievous bodily harm and is known as wounding with intent. Grievous bodily harm is more severe than actual bodily harm. GBH includes causing injury to an individual with intent which would lead too serious injury, such as a broken bone. Actual bodily harm comes from aggravated assault, this includes inflicting injury to another person such as bruising or wounding them (Titchener, 2021). Reform is the process of inspecting different laws that are currently set in place and deciding whether or not they are in need of adjustment to improve them and make them more suitable (Oxford Lib Guides, 2021). 
The Offences Against the Person Act 1861 is an act of Parliament that brings together separate offences that can be brought against an individual and combines them into one, this one act covers a large variety of offences. The aim of combining separate offences and creating one act for it all was to simplify it and cover all grounds of offences that could be made. This particular act has been in place for 160 years and is still used to prosecute individuals to this day. However, it has been modified and amended to make the act more suitable to the current times that we live in (CPS, 2020). When the act was first brought into place it was made to be very easy to use and follow as the whole act itself covered all crimes but not including death. This made it accessible for those who use the piece of legislation to hand out the correct and appropriate sentences to those individuals who had committed a crime (Love, no date given). Even though the act covers a wide range of offences, that doesn’t mean it is suitable to use in our current times. There are many different arguments against the act and how useful it is to use nowadays. Firstly, it is important to know that because the act is over 150 years old, the language that they use within the act is of a very old-fashioned style and outdated. This can make it not only hard to understand but also difficult to apply it to cases in our modern day society (Law Teacher, 2013). Another argument that goes against the use of this legislation nowadays is that parts of the legislation are not relevant today. Crime has changed a lot over the years and offences are seen to be committed in a number of different ways now.  For example, robberies were a common crime committed in the 1800s and you’d usually only see assaults against an individual being carried out that escalate from a robbery. Other than this, minor crimes committed were rarely seen and only accounted for roughly 10% of crimes recorded (BBC, 2021). Even though this was the case, the Offences Against the Person Act 1861 was still created with very in-depth detail to what offences could be made by individuals rather than a clear principle. This involved having a lot of factual scenarios written out in the piece of legislation that were very specific. Although this might sound good, the downside to this is that you’d find that the scenarios created were rarely seen and would be unlikely to actually happen. There is no need for the great detail that is used in the legislation as most crime can be covered by broader offences (Law Commission, no date given). There are many reasons as to why people believe that the offences against the person act 1861 is in need of reform, however the main reason is that it’s argued to be “long since passed its sell by date” (Dowdall, 2015) suggested. As well as this, another argument for why the offences against the person act is in need of reform is due to the number of irrelevant offences that you can find throughout the act. For example, under section 40 of the act, it states that any unlawful force that would interfere with a seaman's trading work would be liable of imprisonment and a form of assault (Legislation.gov.uk, no date given). Concealing the birth of a child is also in the offences against the person act under section 60 and explains that any woman who does not report the birth of a child would be liable to imprisonment and would be found guilty of misdemeanour. This however is seen as an outdated offence as there have only been four women convicted of this offence between the years of 2010 to 2014, which only one woman received a sentence from the courts (Milne, 2019). Both of these examples have been fairly outdated and aren’t something that needs to be included in the act anymore. As times have changed over the years, you'll find that in our modern society we need more relatable scenarios or even ones that cover a range of different scenarios so they all fall under one offence. There was a draft bill created which was called the Home Office Draft Bill 1998, this bill included some amendments that had been made to improve the understanding of the law. For example, intentionally causing injury to another person, which states that the offender can only be accused of intentionally causing injury is their aim was to conflict harm upon another whether it leaves a physical injury or not. Another offence from the draft bill was made was recklessly causing injury to an individual, for this offence the offender must be able to apprehend and have an understanding of the consequences to their actions (Law Commission, 2014). 
Consent is a grey area when it comes to this legislation and there are many arguments about what is accepted when it comes to consent, offences such as battery and assault can be consented to. As well as this, another example would be if individuals were to get into a physical fight in public. However, the consent must be implicit, this means you wouldn’t have to ask for consent as both sides would be accepting of the fight to take place (Syed, 2019). A case that involves the debate of whether consent is a valid defence or not is R v Brown. The R v Brown case involves five men being convicted of a number of different counts of actual bodily harm which came under the Offences Against the Person Act 1861. Injuries were caused to a person during sexual acts that each individual involved had consented to. The most serious injuries that were involved in this case where parts of the body being nailed to a piece of wooden board. Considering all of the events that took place, it was questioned by the courts whether consent would have been a valid argument in this situation. From this, the judge decided that consent was not valid, and all the men involved pleaded guilty (Baksi, 2021). 
Another case that was convicted under the Offences Against the Person Act 1861 was R v Bollom 2004. This case involves harm caused to an infant child who was 17 months old. The defendant was convicted of grievous bodily harm for the injuries he caused to the young girl, as a result of this the young girl sustained numerous bruising to her body. From this the judge had advised members of the jury to take into consideration the age of the victim. This along with other reasons led to the defendant pleading guilty (Law Teacher, 2013). This case law is relevant as it shows the lack of convicted assault in the offences against the person act that led to the defendant being convicted of misdemeanour, which means minor wrongdoing. When the actions of the defendant could have led him to be prosecuted with a harsher offence. Another case law is R v Burstow and Ireland 1997, this case came from an incident that took place between a couple. The couple had been engaged, however 
their relationship only lasted for a short period of time before the victim decided to cut ties and end the relationship. This upset the defendant and resulted in the defendant repeatedly calling the victim harassing her, emailing upsetting content to her which can be described as hate mail and also showing up to the victim's house causing hassle, pestering the victims' neighbours. This lasted over many months until the victim finally came forward and explained how the defendant's actions had caused her to experience depression (Boland, 1997). The reason for this case being relevant in the offences against the person act 1861 is due to the argument of whether causing someone psychiatric injury would fall under actual bodily harm as stated in section 18. This is where the person must have full intention to cause bodily harm, and section 20. Section 20 says that whoever “inflicts” harm upon another person would be found guilty of misdemeanour. The defendant claimed he did not intend to inflict harm upon the victim and should not be guilty of actual bodily harm, as he did not physically touch the victim. (Fewtrell, 1948). 
To conclude my essay, I believe that my findings show a number of different reasons for and against the Offences Against the Person Act 1861 and the use of this act in our current times. However, in my opinion I do believe that this act is in need of reform in most areas to make it more suitable to modern times. The case laws that I have used shed light on how beneficial it would be to update the act in certain areas. The offences against the person act have already been reformed in some sections as shown by the home office draft bill 1998, but I think a lot more should be done to ensure the act gets updated properly. Even though I believe this, I still don’t think the act will completely change. Some areas will stay the same as there is no problem with them, the main issue is the language used and unrealistic scenarios that have been included. Using my findings I have come to the conclusion that I agree with the fact that the offences against the person act 1861 is in need of reform. 
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