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Introduction: 
Criminal law is established to punish the offender by outlining what a crime is and what is not. A crime is taking an action or failure to take it that violates an existing law Wich may be prosecuted by the local state, or federal government, not by an individual or other entity, the purposes of criminal law are to: protect society, criminal law prohibits behaviour that damages the community, harms individuals cause loss of or damage to property the prosecution represents the people not a particular individual. the most important rule in a criminal law, the offender is presumed innocent till proven guilty, the presumption of innocence is universally recognized as a fundamental human right and a core principle in the administration of criminal justice, (A, Stumer, the presumption of innocence, 2010). as an example of a non-fatal offences against the presences, it is worth going through all five non-fatal offences to demonstrate the increase of the seriousness to the crime as well as the punishment that applies, and the decries in prevalence Wich means the less frequently committed crime such as assault and battery the least serious of the offences but the most committed all the way to the higher offences such as GBH with intent the most serious of offences but with the least often committed, which lead to show that non-fatal offences are booth mix of a common law and statutory offences. 
A statutory offence is the offence against the presence act Wich is old act dated back to 1861 consist of three incredibly old statutory offences against the presence act 1861, the law commission have identified several problems within the act 1861, the act it is heavily amended and described by one law lord as containing a rack back of offences many of the problems in the act are only avoided in practice because of the detailed CPS charging standard and the sentencing council guidelines. But it's wrong that these guides are not the legislation on how prosecution are conducted the main problems are: some incoherence in the classification of the offences, for example some offences relate to narrowly specialised situations, or include complex lists of situations, rather than setting out a clear principle, the offences are not clearly classified in order of seriousness. The mental element of some offences is not clearly expressed and does not reflect the external elements of those offences, even the language used with in the act to define the offences are old and difficult to work with on times, Wich led to some confusion in modern days, in the other hand we have the common law that consist of two offences which are relatively modern in the way they been put. due to the old and unsuitable language it is clear that the act 1861 it is not suitable for the modern society, therefore in 2015 the law commission published a report on a need for reform of the law offence against the persons act 1861 a recommendation of a modified version of the offences that was contained in a Home Office draft bill from 1998 (http://www.lawcom.gov.uk). with amendment recommendation from the law commission to provide a skim of offences with a clear interpretation and will ensure the cases are trilled in the most appropriate of court given the gravity and the complicity of the circumstances. An overwhelming support from the law commission consultees to reform the act 1861 due to being seriously deficient in many ways. Some of the offences overlap unnecessary and that causes confusion, some offences luck clear definition even in their core element including the possible sentence available, the 1861 act also includes numerous offences that served no valuable purpose in the modern society, the offences in this reform will be described more accurately and fairly what is alleged against the defendant.
Common law offences are the lowest of the offences which consists of two types of offences, assault, and battery, both are not within 1861 act even Thow both are considered as common law offences, but still, they are two deferent crimes. Assault is the notion that one person expects another person to use violence against theme, not that they do because that will be battery, assault is about the expectation of personal violence, and assault is the last serious of all the non-fatal offences, it is defined by non-touching. Battery is an act by which a person intentionally or recklessly inflicts unlawful personal violence on other, (R v Ireland and Burstow, 1997). The application of unlawful force can accrue without assault for example when the victim is hit in the back of his head, any unlawful physical can amount to battery, such as slapping or pushing, there is no need to prove any harm or physical pain. This two offences together are known as common assault, because they are defined in the common law, in 1988, the government created the criminal justice act and section 39 of the criminal act recognises the existence of assault and battery and also recognise that they are two separate offences, it means that the offence will be charged separately either assault or battery not together as a common assault, the act 1988 also says that they are summery offences meaning they are charged at magistrate court with a maximum sentence of £5000 or six months imprisonment, the act does not define what assault and battery are, the common law do the definition.
A statutory offence is where the offensive versus the person act 1861, the lowest of the offences is actual body harm referred to as ABH, is a criminal offence under section 47 of the offence against the person 1861, which cause injuries such as, loss or breaking of a tooth or teeth, temporary loss of sensory functions which may include loss of consciousness, extensive or multiple bruising, a displaced or broken nose, minor fractures, minor but not merely superficial cuts of a sort requiring medical treatment and psychiatric injury which is more than just fear, destress or panic, but don't cause serious permanent damage to the victim, an example case is a case of Miller 1954, the defendants wife leaves him in 1952, and the following year she put a petition for Devorce, before the hearing the defendant has sexual intercourse with her against her weal, he throws her to the ground on three occasions and she was in hysterical and nervous condition as result of his actions, he was charged with rape and assault, ABH section 47, the defendant realise on the fact that only up to recently marital consent was an exaptation to rape, and he also claimed that nervous shock does not amount to a bodily harm, the (L J Lynsky) gave a clear definition of the actual ABH, he says, “such hurt or injury calculated to interfere with the health and comfort of the victim such hurt or injury need not to be permanent but must, no doubt, be more than merely transient and trifling” L J Lynsky. the problem with section 47 is in a short it states the penalty only, which leads to immediate problem, cause it's in the act definition of sanction states [ whosever shall be convicted on indictment of any assault occasioning actual bodily harm shall be liable to imprisonment for any term not exceeding five years ], that does not really help when looking in demonstrating criminal liability for ABH infarct all that it says is that Trible either way so is either way sentence of which the maximum sentence is five years imprisonment.
The second most serious of non-fatal offences is grievous bodily harm referred to as GBH or section 20, GBH is the second most serious offences found in the 1861 act, with injuries like, permanent disability, permanent loss of any sensory function, or significant permanent visible disfiguring such as, fractured skull, compound fractur this are ones which come through the skin, broken cheekbone, jaw of which require an operation to sort it out, injuries causing substantial loss of blood, usually requiring a transfusion, physical or psychiatric injuries resulting in lengthy treatment or incapacity, it is also an either way offence which means it Carys also a maximum sentence of five years the same as ABH, and that causes a problem having a far more serious offence with the same sentence as a far less serious offence, as it is defined in the act 1861 section 20, [ whosever shall unlawfully and maliciously wound or inflict any grievous bodily harm upon any person, either with or without a weapon or instrument, shall be liable to five years imprisonment].
The most serious of all non-fatal offences is grievous bodily harm with intent, referred as GBH with intent, GBH with intent is a section 18 offence of the act 1861, rather than a lesser section 20 offence, GBH with intent is an assault in which can be committed recklessly or intentionally, so to prove intent it must be demonstrated the offender both caused severe injuries and intended to cause them, (www.lawtonslaw.co.uk, 2019). And also the offence of GBH with intent can only be trailed in crown court, with the maximum sentence of imprisonment for life, it has nothing to do with the actus reus and the reason is, because is an offence with intent, the definition of section 18 in the 1861 act is that [ whosever shall unlawfully and maliciously wound or cause any grievous bodily harm with intent to do some grievous bodily harm to any person or with intent to resist or even the lawful apprehension or detainer of any person shall be laible to imprisonment for life.
Conclusion:  
The act 1861 has raised a great deal of criticism over the years about the old and unclear language of which the offences and the sentences are dealt with, serval attempt in changing the law in this matter from the law commission for law reform, the law commission published a report in 2015, following the scouping project on a need for reform of the law on offences against the person, a bill from 1998 was put forward containing offences with more clear interpretation and suits the modern day society. Such necessity in clarity can make the law easy and clear to apply, will also increase accessibility and fair labelling and complies with the modern rule of law.
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