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Criminal cases need to be judged consciously focusing on both physical and mental constituents of offensive activities. The study will analyse these factors with the help of some authentic books on criminal laws. Court cases will be analysed to support the theoretical concepts.  
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[bookmark: _ey7vye2l0wnh][bookmark: _Toc184221339]Question 1: According to Taylor (2018) crimes can be divided into different types depending on the nature of their actus reus. Briefly explain what these types of crimes are and how the actus reus elements differ.
Any deviant action is considered as crime after identifying the presence of actus reus in it. Crimes can be segmented into multiple types depending on the dynamics of actus reus. As suggested by Taylor (2018), actus reus has divided crimes into three different types including conduct crimes, result crimes and state of affair crimes. In each subdivision of crime, the actus reus heavily differs.
Conduct crimes refer to the offensive activities in which the conduct used is the main deviance. Most of the cases such crimes lack result elements. In the opinion of Taylor (2018), actus reus in the particular scenario of any conduct crimes takes place as an omission or act. The actus reus must be proved showing illegality of particular conduct or behaviour attended by the criminals rather than the result emerged from the crime. For instance, perjury is a conducted crime in which a person unlawfully makes a false statement in court. The actus reus is related to the behaviour of stating incorrect facts in this case. The impact of the false statement on the outcome of trials is ignored during judgement. 
Result crimes are those offending activities which generate negative outcomes. Actus reus for result crimes are the specific result that has been produced for the commitment of any illegal action (Taylor, 2018). For instance, murder cases are the result of crimes in which the act of killing a person led to negative outcomes of physical injury or death. The actus reus here is focused on the negative results of death. In state of affairs crimes, the criminal offenses are centred on people and their surrounding environment. In such cases actus reus are a combination of consequences and circumstances (Taylor, 2018). For instance, in the R v Lersonneur case, the presence of the foreigner in the UK without permission is considered as actus reus.                          
[bookmark: _f83c8e8kj7oz][bookmark: _Toc184221340]Question 2: According to Herring (2022), what is the voluntary act ‘requirement’ and what are some of the exceptions to this?
It is crucial to maintain justice while judging any criminal case. Voluntary act requirement is the factor that plays a significant role in maintaining justice within court trials. In accordance with the definition given by Herring (2022), VAR (Voluntary Act Requirement) refers to the necessity of a person to intentionally attempt any illegal act for being criminally liable. It has been specified by this reformation of criminal law that a person can only be proved as a criminal in a court trial after establishing the fact the person has committed the crime intentionally with a determined mindset. The lack of proof regarding any voluntary act performed by the suspects can turn the outcome of trials in the favour of defendants. The examples of voluntary act requirements include unintentional commission of crime due to reflex, unconscious state and many others. The defendants are provided proper flexibilities in such cases. 
In the criminal laws, some exceptions are present regarding VAR. Any kind of deviant activities that have occurred owing to the negligence of the defendants can make them criminally liable (Herring, 2022). In such cases, the defendants generally are not involved in criminal activities with intention. Although, their negligence towards their professional or personal duty can cause serious crime. The court can make sentencing against the defendants in such cases. The other exception of VAR is commission of crime by being mentally unstable. In several cases, crimes like domestic violence or even murder are committed unintentionally due to unstable mental conditions. The defendant can be found guilty in these particular cases. For instance, in the R vs Wooling case, the defendant threw his child on the ground in frustration. It was considered a crime in the UK court despite the defendant being unintended to do the crime.       
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The element intension is an important considerable in criminal cases. Intention refers to the level of motivation of criminals behind committing any particular crime. Such motivation can be broadly divided into two types including direct intention and oblique or indirect intention (Macdonald, 2018). Direct intention refers to the presence of high motivation of the criminals for committing the crime. In this specific case, the criminals are aware of the consequences of their crimes to a full extent and intend to benefit from those consequences. The criminals with direct intention are engaged in planning and organising the crime methods in order to encounter the outcomes of the deviant activities. As a consequence, the crimes of direct intention are comprised of multiple intermediate steps and the policing process to detect the criminal are complicated. For example, the crime of killing a person for personal or other motive is considered an illegal activity with direct intention. 
The crime of murder can turn into indirect intention when the killing process is attempted accidentally without any direct intention. Indirect intention refers to the presence of an oblique motivation of the criminals for committing a crime which has led to a different outcome as a result of voluntary act (Macdonald, 2018). The main difference between direct and indirect intention is that the criminals in the case of indirect intention possess no desire to experience the negative consequences of their crime. The criminals, unaware of their activities also fall under the category of oblique (indirect) intention. Therefore, the recklessness is high in the case of indirect intention. The example of accidentally murdering a person with an intention of only causing physical injury is known as oblique intention. 
[bookmark: _fu5a7rlo8b8][bookmark: _Toc184221342]Question 4: Using Finch and Fafinski (2021) discuss what the test for subjective recklessness is and identify key cases that apply.
Recklessness is a common term in criminal laws that define a situation in which the criminals act in a deliberate manner without paying attention to the risk that can be emerged from the deviant activities. As stated by Finch and Fafinski (2021), recklessness can be subjective or objective. Subjective recklessness can be referred to as the awareness of the suspects regarding the consequences of their unlawful activities and intention to achieve the consequences. Test for subjective recklessness is a key activity through which prosecutions can prove that the accused have foreseen the risk of the crime and committed it intentionally (Finch and Fafinski, 2021). As the subjective recklessness plays an important role in the final sentencing for punishment, the tests are urgent to be applied during court trials. 
The key case associated with this subjective test is R vs Cunningham. In this case, the defendant was found guilty under Offences against Person Act for harming people with noxious substances (Finch and Fafinski, 2021). The word malicious was used to describe the defendant's guilt. However, the test of subjective recklessness in the court helped find out that the person was not aware of the harmful effects of the gas and the conviction was rejected. Another concept of subjective test is generated from the Stephenson [1979] case. The defendant avoided his guilt of causing a fire incident in a haystack by stating the fact that he has schizophrenia (Finch and Fafinski, 2021). The illness prevents people from thinking and acting in a normal way. Hence, the court decided that the subjective test must verify the physical or mental state of the defendants for foreseeing any risk rather than judging others’ capability of foreseeing the risk.
[bookmark: _s8my7ntq7xpe][bookmark: _Toc184221343]Question 5. Discuss what is meant by the ‘coincidence of actus reus and mens rea’. Please use relevant case law to support your answer.
In a criminal act, both mens rea and actus reus play significant roles. Actus reus represents the physical action of the deviants while committing any unlawful action (Child and Hunt, 2022). On the contrary, menus reus is generally defined as the mental state of the offenders at the time of committing the crime. In most of the cases, these two elements simultaneously act to perform any illegal action. Coincidence of actus reus and mens rea is a principle that has determined the fact that criminal liability can be imposed on the suspects only in the conditions where elements of mens rea and actus reus are concurrently present during the criminal offence (Nahvi et al., 2023). The trials are required to place proves for both mental and physical elements of crime to maintain justice. Through mens rea, the prosecution can prove the motive for offence whereas actus reus is utilised to define the physical action of crime so that the motive can be fulfilled.
The requirement for coincidence of the two elements can be observed by analysis various case examples. For instance, Fagan v Metropolitan Police a conflict occurred regarding the simultaneous presence of mens rea and actus reus. The defendant Fagan was accused by MPC due the actus reus of reversing car over a police’s boots (Law Journals, 2024). However, mens rea, which is the mental element or move to harm a police officer was absent in this case. Consequently, the case went for Fagan. Conversely, in the Thabo-Meli v R case, the victim was alive when the criminals beat him with the motivation to kill (e-Law Sources, 2024). The death of the victim was caused due to falling from cliff. Hence, the clash between mens rea and actus reus caused the conventions to be upheld.  
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The responses to the questions have increased the knowledge regarding the connection between physical act (actus reus) and mens rea (mental component). The trial processes must focus on both elements to determine recklessness, intention level and other important factors.   
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