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1 : ANSWER
No, “there is no general duty to act” in criminal law in England and Wales. “The law does not punish people for doing nothing, which is known as an omission”. A person will not be liable simply for failing to act. A failure to act will not normally create criminal responsibility (Finch and Fafinski, 2021, p. 57). In English law, if you come across a child drowning in a pond and simply leave and that child dies, you are generally not criminally liable. "The strong argument against imposing such criminal liability is that it would infringe the autonomy of the citizen in a different way compared with liability for positive actions" (Ormerod and Laird, 2021, p. 45). However, the courts recognise some situations where a duty to act may arise. For example, in R v Pittwood (1902), the defendant failed to close a gate while on duty as required by his employment contract, which caused a fatal accident. The court held him criminally liable because he had a contractual duty to act. Therefore, there is no general duty to act in English criminal law.
2 ANSWER
For a crime to be committed by omission, four key requirements must have to be satisfactory. First, there must be a legal duty to act. This duty arises from recognised categories such as contract, special relationships, statutory duty, or creating a dangerous situation. “There are several exceptions were parliament or the courts have decided that the defendant will be under a positive duty to act” (Geary, 2002, p. 9). Second, there must be a breach of that duty, meaning the defendant failed to act reasonably. Third, there must be causation between the failure to act and the harm caused. Fourth, the defendant must have the required men’s rea at the time of the omission. In R v Miller [1983] 2 AC 161 case were the defendant created a dangerous situation by starting a fire accidentally and failed to take reasonable steps to extinguish it. He was convicted of arson by omission because all four requirements were satisfied ( Simester and Sullivan, 2016, p. 76).

3 ANS.
A statutory duty to act arises when Parliament creates a law requiring a person to act. If that person fails to act, they may commit a criminal offence. These duties are created to protect the public and ensure responsibility in society (Ashworth and Herring, 2022, pp. 61-62). Key requirements for a statutory duty include. 1 . The duty must be clearly stated in legislation .2· The duty applies to a specific person or class of person, 3· Failure to act without reasonable excuse is an offence. Statutory duties can also arise from holding a public office). Ashworth explains the criminal law sometimes recognises “positive duties” where a person must act. These duties can come from public office or official position, Example R v Dytham (1979).  A police officer failed to intervene in an assault and was guilty or misconduct. Statutory duties created by legislation or parliamentarian. Civic duties in some situations. (Ormerod and Laird, 2021, p.47).



4 Ans
“Macdonald explains that criminal liability for omissions may arise where a person has accepted duties through a contract or employment (Macdonald, 2018, pp. 80–81)”. when someone accepts a job, they accept the duties that come with it. This duty is common in roles like carers, healthcare workers, and public safety officials. the duty is not only just to the employer who pays the wages. The duty extends to third parties (the public) who also can be hurt if the job isn't done properly. Case Example R v Pittwood (1902). He was convicted for manslaughter, he had a contractual duty to protect the public, his contract was technically with the railway company.
The law is flexible when the duty starts and ends during a workday. However, the sources state 3 clear rules,
. The duty extends to third parties (the public) who may be harmed if the job is not done properly
· The duty exists while the person is being paid to perform the task
· The duty ends when the employment relationship itself ends (Taylor, 2018, p. 112)

5   Answer
A duty to act can arise when a person voluntarily takes responsibility for someone who simply cannot look after themselves. Once you take on that responsibility, the law expects you to take reasonable steps to protect that person. If you fail to act and harm happens, you may be criminally responsible (Finch and Fafinski, 2021, p. 60).
The key case here is R v Stone and Dobinson [1977]. In this case, the defendants let a sick relative live with them and agreed to care for her. When she became very ill, they did not give proper care or call a doctor. Her condition got worse and she died. The court said that because her responsibility been taken by them, they had a duty to act. By failing to help, they become guilty of manslaughter. As Macdonald (2018, pp.81–82) explains, when someone lawfully takes responsibility for another person, they must take reasonable steps to protect them



 6 Answer
If a person walking past a pond, where a child is drowning. You could raise concern and save them with absolutely no risk to yourself, but you chose not to.  people would say you did something terrible. But under English criminal law, you have not committed a crime. This is because there is no general duty to act. You are not legally required to help someone unless you have a specific duty to do so.  Here presenting scenario of present laws critical guidance and the arguments for and against changing the law. 
 The current Law at present, As Finch and Fafinski (2021, p. 42) explain, criminal law normally punishes people for what they do, not for what they fail to do. This is because we value individual freedom. The legal framework should not tell us how to live our lives. However, there are exceptions. A duty to act can arise in certain situations. For example, if you start a fire by accident, you must try to put it out. If you agree to take care for a vulnerable person, you must look after them properly and reasonable. scholar like Macdonald (2018, p. 67) says these duties are well established and clear to all the legal principal already punishes people who fail to act in these situations. 
 The main argument is a moral one some people say. Andrew Ashworth (2013, p. 93) is a strong supporter of this view. He says that if you can easily save someone's life, you should be required to do so.  the legal rules let people walk past and do nothing; it is wrong. Famous scholar Taylor (2018, p. 89) points out that other countries already have these laws. Example in France and Germany, you can be punished for not helping someone in danger. These are called "Good Samaritan" law.  Herring (2022, pp.65-70)
Another argument is concern about protecting vulnerable people. The statutory role already protects people when someone has agreed to care for them, like in Stone and Dobinson. But what about those people who has nobody to care for them? A general duty would mean that everyone has a basic duty to help, and caring act needs to be done, not just those who have taken on responsibility.  Despite these arguments, many people think a general duty is a bad idea. Herring (2022, p. 71) puts forward a strong argument. He says there is a big difference between stopping people from causing harm and forcing them to do good. 1st leaves you free to live your life. 2nd the state can tell you what to do. If the law can force you to rescue a stranger, how you would do it? Where does it stop? (boundary).
There are Many practical problems we can see. Ormerod and Laird (2021, p. 156) talk about the importance of legal certainty. The current duties are not clear. Also, a general duty would be not clear. Who must act? What counts as reasonable help? We raised these questions and answer would be left to juries, which could lead to unfair and inconsistent results it’s not present. The Law Commission (1993, para. 4.28) also said a general duty would be hard to enforce fairly. 
When we looked in both sides, I agree with those who say we should not introduce a general duty. The moral argument is strong, and it feels wrong that someone can walk past a drowning child. But the practical problems are too big. The law needs to be clear. People need to know what they must do. The current law, with its specific duties, gives that clarity. As Wilson (2017, p. 156) says, it is a fair balance between protecting people and respecting freedom.

This argument is about what kind of society we want. One argues we must help each other, other one say where we are free to choose. Both have good say. But I think the English approach, with its careful list of duties, is the right one. It is not perfect, but it is clear, fair, and respects individual freedom.
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