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[bookmark: _Toc149258050]Introduction: A person can be prosecuted with battery in the United Kingdom if it is alleged that they used physical force on another individual without obtaining their permission, thereby causing either bodily injury or emotional distress in either of the parties involved. Battery can manifest itself physically, for example, in the form of a punch, a slap, or a push (Herring, 2021). In this essay, the principles of consent and its role in battery will be discussed.
[bookmark: _Toc149258051]Consent in Battery Charges: When a person agrees to anything that was suggested to them by another individual, they are said to have given their consent to that activity.
· Done so voluntarily (without any form of duress or deception) and without any type of duress or deception.
· In the control of a party that is accountable
· Provided by somebody who is completely knowledgeable on the subject being discussed (Padfield, 2016).
It is possible to give one's consent either vocally, in writing, or even implicitly. The patient's signature on a consent form does not constitute his or her actual assent to the proposed medical treatment; rather, it serves as proof that consent has been obtained (since most consent forms feature sections where the patient can write which components of the procedure they understand). In other words, the patient's actual assent to the proposed medical treatment is not indicated by the patient's signature on the consent form. One example of providing implied consent is when a person offers up their arm for the purpose of collecting blood samples. Because a patient could argue that they were misunderstood and that they did not intend to offer their consent, it is not always reliable (Finch and Fafinski, 2019).
Under the legislation, individuals who have not reached the age of 18 are regarded to be minors. The Family Law Reform Act of 1969 states that a kid is legally deemed an adult at the age of 16 or 17, at which point they are able to offer informed authorization for medical care and are no longer considered minors. As is the case with giving consent in general, the individual's doctor needs to have faith in the patient's capacity to think things through and make a decision about this particular issue. In addition, it is possible to override a patient's decision to refuse treatment that would sustain their life (Elliott and Quinn, 2016).
There is no universal rule regarding whether or not a kid under the age of 16 possesses the necessary understanding to offer informed consent (sometimes referred to as "Gillick competence"3). This determination is made on an individual basis. Because of this, it is absolutely essential that they have a solid understanding of not only the medical aspects, but also the moral and ethical considerations involved. A parent or legal guardian who has parental responsibility can make decisions on behalf of a child who lacks the mental capacity to give informed consent. These decisions, however, can be overturned by a court if it is determined that they are not in the child's best interests. Even if the child does not want to participate in therapy, the consent of the parents is still necessary (Herring, 2022). The courts have the authority to also provide consent on behalf of a minor when requested. In many instances in which a Jehovah's Witness family refused to provide consent to a life-saving blood transfusion, the court ultimately overruled the child's and the parents' reluctance to give their agreement for the treatment. This occurred both when the child was younger and when the child was older. Before a court will decide against a parent's refusal to give consent for life-saving treatment, a child must meet the criteria established by the Gillick Competence Scale. The courts frequently embrace a paternalistic approach to the "best interests" of juveniles who want to end their lives, even if this may appear contradictory (Mclean, 2017).
If a person is unable to make a choice for themselves, another person may do so on their behalf if it is in their best interests. When assessing what is in the patient's best interests, it is important to take into account the patient's own beliefs as well as the beliefs of their loved ones; nonetheless, no one is allowed to give authorization for medical treatment on behalf of an adult who lacks capacity. If a patient believes that they will lose the ability to make decisions regarding their own medical treatment in the near future, they have the option of appointing an agent to act on their behalf. In these kinds of situations, the person may have already formally declared their preferences in the eyes of the law by the use of a predetermined decision or the designation of a lasting power of attorney. Both of these legal tools, if they are applicable, are given the appropriate amount of weight when managerial decisions are being made (Burton et al., 2015).
Battery, which is a serious violation of the law, refers to any act in which one person uses force against another individual without first obtaining that individual's agreement. The four fundamental elements needed to prove battery are an act, intent, a lack of consent, and a hurt or offence caused by the act. A person commits a battery when they subject another person to an unwanted physical touch in which the other person does not have permission to do so. The only sort of permission that counts is one that has been thoughtfully and voluntarily provided. Once the recipient has shown that they are willing to participate, their participation can be considered voluntary for any and all further contacts (Ashworth and Kelly, 2021).
It's possible that a person's consent can't be considered legitimate if they are too mentally handicapped, too young, or under the influence of drugs or alcohol. To determine whether an action constituted battery or whether the contact was permitted by both parties, it is crucial to ascertain whether or not consent was obtained before to the action in question. The defendant is not liable for any wrongdoing that occurred while they were either actively engaged in the activity at question (such as when playing a sport with the defendant) or giving their express or implicit approval to the activity (Child et al., 2022). The defendant is not responsible for any wrongdoing that occurred while the plaintiff was actively engaged in the activity at issue (such as while playing a sport with the defendant). In this particular scenario, consent can only be demonstrated if three requirements are satisfied. To begin, the consent of a person cannot be considered lawful under any circumstances in which they are at risk of suffering significant physical injury. Second, it needs to be made abundantly obvious that the damage was a natural and foreseeable result of the action, and that it was a fair exchange for the benefits that were obtained. The individual must get some advantage from the activity in order for their assent to be legitimate. This is the third requirement for justifiable consent (Cross, 2020).
Because of the singular nature of these requirements, they are only applicable in extraordinary circumstances, the majority of the time being during athletic competition. Participation in a sport like boxing or rugby, for instance, could be construed as tacit consent to the use of physical force. The burden of proof rests squarely on the shoulders of the criminal defendant, who must demonstrate not only that permission was granted but also that the person who granted it had the legal power to do so. It is not sufficient to simply declare that an individual consented to particular actions or conduct in order to use consent as a defense in a criminal court. It is necessary to demonstrate that the subject actually did consent to the activities or conduct (Ashworth and Kelly, 2021). 
In the United Kingdom, consent is not considered to be legally enforceable if any of the following requirements are met:
The consent is genuinely given by an individual who does not possess the authority to do so. Given that a person does not have the legal authority to seize the property of his neighbor, it is impossible for that person to grant authorization to do so. The person who is granting permission is thought to be incapable of making an informed judgment regarding the behavior that is in question due to factors such as their age, mental state, or level of intoxication. The law does not take into account the victim's permission in situations when statutory rape has occurred, for example. It has to be maintained that approval was not freely given but rather was obtained by coercion. It is possible to argue that consent should be accepted as a defense in each of these circumstances; but, the courts are likely to decide that the defendant's consent was legally flawed and, as a result, ineffectual (Finch and Fafinski, 2019).
[bookmark: _Toc149258052]Conclusion: To put it another way, a battery cannot be created unless the individual come into direct and direct physical touch with one another. In order to be held criminally responsible for battery, an individual must first have the intent to continue doing something that would cause harm to another person without their consent. 
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