The Offences Against Persons Act of 1861 will be discussed in this essay, along with instances of crimes in modern society that still use outdated wording. The Act, which outlines a few offences, including assault, manslaughter, and murder, still has an impact on the terminology used in court cases today. Through an analysis of contemporary usage, we can gain a deeper comprehension of the enduring influence of 19th-century law on our legal framework. Examining offences against an individual that do not result in death, like assault or battery that causes physical harm, will also reveal how the language of the Act has changed over time to cover a greater variety of illegal actions. In addition, a review of recent cases and interpretations of the Act can point to areas for modification that would better represent the norms and values of modern society. 	Comment by Laura Knight: You must offer supporting citations throughout your introduction as well.
 The OAPA 1861 was enacted to protect individuals and address pertaining to violence and injury against them. This law provides precise standards for prosecution and punishment for a wide 	 of offences, such as assault and grievous bodily injury. according to the Law Commission Report (2015), OAPA ensuring that it continues to be applicable and efficient in shielding people from harm. better address contemporary harm, the OAPA ensuring that it continues to be applicable and efficient in shielding people from harm. Furthermore, assault and battery charges result in more than 100,000 prosecutions annually. Consequently, by replacing "bodily" with "physical integrity" within S47. Would, address the changing nature of harm in society and aid in maintaining the efficacy and integrity of the legal system. In addition, periodic examinations and revisions of laws can aid in addressing latest problems and preserving public confidence in the legal system.	Comment by Laura Knight: Before stating what the Law Commission propose in terms of recommendations, it would be worthwhile outlining the flaws of the legislation first. For example, how does the OAPA 1861 fail to address technological advancements?	Comment by Laura Knight: Where would this replacement happen? Is it in terms of S.47 Actual bodily harm and s.18 and 20 Grievous bodily harm? You need to make this clearer here.
Also, where is your supporting evidence?
Please make sure you offer frequent in-text citations throughout the paper. 

According to the Law Commission (2015), reform of the OPAPA 1861 is necessary as it is more logically arranged, professionally written, and readable. The Law Commission (2015) suggests creating a new offence called "aggravated assault" to close the gap between common assault and serious actual bodily harm. This new offence would provide clearer guidance for judges and juries when determining appropriate sentencing for cases falling between the two existing offences. Additionally, the proposed changes aim to streamline the legal framework surrounding violent offences. The list of offences that constitute as threats to kill also includes threats of significant injury and rape. The maximum penalty for someone found guilty of ABH is five years in prison (Miller, 2023) however, the maximum sentence can be life in prison if evidence of intentional GBH is proven. It is important for individuals to understand the severity of these offences and the potential consequences they may face if found guilty. Seeking legal advice and representation is crucial when facing charges related to threats to kill, ABH, or GBH. This is because even inadvertent violent acts have the potential to seriously injure the victim—both mentally and physically. Consequently, regardless of motivation, it is critical that people are aware of the possible repercussions of their acts.

The two essential components that make up the components of a non-fatal offence are the actus reus, or guilty act, and the men's rea, or guilty thought. For each crime, additional requirements might need to be met. The Act covers a broad range of offences, including those that are often referred to as ABH and GBH, although it does not expressly categorise them according to their severity. It is challenging for the criminal justice system to accurately apply the law due to varying legal definitions. This problem is aptly shown by contemporary major crimes, particularly those involving recklessness. Recklessness was defined by the court in R v. Cunningham (1957) as actions that are "out of date" and do not adhere to the norms and conventions of modern society. Consequently, to redefine criminal offences, legal reform is required. This is important because the outdated language may lead to misunderstandings and uneven judicial decisions. To ensure justice and equity for all parties, the terminology and meanings used in the criminal justice system should adapt to society." Legal reform is essential to ensure that criminal laws remain relevant and effective in addressing contemporary issues. By updating definitions and terminology, the criminal justice system can better serve the needs of society and promote fairness in judicial decisions.	Comment by Laura Knight: You are making some valid points here but the discussion lacks credibility. You must ensure you are supporting your work with in-text citations throughout in order to 1. make your work credible 2. to demonstrate the engagement with literature.

[bookmark: _Int_mnUoGZrp]There are many offences, including assault, battery, and harassment, are listed in this act, along with the associated punishments and protocols that govern how these cases are handled by the criminal court system (Eugenicos, 2017). Assault resulting in actual bodily harm, malicious wounding or causing grievous bodily harm, and assault with intent to cause grievous bodily harm are the main crimes under the act. The severity of these transgressions varies, as do the punishments associated with them. depending on the facts of the case and the victim's injuries. For the Criminal Law Act to effectively prevent and address criminal activity, people must be aware of their rights and obligations. People should also be conscious of the possible repercussions of their acts and how they might affect other people (Maculan, Gil Gil, 2020).
Even though they are GBH crimes, sections 18 and 47 (legislation 2023) state that there are different degrees of severity depending on the situation. For instance, although section 47 deals with actual physical harm, section 18 deals with serious bodily damage done with malice. The potential fines imposed by the court may vary depending on how serious the offence was. Section 18 deals with intentional severe bodily harm, whereas section 47 deals with actual physical harm, whether intentional or not. The court will take into consideration the circumstances of the case, such as the intent of the offender and the extent of harm caused, when determining the appropriate punishment. It is important to seek legal advice if you are facing charges related to GBH crimes to understand your rights and options.	Comment by Laura Knight: You have mentioned the differing severities previously so try and link all the discussion on this topic together rather than separating it. 
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