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Section C


Criminal Law 


Answer one question from this section if you have studied this area of law.


The questions which follow require you to:
	 •	 demonstrate knowledge and understanding of legal rules and principles;
	 •	 apply legal rules and principles to the scenario; and
	 •	 present a legal argument using appropriate legal terminology.


Credit will be given for the use of relevant supporting case law and authority.


Or,


	 	 Alfie and Simon went to a music festival together. They watched numerous bands 
and drank lots of cider. Whilst in the festival bar Alfie taunted Simon saying that his 
favourite band was better than Simon’s favourite band and they began to argue, 
resulting in Alfie punching Simon on the chin, causing him to fall and bang his head 
on the floor. The barman, Richie, physically threw them both out into the field, causing 
Simon to fall over and bang his head for a second time. By now Simon was barely 
conscious, so Alfie ran over to the St John’s Ambulance tent, who arranged for an 
ambulance to take Simon to the accident and emergency department of the nearest 
hospital. Simon was examined by Chris, a young and inexperienced doctor. Chris sent 
Simon for an X-ray, but did not think it necessary to order a brain scan. The X-ray 
looked normal, so Chris told Simon he could go home. In fact Simon had suffered a 
serious brain injury which did not show up on the X-ray, but which could have been 
diagnosed and treated if Chris had ordered a brain scan. Simon died a few days later.


		  In the light of reported case law and other sources of law, consider whether Alfie may 
be criminally liable for Simon’s death.	 [50]


END OF PAPER
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Comment

excellent intro



Comment

good K & U, though lacking in case law to support serious harm test found under section 1  e.g Munroe v Hopkins; Collins (2017) more detailed application would also have enhanced this answer further



Comment

a little brief and cases also needed



Comment

lacking in case law e.g Huth v Huth







Comment

a case for truth is Depp v The Sun



Comment

lacks detail on the stages in section 3 for honest opinion



Comment

section 4  and Reynolds case







Comment

good attempt to discuss and apply the law , though lacking in application and case law in parts. A01-15; A02 20









































Comment

good intro



Comment

good use of case law







Comment

A02







Comment

Very good use of case law



Comment

excellent K & U for A01







Comment

A02







Comment

very good on honest opinion



Comment

Appears to run out of time here. Overall an excellent answer, with detailed knowledge and  application; A01- 19; A02-28
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Section A 
 


The Government recently set up a scheme under which the job seekers allowance 
benefit was paid instead to a private company. Unemployed people were set to work 
in the community and allowed a proportion of their benefits depending on how many 
hours they worked each week. Stories soon began to circulate about the large profits 
being made by the company and the terrible poverty which the scheme was causing 
to unemployed people and their families. The editor of the Daily Deceiver, Katie Kittle 
was informed by a usually reliable source that Digby Dollard, one of the government 
ministers responsible for setting up the scheme, had been receiving payments from 
the company. Katie printed the story, together with a photo of Digby coming out of an 
expensive restaurant, under the headline: “Digby Dines while Families Face Hard 
Times”. As a result of the Article, Digby has received death threats and has been 
suspended from his role as government minister. In fact, the story was not quite 
accurate, as it was actually Digby’s ex-wife who had received payments from the 
company. 


 
In light of reported case law and other sources of law, consider whether Digby has 
a case for defamation against the Daily Deceiver and Katie. [50] 


 
 
Indicative content 
 
NOTE: The content is not prescriptive and candidates are not expected to mention all the 
material mentioned below. Each answer will be assessed on its merits according to the 
assessment grid and the indicative content. Examiners should seek to credit any further 
admissible evidence offered by candidates. 
 
In advising Digby candidates are expected to demonstrate knowledge and understanding of 
legal rules and principles relevant to the subject of defamation. Candidates are expected to 
apply the full range of legal rules and principles to Digby’s situation, including the 
Defamation Act 2013 and relevant case law, in order to present a legal argument. 
 
The response might consider issues such as: 


• The meaning of defamation under the Defamation Act 2013.  


• Defamation Act s.1 imposes a requirement of serious harm to the reputation of the 
claimant. A statement is not defamatory unless its publication has caused, or is likely to 
cause, serious harm to the claimant’s reputation. Almost certainly the damage to 
reputation would be considered serious. Further support can be provided by reference to 
Sim v Stretch, Byrne v Dean  


• Cases on what can amount to defamation such as Cassidy v Daily Mirror, Charlesworth 
v MGN on the impact of photos  


• Applying the elements of defamation to Digby's case: the statement must be defamatory; 
it must refer to the claimant, and it must have been published  


• Mistaken identity, citing cases like Hulton v Jones or O’Shea v MGN; for a mistaken 
identity case to succeed now, the claimant would have to show serious harm to his/her 
reputation  


• Applying the possible defences that may be used by the Daily Deceiver and Kate 
including “honest opinion” under the Defamation Act 2013; defence of Publication on a 
matter of public interest, under s.4 of the Defamation Act 2013. 


• The Defamation Act 2013 – the defence of justification has been abolished and replaced 
by the defence of truth: s.2, which is substantially the same as the old defence  


• A court will consider Digby's right to privacy, and the newspaper's freedom of 
expression.   


1 0 
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Band Marks 
AO1: Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of legal rules 
and principles 


4 16-20 
• Excellent, detailed knowledge and understanding of legal rules 


and principles relating to the law of defamation. 


3 11-15 
• Good knowledge and understanding of legal rules and principles 


relating to the law of defamation. 


2 6-10 
• Satisfactory knowledge and understanding of legal rules and 


principles relating to the law of defamation. 


1 1-5 
• Basic knowledge and understanding of legal rules and principles 


relating to the law of defamation. 


 0 Response not creditworthy or not attempted. 


 


 


Band Marks 
AO2: Apply legal rules and principles to given scenarios in order 
to present a legal argument using appropriate legal terminology 


5 25-30 


• Excellent, detailed application of legal rules and principles to 
Digby’s situation. 


• Excellent presentation of a legal argument, using appropriate 
legal terminology, case law and other legal authorities relating to 
defamation. 


4 19-24 


• Very good application of legal rules and principles to Digby’s 
situation. 


• Very good presentation of a legal argument using appropriate 
legal terminology, case law and other legal authorities relating to 
defamation. 


3 13-18 


• Good application of legal rules and principles to Digby’s situation. 


• Good presentation of a legal argument using appropriate legal 
terminology, case law and other legal authorities relating to 
defamation. 


2 7-12 


• Satisfactory application of legal rules and principles to Digby’s 
situation. 


• Satisfactory presentation of a legal argument, using some 
appropriate legal terminology, case law and other legal authorities 
relating to defamation. 


1 1-6 
• Basic application of legal rules and principles to Digby’s situation. 


• Basic presentation of a legal argument, using minimal legal 
terminology relating to defamation. 


 0 Response not creditworthy or not attempted. 
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2


Answer two questions in total.


Section A
 


Human Rights Law 


Answer one question from this section if you have studied this area of law.


The questions which follow require you to:
	 •	 demonstrate knowledge and understanding of legal rules and principles;
	 •	 apply legal rules and principles to the scenario; and
	 •	 present a legal argument using appropriate legal terminology.


Credit will be given for the use of relevant supporting case law and authority.


Either,


		  The Government recently set up a scheme under which the job seekers’ allowance 
benefit was paid instead to a private company. Unemployed people were set to work 
in the community and allowed a proportion of their benefits depending on how many 
hours they worked each week. Stories soon began to circulate about the large profits 
being made by the company and the terrible poverty which the scheme was causing 
to unemployed people and their families. The editor of the Daily Deceiver, Katie Kittle, 
was informed by a usually reliable source that Digby Dollard, one of the government 
ministers responsible for setting up the scheme, had been receiving payments from 
the company. Katie printed the story, together with a photo of Digby coming out of 
an expensive restaurant, under the headline: “Digby Dines while Families Face Hard 
Times”. As a result of the article, Digby has received death threats and has been 
suspended from his role as government minister. In fact, the story was not quite 
accurate, as it was actually Digby’s ex-wife who had received payments from the 
company.


		  In light of reported case law and other sources of law, consider whether Digby has a 
case for defamation against the Daily Deceiver and Katie.	 [50] 


© WJEC CBAC Ltd.


1 0












 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  


2 








1 








2 








 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  


4 








 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  


10 








 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  


 


 


 


  


2 








 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  


 


 


 


  


1 








2 








 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  


 


 


 


  


4 








 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


  


Q10 

























Comment

Good focus on the question form the start



Comment

This is the correct approach to this question.  Explaining and applying key sections of the HRA 1998.
The question asked what powers judges have under the HRA 1998 to change the law on assisted suicide - this question required candidates to explain and apply the key sections of the HRA 1998, e.g sections 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, , 10 and 19 with particular emphasis on sections 3 and 4 and whether  judges could issue a declaration of incompatibility in Adams's case .







Comment

could extend application further here for a02



Comment

good application here of section 4







Comment

Good knowledge of section 2



Comment

excellent attempt to focus on the question throughout ; application for A02 could have been extended in places, but good use of case law to support and good structure; A01- 17 A02 23
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In 2011 Adam suffered a massive stroke which left him completely paralysed from 
the neck down, but he could move his head and his eyes. For many years, he had 
wanted to end his life, but could not do so without assistance, other than by self-
starvation which was a long, painful and distressing death. He wanted someone to 
kill him by injecting him with a lethal drug. If necessary he was prepared to kill himself 
by means of a machine which, after being loaded with a lethal drug, could be digitally 
activated by Adam, using a password, via an eye blink computer. Adam wants to 
apply to the High Court for a declaration that it would be lawful for a doctor to assist 
him in terminating his life this way, or if the court refused then Adam would like a 
declaration that the current law, which states that encouraging or assisting a suicide 
is a crime, is incompatible with his right to a private life under article 8 of the 
European Convention on Human Rights. 


 
Advise Adam of the powers that judges have under the Human Rights Act 1998 to 
challenge the law on assisted suicide. [50] 


 
 
Indicative content 
 
NOTE: The content is not prescriptive and candidates are not expected to mention all the 
material mentioned below. Each answer will be assessed on its merits according to the 
assessment grid and the indicative content. Examiners should seek to credit any further 
admissible evidence offered by candidates. 
 
In advising Adam candidates are expected to demonstrate knowledge and understanding of 
legal rules and principles relevant to the subject of the Human Rights Act 1998. Candidates 
are expected to apply the full range of legal rules and principles to Adam’s situation, 
including the European Convention on Human Rights, the Human Rights Act 1998 and 
relevant case law, in order to present a legal argument. 
 
The response might consider issues such as: 


• s.7 HRA 1998 – rights now directly applicable in domestic courts 


• s.6 Adam can sue a public body for breach of human rights – meaning of a public body 
Poplar Housing case 


• s.2 – domestic judiciary must take into account Strasbourg jurisprudence, but are not 
bound bit it 


• s.3 – judges must interpret all laws to be compatible with human rights, in so far as they 
can do so 


• s.4 declaration of incompatibility – could judges issue one in Adam’s situation? – support 
with cases e.g. A & Others (2004) Wilson (2001), Bellenger  


• S10 – changes to laws via fast track procedure 


• S.19 requirement that all law state whether they are compatible or not with human rights 
 
 
  


2 0 
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Band Marks 
AO1: Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of legal rules 
and principles 


4 16-20 
• Excellent, detailed knowledge and understanding of legal rules and 


principles relating to human rights 


3 11-15 
• Good knowledge and understanding of legal rules and principles 


relating to human rights 


2 6-10 
• Satisfactory knowledge and understanding of legal rules and 


principles relating to human rights 


1 1-5 
• Basic knowledge and understanding of legal rules and principles 


relating to human rights 


 0 Response not creditworthy or not attempted. 


 


 


Band Marks 
AO2: Apply legal rules and principles to given scenarios in order 
to present a legal argument using appropriate legal terminology 


5 25-30 


• Excellent, detailed application of legal rules and principles to 
Adam’s situation. 


• Excellent presentation of a legal argument, using appropriate legal 
terminology, case law and other legal authorities relating to the 
human rights. 


4 19-24 


• Very good application of legal rules and principles to Adam’s 
situation. 


• Very good presentation of a legal argument, using appropriate 
legal terminology, case law and other legal authorities relating to 
relating to human rights 


3 13-18 


• Good application of legal rules and principles to Adam’s situation. 


• Good presentation of a legal argument, using appropriate legal 
terminology, case law and other legal authorities relating to relating 
to human rights 


2 7-12 


• Satisfactory application of legal rules and principles to Adam’s 
situation. 


• Satisfactory presentation of a legal argument, using some 
appropriate legal terminology, case law and other legal authorities 
relating to relating to human rights. 


1 1-6 
• Basic application of legal rules and principles to Adam’s situation. 


Basic presentation of a legal argument, using minimal legal 
terminology, relating to relating to human rights 


 0 Response not creditworthy or not attempted. 
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2


Answer two questions in total.


Section A
 


Human Rights Law 


Answer one question from this section if you have studied this area of law.


The questions which follow require you to:
	 •	 demonstrate knowledge and understanding of legal rules and principles;
	 •	 apply legal rules and principles to the scenario; and
	 •	 present a legal argument using appropriate legal terminology.


Credit will be given for the use of relevant supporting case law and authority.


Or,


		  In 2011 Adam suffered a massive stroke which left him completely paralysed from the 
neck down, but he could move his head and his eyes. For many years, he had wanted 
to end his life, but could not do so without assistance, other than by self-starvation 
which would be a long, painful and distressing death. He wanted someone to kill him 
by injecting him with a lethal drug. If necessary he was prepared to kill himself by 
means of a machine which, after being loaded with a lethal drug, could be digitally 
activated by Adam, using a password, via an eye blink computer. Adam wants to apply 
to the High Court for a declaration that it would be lawful for a doctor to assist him in 
terminating his life this way, or if the court refused, then Adam would like a declaration 
that the current law, which states that encouraging or assisting a suicide is a crime, is 
incompatible with his right to a private life under article 8 of the European Convention 
on Human Rights.


	 	 Advise Adam of the powers that judges have under the Human Rights Act, 1998 to 
challenge the law on assisted suicide.	 [50]


© WJEC CBAC Ltd.
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Comment

Good to see explanation and application for both actus reus and mens rea of each offence







Comment

could extend application  a little further here for A02







Comment

Excellent knowledge and understanding of non-fatal offences, though application a little rushed in parts, but good use of case law throughout. A01- 17; A02-23
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Section C 
 


Steven enjoys driving his open top sports car at speed. On a beautiful sunny day Steven 
is driving very fast through a country village when he passes Davina, a pedestrian, who is 
out walking. Davina is so startled by the speed of the car passing her, on the narrow road, 
that she leaps out of Steven’s way and in doing so she falls over, suffering cuts and 
bruises to her arms and legs. Aidan, a passer-by, helps Davina to her feet. Davina’s 
boyfriend, Mike, hears Davina’s cries and rushes to find out what is going on. He sees 
Aidan holding Davina’s arm. He runs over and shouts at Aidan, ‘Let go of her or I will kill 
you!’ Meanwhile Steven has stopped his car to see what is going on. Mike, realising that 
Steven is to blame for Davina falling over and hurting herself, drags Steven from the car 
and kicks  and punches him repeatedly, breaking four of Steven’s ribs.  


 
Advise Steven and Mike as to whether they have committed any non-fatal offences, 
applying your knowledge and understanding of legal rules and principles. [50] 


 
 
Indicative content 
 
NOTE: The content is not prescriptive and candidates are not expected to mention all the material 
mentioned below. Each answer will be assessed on its merits according to the assessment grid 
and the indicative content. Examiners should seek to credit any further admissible evidence 
offered by candidates. 
 
In advising Steven and Mike candidates are expected to demonstrate knowledge and 
understanding of legal rules and principles relevant to non-fatal offences against the person. 
Candidates are expected to apply the full range of legal rules and principles to Steven and Mike’s 
situation, including the Offences Against the Person Act 1861 and relevant case law, in order to 
present a legal argument. 
 
The response might consider issues such as: 


• The mens rea for s20 is the intention or recklessness to cause some harm (some injury or 
ABH) but the actus reus or the outcome has to be a wound or serious injury/GBH. As Steven 
is driving recklessly he is reckless in causing at least some harm, so the mens rea is proved. 
However, Davina suffers only cuts and bruises. Harms can be direct or indirect but Davina’s 
injuries do not constitute a wound or GBH. Therefore Steven might not be liable for s20 but he 
could be liable for s47.  


• The mens rea for s47 is the intention or recklessness to commit an assault, meaning the 
intention or recklessness to cause the victim fear of unlawful force or applying unlawful force. 
The actus reus of s47 is any injury or hurt caused which leaves a mark but is not permanent; it 
should not be too trivial or too insignificant. Cuts and bruises are often seen as being s47 so 
this will apply to Davina. As Steven is speeding he is driving recklessly and Davina’s injuries 
are the result of his driving so he will be liable.  


• An assault is when Mike puts Aidan in fear of immediate unlawful force. This can be a thing 
said or done, signs or even silence. The mens rea for assault is intention or recklessness as to 
causing the victim to fear immediate unlawful force, while the actus reus can be as little as 
fear. As Mike threatens to kill Aidan this suggests he has the intention of causing immediate 
unlawful force. Mike causes Aidan to feel fear and so he is liable. 


• S18 requires the intention to cause serious injury/GBH or to wound. The actus reus is a 
wound which breaks all layers of the skin or a serious injury. Mike kicks and punches Steven 
repeatedly which clearly shows he has the intention to cause serious injury. As Steven’s ribs 
are broken this is enough for serious injury/GBH. Mike is liable  


• It is helpful is to consider the actus reus before the mens rea and then reach a conclusion. 


 
  


5 0 
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Band Marks 
AO1: Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of legal rules 
and principles 


4 16-20 
• Excellent, detailed knowledge and understanding of the legal rules 


and principles relating to non-fatal offences against the person  


3 11-16 
• Good knowledge and understanding of the legal rules and 


principles relating to defences to non-fatal offences against the 
person 


2 6-10 
• Satisfactory knowledge and understanding of the legal rules and 


principles relating to non-fatal offences against the person 


1 1-5 
• Basic knowledge and understanding of the legal rules and 


principles relating to non-fatal offences against the person 


 0 Response not creditworthy or not attempted. 


 
 


Band Marks 
AO2: Apply legal rules and principles to given scenarios in order 
to present a legal argument using appropriate legal terminology 


5 25-30 


• Excellent, detailed application of legal rules and principles to 
Steven and Mike’s situation. 


• Excellent presentation of a legal argument, using appropriate legal 
terminology, case law and other legal authorities relating to non-
fatal offences against the person. 


4 19-24 


• Very good application of legal rules and principles to Steven and 
Mike’s situation. 


• Very good presentation of a legal argument, using appropriate legal 
terminology, case law and other legal authorities relating to non-
fatal offences against the person 


3 13-18 


• Good application of legal rules and principles to Steven and Mike’s 
situation. 


• Good presentation of a legal argument, using appropriate legal 
terminology, case law and other legal authorities relating to relating 
to non-fatal offences against the person 


2 7-12 


• Satisfactory application of legal rules and principles to Steven and 
Mike’s situation. 


• Satisfactory presentation of a legal argument, using some 
appropriate legal terminology, case law and other legal authorities 
relating to relating to non-fatal offences against the person 


1 1-6 


• Basic application of legal rules and principles to Steven and Mike’s 
situation. 


• Basic presentation of a legal argument, using minimal legal 
terminology, relating to relating to non-fatal offences against the 
person 


 0 Response not creditworthy or not attempted. 
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Section C


Criminal Law 


Answer one question from this section if you have studied this area of law.


The questions which follow require you to:
	 •	 demonstrate knowledge and understanding of legal rules and principles;
	 •	 apply legal rules and principles to the scenario; and
	 •	 present a legal argument using appropriate legal terminology.


Credit will be given for the use of relevant supporting case law and authority.


Either,


	 	 Steven enjoys driving his open-top sports car at speed. On a beautiful sunny day 
Steven is driving very fast through a country village when he passes Davina, a 
pedestrian, who is out walking. Davina is so startled by the speed of the car passing 
her on the narrow road, that she leaps out of Steven’s way and in doing so she falls 
over, suffering cuts and bruises to her arms and legs. Aidan, a passer-by, helps Davina 
to her feet. Davina’s boyfriend, Mike, hears Davina’s cries and rushes to find out what 
is going on. He sees Aidan holding Davina’s arm. He runs over and shouts at Aidan, 
‘Let go of her or I will kill you!’ Meanwhile Steven has stopped his car to see what is 
going on. Mike, realising that Steven is to blame for Davina falling over and hurting 
herself, drags Steven from the car and kicks and punches him repeatedly, breaking 
four of Steven’s ribs.


	 	 Advise Steven and Mike as to whether they have committed any non-fatal offences, 
applying your knowledge and understanding of legal rules and principles.	 [50]


5 0





























Comment

A02, with case law to support



Comment

detail missing here on legal causation



Comment

cases needed here, Nedrick; Woolin, Matthews & Alleyne







Comment

Jordan facts confused with Smith, but attempt to discuss medical treatment breaking the chain



Comment

cases - Adomako; could also discuss UAM







Comment

lacks cases here and the distinction between basic and specific intent crimes



Comment

brief conclusion needed, summing up main points.  A01-15; A02-20

































Comment

yes, but also most of the law on murder is found in case law



Comment

yes, Majewski, though better to start with explaining and applying the offence of murder first, actus reus, causation, mens rea and then possible defences







Comment

not relevant



Comment

yes, factual causation needs to be established in relation to homicide and cases needed e.g White, Pagett, Kimsey







Comment

lacks focus



Comment

need to discuss legal causation, plus cases



Comment

yes, could be GNM, but also need to discuss whether the intervening acts have broken the chain of causation with cases such as Jordan, Cheshire, Smith







Comment

some relevant points, though structure is not clear and there needed to be a detailed discussion of legal causation. A01- 13; A02- 17
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Alfie and Simon went to a music festival together. They watched numerous bands 
and drank lots of cider. Whilst in the festival bar Alfie taunted Simon saying that his 
favourite band was better than Simon’s favourite band and they began to argue, 
resulting in Alfie punching Simon on the chin, causing him to fall and bang his head 
on the floor. The barman, Richie, physically threw them both out into the field, 
causing Simon to fall over and bang his head for a second time. By now Simon was 
barely conscious, so Alfie ran over to the St John’s Ambulance tent, who arranged for 
an ambulance to take Simon to the accident and emergency department of the 
nearest hospital. Simon was examined by Chris, a young and inexperienced doctor. 
Chris sent Simon for an x-ray, but did not think it necessary to order a brain scan. 
The x-ray looked normal, so Chris told Simon he could go home. In fact Simon had 
suffered a serious brain injury which did not show up on the x-ray, but which could 
have been diagnosed and treated if Chris had ordered a brain scan. Simon died a 
few days later. 


 
In the light of reported case law and other sources of law, consider whether Alfie may 
be criminally liable for Simon’s death. [50] 


 
 
Indicative content 
 
NOTE: The content is not prescriptive and candidates are not expected to mention all the 
material mentioned below. Each answer will be assessed on its merits according to the 
assessment grid and the indicative content. Examiners should seek to credit any further 
admissible evidence offered by candidates. 
 
In advising Alfie candidates are expected to demonstrate knowledge and understanding of 
legal rules and principles relevant to homicide. Candidates are expected to apply the full 
range of legal rules and principles to Alfie’s situation, including murder and manslaughter 
and relevant case law, in order to present a legal argument. 
 
The response might consider issues such as: 


• Applying the actus reus of murder to Alfie’s case: that the defendant must cause the 
death of a human being. Causation – both factual and legal causation can be explained. 
Further advice in this area can include factual causation – ‘but for’ test, e.g. White 
Dalloway and legal causation, operating and substantial cause  


• Applying mens rea of murder to Alfie’s case: the intention to kill or cause grievous bodily 
harm to Simon. Advice should include reference to both direct and oblique intention. 
Support may come from discussion of virtual certainty test: Woolin; Nedrick  


• Is there coincidence of actus reus and mens rea in Alfie’s case (i.e. the application of the 
'same transaction' principle)? Reference to Thabo Meli, Church, Le Brun  


• Applying Novus actus interveniens to Alfie’s case: consideration of circumstances which 
would be sufficient to break the chain of causation – act of a third party which is “free, 
deliberate and informed” (Pagett) 


• Chain of causation: whether broken by medical negligence: Smith, 


• Jordan, Cheshire. 


• Involuntary manslaughter: unlawful act manslaughter: Franklin, Lamb; 


• Gross negligence manslaughter: Adamoko.  
 
  


6 0 
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Band Marks 
AO1: Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of legal rules 
and principles 


4 16-20 
• Excellent, detailed knowledge and understanding of the legal 


rules and principles relating to homicide 


3 11-16 
• Good knowledge and understanding of the legal rules and 


principles relating to homicide 


2 6-10 
• Satisfactory knowledge and understanding of the legal rules and 


principles relating to homicide  


1 1-5 
• Basic knowledge and understanding of the legal rules and 


principles relating to homicide. 


 0 Response not creditworthy or not attempted. 


 
 


Band Marks 
AO2: Apply legal rules and principles to given scenarios in 
order to present a legal argument using appropriate legal 
terminology 


5 25-30 


• Excellent, detailed application of legal rules and principles to 
Alfie’s situation. 


• Excellent presentation of a legal argument, using appropriate 
legal terminology, case law and other legal authorities relating to 
homicide. 


4 19-24 


• Very good application of legal rules and principles to Alfie’s 
situation. 


• Very good presentation of a legal argument, using appropriate 
legal terminology, case law and other legal authorities relating to 
homicide. 


3 13-18 


• Good application of legal rules and principles to Alfie’s situation. 


• Good presentation of a legal argument, using appropriate legal 
terminology, case law and other legal authorities relating to 
relating to homicide. 


2 7-12 


• Satisfactory application of legal rules and principles to Alfie’s 
situation. 


• Satisfactory presentation of a legal argument, using some 
appropriate legal terminology, case law and other legal 
authorities relating to homicide. 


1 1-6 
• Basic application of legal rules and principles to Alfie’s situation 


• Basic presentation of a legal argument, using minimal legal 
terminology, relating to homicide. 


 0 Response not creditworthy or not attempted. 
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