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The Advanced Level (A-Level) Law curriculum represents a significant leap in pedagogical complexity, requiring 

students to transition from basic legal awareness to sophisticated analytical application. Among the various 

components, Unit 3 (often designated as LAW03 or H418/03), focusing on Criminal Law (Offences against the 

Person), stands as the most intellectually demanding module. This technical guide provides an exhaustive analysis

of the structural requirements, assessment objectives, and legal frameworks necessary to master this unit,

specifically tailoring insights from both AQA and OCR examination boards.

The Strategic Importance of Unit 3 in Legal Pedagogy

Unit 3 serves as the bedrock for understanding how statutory frameworks and common law principles intersect in 

the courtroom. Whether examining the Offences against the Person Act 1861 (OAPA) or the common law 

definitions of murder, students are expected to demonstrate more than just rote memorization. They must exhibit an 

ability to synthesize complex factual scenarios, identify relevant legal precedents, and apply Assessment 

Objectives (AOs) with surgical precision.

The unit typically covers fatal and non-fatal offences, general defences, and the evaluation of legal rules. 

Understanding the mechanics of the mark schemeis crucial, as these documents, prepared by Lead Assessment

Writers and Principal Examiners, dictate the specific criteria for awarding marks across different levels of

performance.

Theoretical Framework: AQA vs. OCR Structural Comparisons

While both AQA and OCR cover the same fundamental legal principles, their examination structures and emphasis 

on certain Assessment Objectivesdiffer slightly. The following table provides a side-by-side comparison of the

typical requirements for Unit 3 in the A-Level Law ecosystem.



Feature AQA (LAW03/7062) OCR (H418/03)

Primary Focus Criminal Law (Offences against the 
Person) or Contract Law.

The nature of law and Criminal Law.

Exam Duration 90 Minutes (standard for specific 
units) to 2 hours.

2 Hours.

Assessment Objectives Heavy emphasis on AO1, AO2, and 
AO3.

Integrated AO1, AO2, and AO3 
across multiple sections.

Question Format Problem-based scenarios and 
evaluative essays.

Multiple choice (Nature of Law) and 
scenario-based applications.

Answer Format 12-page answer book; black ink 
requirement.

Structured response booklet.

The Mechanics of the Mark Scheme

As noted in the technical data, mark schemes are living documents refined during standardisation meetings.

These meetings ensure that all examiners interpret student responses consistently. For a student, the mark

scheme is not just a grading tool but a blueprint for high-level performance. It breaks down responses into

'Levels' (usually Level 1 to Level 4), where the highest marks are reserved for those who show 'analytical' and

'critical' depth rather than mere 'description'.

Core Technical Concepts: The Hierarchy of Criminal Offences

To succeed in Unit 3, one must master the hierarchy of non-fatal and fatal offences. This requires a granular 

understanding of Actus Reus (the physical act) and Mens Rea (the mental state).

Non-Fatal Offences Against the Person

The OAPA 1861 is notorious for its antiquated language, which often provides the basis for AO3 (Evaluation)

questions regarding the need for law reform. The technical breakdown of these offences is as follows:

•  Common Assault &amp; Battery: Governed by Section 39 of the Criminal Justice Act 1988. Assault involves 

causing the victim to apprehend immediate unlawful personal violence, while Battery involves the actual application 

of such force.

•  Section 47 (ABH): Assault Occasioning Actual Bodily Harm. Requires the Actus Reus of an assault or battery 

that results in 'harm' (as defined in R v Miller [1954]).

•  Section 20 (GBH/Wounding): Inflicting Grievous Bodily Harm. This is a triable-either-way offence requiring 

'really serious harm'.

•  Section 18 (GBH with Intent): The most serious non-fatal offence. It requires the specific intent to cause GBH 

or to resist arrest.

Comparison of Non-Fatal Offences



Statute Section Common Name Actus Reus Mens Rea

Common Law Assault Apprehension of 
immediate force.

Intention or recklessness.

Common Law Battery Application of unlawful 
force.

Intention or recklessness.

s.47 OAPA 1861 ABH Assault/Battery causing 
harm.

Intention/recklessness as 
to the initial assault.

s.20 OAPA 1861 GBH (Malicious) Inflicting really serious 
harm.

Intention/recklessness as 
to some harm.

s.18 OAPA 1861 GBH (Intent) Causing really serious 
harm.

Specific intent to cause 
serious harm.

Technical Analysis: Fatal Offences and the Doctrine of Manslaughter

The study of Murder and Manslaughter within Unit 3 involves complex legal tests. Murder is defined under 

common law as the unlawful killing of a human being under the Queen's (or King's) peace with malice 

aforethought.

1. Murder and Malice Aforethought

The Mens Rea for murder is split into express malice (intent to kill) and implied malice (intent to cause GBH). The 

technical difficulty arises in 'oblique intent' cases, where the Virtual Certainty Test  from R v Woollin [1999]must

be applied. Students must demonstrate the ability to walk through this test: was death or serious injury a virtual

certainty, and did the defendant realize this?

2. Voluntary Manslaughter

These are 'partial defences' that reduce a charge from murder to manslaughter. They are technically complex

because the burden of proof often shifts or involves specific statutory criteria:

•  Loss of Control: Under the Coroners and Justice Act 2009. Requires a 'qualifying trigger' (fear of violence or 

things said/done of an extremely grave character).

•  Diminished Responsibility: Under the Homicide Act 1957 (as amended). Requires an abnormality of mental 

functioning arising from a recognized medical condition that substantially impairs the defendant's ability to 

understand their conduct, form a rational judgment, or exercise self-control.

3. Involuntary Manslaughter

This category involves deaths where the Mens Rea for murder is absent. Two primary forms are tested:

1.  Unlawful Act Manslaughter (UAM): Requires a dangerous, unlawful act that causes death. The test for 

'dangerousness' is objective (R v Church [1966]).

2.  Gross Negligence Manslaughter (GNM): Requires a duty of care, a breach of that duty which causes death, 

and a degree of negligence characterized as 'gross' by a jury (R v Adomako [1995]).

The AO1, AO2, and AO3 Workflow

In the context of an A-Level Law examination paper like LAW03, marks are distributed according to specific



objectives. Mastering these is the difference between a Grade C and a Grade A*.

AO1: Knowledge and Understanding

This is the foundation. You must accurately cite statutes (e.g., Section 18 of the OAPA 1861) and cases (e.g., R v 

Cunningham for recklessness). AO1 marks are awarded for the clarity and accuracyof your legal definitions. In

the mark scheme, a 'Level 4' AO1 response is described as "thorough and accurate," showing a comprehensive

grasp of legal principles.

AO2: Application of Law to Facts

This is where many students struggle. You are typically given a problem scenario(e.g., "Alan strikes Bob after a

heated argument..."). Technical application requires a step-by-step approach:

1.  Identify the potential offence.

2.  Define the Actus Reus and apply it to the facts.

3.  Define the Mens Rea and apply it to the facts.

4.  Consider any potential defences (e.g., Self-Defence).

5.  Reach a logical conclusion on liability.

AO3: Analysis and Evaluation

AO3 requires you to look at the law critically. For example, if the question asks about the OAPA 1861, you should 

evaluate whether the 150-year-old statute is still fit for purpose. Mentioning the Law Commission Reports(such

as the 2015 report on Reform of Offences Against the Person) is a high-level technical skill that signals to the

examiner that you understand the broader legal landscape.

Practical Implementation: A Revision Framework

The provided data mentions a LAW03 Criminal Revision Packand revision cards. An effective revision framework

for Unit 3 should follow a structured technical workflow:

Phase 1: Concept Mapping

Create a flow chart for every major offence. For example, a flow chart for Gross Negligence Manslaughtershould

include:

•  Does a duty of care exist? (Apply Donoghue v Stevenson/Caparo)

•  Was there a breach of duty?

•  Was the breach a substantial cause of death?

•  Was there a 'risk of death'? (R v Misra)

•  Was the negligence 'gross' in the eyes of the jury?

Phase 2: Case Law Indexing

Maintain a technical index of cases, categorized by the point of law they establish. Do not just learn the name; learn 

the Ratio Decidendi (the reason for the decision).



Case Name Topic Legal Principle (Ratio)

R v Roberts (1971) Causation The victim's own act only breaks the 
chain if it is 'daft' or 'unforeseeable'.

R v Nedrick (1986) Mens Rea Established the 'virtual certainty' test 
(refined in Woollin).

R v Savage (1991) s.47 ABH Confirmed that the Mens Rea for s.47 
does not require intent/recklessness 
for the harm, only for the assault/
battery.

R v Blaue (1975) Causation Established the 'Thin Skull Rule'—
take your victim as you find them.

Phase 3: Timed Practice and Mark Scheme Review

Using past papers (OCR or AQA) is essential. Students should write an answer and then cross-reference it with 

the Principal Examiner's Report. These reports highlight common mistakes made by the national cohort, such as 

confusing s.20 and s.18 or failing to explain the objective test in R v Church.

Case Study: Analyzing a Scenario for Unit 3

Consider the following scenario often found in Unit 3 examinations:

"Claire is angry with Diana. She throws a heavy glass vase at Diana's head. Diana ducks, the vase misses her, but

Diana trips over a rug and breaks her arm. Claire only intended to scare Diana."

Technical Breakdown for Examination:

Step 1: Identify Potential OffenceThe most likely charge is Section 47 ABH. While a broken arm could be 

Section 20 GBH, the lack of direct impact might lead to an ABH charge depending on the severity.

Step 2: Actus Reus (Causation)The Actus Reus of s.47 is an assault or battery causing ABH. Claire's act caused 

Diana to apprehend force (Assault). Did it cause the harm? Apply the But-For Test  (R v White) and the Legal 

Causation Test  (R v Pagett). But for Claire throwing the vase, Diana would not have ducked and tripped. The chain 

of causation remains intact as Diana's reaction was foreseeable (R v Roberts).

Step 3: Mens ReaFor s.47, the defendant only needs the Mens Rea for the initial assault (intent or recklessness as 

to causing Diana to apprehend immediate force). Claire intended to scare her; therefore, the Mens Rea for assault 

is present. She does not need to intend the broken arm (R v Savage).

Operational Challenges and Common Pitfalls

In the high-pressure environment of a 90-minute or 120-minute exam, technical errors are common. Principal

Examiners frequently cite the following failure modes:

•  Failure to Distinguish Recklessness: Students often use the term 'reckless' colloquially. In law, it must be 

Cunningham Recklessness (subjective): the defendant must have seen the risk and taken it anyway.

•  Omission of Key Tests: In Loss of Control, students often forget to mention the 'normal person' test (Section 

54(1)(c) of the 2009 Act).

•  Poor Time Management: Unit 3 requires writing a lot of information in a short period. Using a 12-page answer 



book effectively means spending roughly 45 minutes per major 30-mark question.

•  Vague Case Application: Simply 'dropping' case names without explaining their relevance to the facts 

provided in the scenario.

Synthesis of Legal Principles

The mastery of A-Level Law Unit 3 represents more than an academic milestone; it is the development of a legal 

mind. By navigating the complexities of the mark scheme, understanding the hierarchical nature of criminal 

offences, and applying rigorous technical analysisto problem scenarios, students prepare themselves for the

demands of university-level jurisprudence or a career in the legal sector.

The integration of statutory law (OAPA 1861, CJA 1988) with evolving common law precedents ensures that Unit 3 

remains a dynamic field of study. Success requires a commitment to the technicalities of the law, a clear 

understanding of the examiners' expectations, and a disciplined approach to the Assessment Objectives. As the

legal landscape shifts with new reforms and judicial interpretations, the foundational skills honed in this unit—

analysis, application, and evaluation—will remain the essential tools of any legal professional.

Baca Juga (Artikel Terkait)

•  Mastering OCR A Level Law: A Comprehensive Guide to the H418 Specification and Legal Frameworks
   URL: http://alaskawriters.com/ocr-a-level-law-h418-comprehensive-guide.pdf

Tags: #A Level Law  #Criminal Law  #AQA Law  #OCR Law  #Mark Scheme

http://alaskawriters.com/ocr-a-level-law-h418-comprehensive-guide.pdf


Page 1 of 6



Page 2 of 6



Page 3 of 6



Page 4 of 6



Page 5 of 6



Page 6 of 6


