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Teacher resource 10 - Intoxication
Here are the answers to the activity 10 learner worksheet. This is not exhaustive and you may have expected to see extra cases from some of your students.
Complete the following questions:

1. What is a specific intent offence?
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2. What is a basic intent offence?
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3. What are the specific and basic intent offences that you have studied?
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Now complete the following table:
	
	Outline the rules relating to Specific Intent Offences
	Key legal authority
	Outline the rules relating to Basic Intent Offences
	Key legal authority

	Voluntary Intoxication
	If D has MR he is still guilty.

If D has no MR then he may have a defence or partial defence. 

If D drinks for Dutch courage – no defence.
	R v Kingston – drunk/drugged intent is still intent.

R v Lipman

DPP v Beard

R v Gallagher
	D is guilty of the offence as becoming intoxicated is a reckless course of conduct and as recklessness is part of the MR of the offence then this is satisfied.
	DPP V Majewski



	Involuntary Intoxication
	If D has MR he is still guilty.

If D has no MR then he is not guilty.
	R v Kingston

R v Hardie
	If D has the MR he is guilty.

If D is not reckless in becoming intoxicated and has no MR then he has a defence.
	R v Kingston

R v Bailey.

	Drunken mistake
	If the mistake negates MR then D is not guilty

If the mistake is about self/defence/lawful force then D will still be guilty.
	R v Lipman

R v O’Grady
	D is guilty as it is a basic intent offence.
	


Extension questions
Using the table above and other knowledge you have from studying this topic can you list/discuss some of the criticisms of intoxication?
Suggestions include:

1. It is morally wrong to punish someone who does not intend to break the law (R v Kingston)

2. D may be reckless in getting intoxicated but this does not mean he is reckless as to the offence.

3. It is a complete defence to some offences e.g. theft but not to others e.g. murder.

Credit any other relevant criticism. 

Those that require intent.





Those where recklessness will suffice.





Specific = Murder, S18, Theft, Robbery, Burglary if the ulterior offence is theft.


Basic = UAM/GNM, assault, battery, ABH, S20, 
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