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Teacher resource 5 - Unlawful Act Manslaughter 
You may want to print off this article before the lesson or allow students to find it using their mobile phones. http://news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/england/west_yorkshire/4649898.stm
Unlawful Act Manslaughter Revision

What are the tests for Unlawful Act Manslaughter and what case outlines these tests?

Answer: R v Goodfellow. Was there an unlawful act? Was the act objectively dangerous? Did the act cause death? Did D have the MR for the UA?

Now look at the article on R v Carey and apply it to each of the four tests. Where possible link the article to relevant cases.

Case:
1.
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2. 
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Conclusion
Now you have completed this task can you think of three criticisms of UAM?
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There� was an unlawful act as D chased V. This is an assault. R v Lamb, R v Franklin.





The act was not objectively dangerous as v died of a rare heart condition and this would not be obvious to a RM. This is similar to R v Dawson. Unlike R v Watson.





The act of chasing caused death as but for D chasing V she would not have collapsed and dies. D is more than a minimal cause as they chased V. Also just because v was more susceptible as she had a rare heart condition D will still be liable as D must take V as he finds her. R v Ruby, R v Kennedy.





D had the MR of the UA as they deliberately chased her to frighten her. R v Lowe, DPP v Newbury and Jones.





No UAM as the act was not objectively dangerous.


The objective test as D may not have intended serious harm or seen a risk of it.�The MR is easy to satisfy, which can be anomalous given the seriousness of the offence.�Constructive intent.
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