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	Resources for revision:
· Lesson notes and workbooks
· Law textbooks
· Carousel quizzes available on MS Teams
· Additional textbook handouts, and links to case / law reports websites (these will start to be made available in the MS Teams folder)
· Past papers and examiners reports









Top Tips for success

Step one- Transform the information from the listed resources and put them into a condensed format (i.e Cornell notes). Consider creating flashcards, mind maps, knowledge organiser, learn the cases and statutes to apply to questions – remember to summarise! Keep it consistent and SIMPLE!
Step two- Active recall- This is a crucial aspect of the revision process and is often missed out. You need to ensure you actively test your memory and ability to recall, you must struggle, you cannot simply rely on the textbook. Therefore, without notes it is worthwhile trying to write what you remember (especially cases) on a mini whiteboard, or even apply the information to an exam question or engage with the carousel quizzes.
Step three- Plan essay questions- Do this as part of the ‘active recall’ it is important you draft plans for essay questions, you can also use this as a checkpoint to check your plan with your teachers and peers. Use the IDEA planning structure within your Cornell notes. The more you use this, the easier you will find it will be to write your answers and you will find that you will write more in the time given. Remember to establish at the start what the offence / liability/Defence / legal issue is – otherwise you are not answering the question.
Step four - Complete (30 mark) essay questions – The two 30-mark questions carry the majority of marks on each paper. Exam technique can only be developed through real life practice. Complete extra essay questions and we will happily provide feedback.
Step five- Engage with feedback- Feedback is pointless without students actively engaging with the advice given, clarify anything you are unsure about with your teacher. This may involve redrafting your essay question in response to feedback.
Other important guidelines:
· 5 hours per subject per week outside of your classroom lessons is the minimum recommended. This can involve revision, research, reading etc.
· Plan your revision, create a revision timetable, and ensure you allocate a reasonable amount of time for yourself. Research shows students often fail to do this and therefore do not stick to the timetable.
· Minimise any distractions, particularly mobile phones/television. Ensure they are on silent or DND. Put them in a drawer or use apps like Forest or Flora.
· Ensure you develop a healthy sleeping routine that fits with the school day (we should not be getting messages on Teams or emails that are being sent at 2am!
· Eat healthily to improve your ability to maintain focus.
· Exercise: run, cycle, walk, gym, swim, stretches, yoga. Ensure you take breaks to ensure a work life balance.
· Practice breathing and meditation – there are loads of great Podcasts, clips on YouTube or Apps you can use. 
MCQs advice

· With MCQ type tests, usually time is very limited. You have 1.2 minutes for each MCQ, so divide the time on all MCQs properly. This does not mean divide time equally. For example, Maths MCQs may take more time to solve while English MCQs should take lot less than the time allocated.
· Read the MCQ and before reading the choices, think in your mind for correct answer and then read the choices. It will help you to choose the correct choice or the answer.
· There will be some choices that would surely know are wrong, skip these wrong choices first and focus on the rest choices for correct answer. It increases your chances to select the correct choice.
· For answering MCQs you are directed to record your answers in a specific way. Ensure you follow the directions or your work with become void.
· Practice sample MCQs tests in timed environment. These let you know how you perform under time pressure.
Question: Which of the following statements is true?

· Select the correct response and ensure the circle is completely filled in alongside the appropriate answer
· If you change your mind, cross out the original answer and completely fill in the circle next to the answer you now wish to choose 
· If you do change your mind, refer back to the instructions at the start of Section A to ensure you are following them precisely; the key is to make sure your answer is clear

How to answer a short answer question

Exam style question (1)
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Although there is no scenario in this question, students must still follow the IDEAL structure to give clarity.
Students must: 
· Identify the subject of the question in this case ‘mediator’
· Define the subject of the question – what is a mediator?
· Explain the focus of the question – in this case “3 aspects”
· Apply the 3 aspects clearly in relation to the mediator.
· Link back to the question in the conclusion

Exam style question (2):
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Model answer
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How to structure a 10-mark question
	Identify the relevant legal concept/Offence/defence in the question
· Clearly state what the relevant law is in your first sentence
· Be clear and concise (max. 1 or 2 sentences)

	Content

	
	D may be liable for Murder.

	Define the relevant  concept/Offence/defence in the question
· Clearly state how this area of law has been defined either in statute or in a case, perhaps by a judge (e.g murder was defined by Lord Coke in a 17th century case)
· Do not provide your own definition – this is Law, not your opinion. Your job is to accurately state what the law is.
	Murder is defined by Lord Coke as ...

“unlawful killing of a reasonable person in being under the Queen’s peace, with malice aforethought, express or implied”

	Explain the elements of the legal concept/offence/defence/
· Identify the specific elements that make up the offence/defence and 
· Explain of the elements (e.g Unlawful is an element of murder i.e this must be proven. What constitutes unlawfulness in the eyes of the law?
· Support each element with relevant statute and/or cases (not every element will have a corresponding case but if one exists, you will be expected to use this to illustrate the relevant element. Is there a case that illustrates when a killing was considered to be unlawful?

	To be guilty of murder, the prosecution must prove beyond reasonable doubt that there has been the following:
· A killing of a person in being
· Killing was unlawful
·  Killing occured during the King’s peace
· Killing occured with malice aforethought that was either express or implied.

· You must also explain causation and transferred malice if relevant

	Apply the law to the scenario
· Apply each of the element you have explained to the given scenario – ask yourself how the defendant/claimant/prosecution have met each of the element
· Reach a reasonable conclusion as to whether the defendant is liable, or the prosecution has met each element for and what the remedy or penalty might be
	In this scenario...
· ...there was a killing because ...
· The actions of the Defendant led to the victims death (causation) because... 
· Killing was unlawful because...
· Killing occurred during the King’s peace because...
· Killing occurred with malice aforethought that was either express because ... (or implied because...)
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How to structure a 15-mark question
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	Identify the relevant legal concept/Offence/defence in the question
· Clearly state what the relevant law is in your first sentence
· Be clear and concise (max. 1 or 2 sentences)

	Content

	
	One way in which the courts determines liability in law is through the apportioning of fault

	Define the relevant concept/Offence/defence in the question
· Clearly state how this area of law has been defined either in statute or in a case, perhaps by a judge 
· Do not provide your own definition – this is Law, not your opinion. Your job is to accurately state what the law is.
	Fault is... 

It is used to determine liability in terms of ... of intention (purpose), recklessness (foresight of risk), negligence (failure to reach the standard of the reasonable person) and strict liability (imposition of liability even in the absence of fault)

	Explain the focus of the question – this may be a legal concept/offence/defence/
· Identify the specific elements that make up the offence/defence and 
· Give basic explanation of the elements 
· Support each element with relevant statute and/or cases (not every element will have a corresponding case but if one exists, you will be expected to use this to illustrate the relevant element. 
	To be liable for an action for private nuisance, it must be proved on the balance of probabilities that there was unlawful indirect interference with a person’s use or enjoyment of their land resulting in loss of amenity and/or physical damage and the notion of reasonable use based on factors such as locality, duration, intensity, malice and sensitivity of the claimant.



	Apply the law to the concept/Offence/defence in the question in this case private nuisance in order to Evaluate its importance
· Apply each of the element you have explained to the given scenario – ask yourself how the defendant/claimant/prosecution have met each of the element
· Reach a reasonable conclusion that answers the question in this case as to extent that fault plays a role in deciding liability in law. 
	Fault can be seen in the court process, for instance its contribution to the assessment of the severity of any criminal punishment or the extent of any civil remedy and its function in allocating responsibility between the parties in terms of defences...

In the context of nuisance fault can be seen in absence of any requirement for negligence and the standard of the reasonable person in assessing the defendant’s actions (the assessment being based on “give and take” between neighbours and the idea of unlawful interference)...

It can also be seen in the application to the defendant for not having regard for neighbours...

It can also be seen in the defences available to a claim in private nuisance and to remoteness of damage. (Miller v Jackson and Sturges v Bridgeman)...

In conclusion, on the one hand, liability in private nuisance is not based on fault,  as the  defendant is principally judged by the standard of unlawful interference, but on the other hand, there are elements of fault such as the malice factor
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How to structure a 30-mark question 
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	Identify the relevant legal concept/Offence/defence in the question
· Clearly state what the relevant law is in your first sentence
· Be clear and concise (max. 1 or 2 sentences)

	Content

	
	The relevant applicable law in this case is the Occupier’s liability Act of 1957 and /1984

	Define the relevant concept/Offence/defence in the question
· Clearly state how this area of law has been defined either in statute or in a case, perhaps by a judge 
· Do not provide your own definition – this is Law, not your opinion. Your job is to accurately state what the law is.
	· The OLA 1957 governs the liability that is owed by owners to lawful visitors... 

· The OLA 1084 governs the liability that is owed by owners to tresspassers... 

	Explain the legal concept/offence/defence/
· Identify the specific elements that make up the offence/defence and 
· Give detailed explanation of the elements
· Support each element with relevant statute and/or cases (not every element will have a corresponding case but if one exists, you will be expected to use this to illustrate the relevant element. 
	· To apportion liability under the OLA 1957, there must be:
· premises, defined under section... as ....
· There must be an ‘occupier’ defined under section.... as ....
· There must be a lawful visitor. Section...defines a lawful visitor as...

· Possible defences might be...
· This is defined as...
· To be able to rely on this defence the respondent must show the following...
--------------------------------------------------------------------
· To apportion liability under the OLA 1984, there must be:
· premises, defined under section... as ....
· There must be an ‘occupier’ defined under section.... as ....
· There must be an unlawful visitor. Section...defines a unlawful visitor as...

· Possible defences might be...
· This is defined as...
· To be able to rely on this defence the respondent must show the following...



	· Apply the law to the concept/Offence/defence in the question in this case private nuisance 
· Apply each of the element you have explained to the given scenario – ask yourself how the defendant/claimant/prosecution have met each of the element for the offence/defence
· Reach a reasonable conclusion that answers the question for each party. 

	In relation to Paul...
The premises is... because...
The occupier is ... because...
The lawful/unlawful visitor is... because...

However Paul  may be able to rely on the defence of ...

This is because ...
-
-
-
-

In relation to Safi...
The premises is... because...
The occupier is ... because...
The lawful/unlawful visitor is... because...

However Safi may be able to rely on the defence of ...
This is because ....:
-
-
-
-
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Explain three aspects of the role of a mediator.

[5 marks]
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Marks for this question: AO1=5

Levels of response mark scheme 5 marks — AO1 only

Mark range | Description
4-5 Knowledge is good and demonstrates a good understanding of the English legal
system.
Band3 | Where appropriate a good example of a case to ilustrate suggested reasons.
2-3 Knowledge is satisfactory and demonstrates a satisfactory understanding of the
English legal system.
Band2 | Where appropriate a satisfactory example of a case to illustrate reasons.
1 Knowledge is limited and demonstrates a limited understanding of the English
legal system.
Band1 | Where appropriate a limited example of a case to illustrate reasons.
0 Nothing worthy of credit
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Indicative content

Aot

« The role of a mediator (mediation) is a form of altemative dispute resolution where the dispute can be
settled ‘out of court..

« Amediator is neutral between the two parties to a dispute.

« The mediator moves between the parties to find a compromise to their dispute.

« Amediator will seek to understand the parties’ positions in order to find common ground.

« Amediator can convey offers between the parties.

Credit any other relevant point(s).
Answers which explain two aspects: maximum 4 marks

Answers which explain one aspect: maximum 2 marks

Use of examples, for instance mediation in family cases and mediation in major commercial disputes, will
enhance an answer within the relevant band.
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In these circumstances, suggest why any claim made by Leah in respect of her

psychiatric injury would be unlikely to succeed in court.

[5 marks]
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Marks for this question: AO1 =2 and AO2 =3

Levels of response mark scheme 5 marks — AO1 (2) and AO2 (3)

Mark range | Description
4-5 Good outline explanation of legal rules and principles and good application to the
scenario in order o present a legal argument using appropriate terminology.
Band3 | Good explanation of a relevant case to support the application.
23 Knowledge is satisfactory and demonstrates a satisfactory understanding of
relevant legal rules and principles.
Bang2 | Satisfactory application of legal rules and principles to the scenario.
Satisfactory explanation of a relevant case to support the application.
1 Knowledge is limited and demonstrates a imited understanding of legal rules and
principles.
Band 1
0 Nothing worthy of credit
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Indicative content

Aot

« Brief explanation of the difference between a primary victim and a secondary victim in the context of
psychiatric injury.

« Brief explanation of the restrictions on a claim made by a secondary victim.

A02

« Application to suggest that Leah was a secondary victim as she was told of the accident rather than
being a participant in the accident.

« Application to argue that Leah does not meet the criteria required for a successful claim by a
secondary victim in terms of a sufficient tie of love and affection and in terms of witnessing the
accident itself or the immediate aftermath.

« Possible brief reference to illustrative case law, for example Alcock v Chief Constable for South
Yorkshire and Page v Smith.

Maximum marks can be awarded where an answer deals only with the issue of a sufficient tie of
love and affection or deals only with the failure to witness the accident or its immediate
aftermath. If an answer deals with both, this broader approach can be awarded full marks even
though the level of detail is less.
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Taking into account the rules on negligent misstatement, advise Nick of his rights

against Ona.

[10 marks]
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Marks for this question: AO1 =3, A02 =4 and AO3 =3

Levels of response mark scheme 10 marks — AO1 (3), AO2 (4) and AO3 (3)

Mark range

Description

7-10

Band 3

Knowledge is good and demonstrates a good understanding of relevant legal
rules and principles.

Good analysis of legal rules and principles leading to good application of the
correct rules and principles to the scenario.

Good explanation of relevant legal authority to support the application.

A good legal argument s presented using appropriate terminology to support
advice.

Band 2

Knowledge is satisfactory and demonstrates a satisfactory understanding of
relevant legal rules and principles.

Satisfactory analysis of legal rules and principles leading to satisfactory
application of the correct rules and principles to the scenario.

Satisfactory explanation of relevant legal authority to support the application.

A satisfactory legal argument s presented using some appropriate terminology to
support advice.

1-2

Band 1

Alimited demonstration of knowledge.
Limited analysis of legal rules and principles in relation to the scenario but rules.
and principles are not applied correctly to the scenario.

Nothing worthy of credit.
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AO1

« Identification and outline explanation of economic loss and of the possibiity of an action in negligence
to recover damages for a negligent misstatement albeit on a restricted basis.

« Brief explanation of appropriate supporting case authority for instance Spartan Steel v Martin,
Hedley Byrne v Heller and Caparo v Dickman.

02

« Possible application of the rules govering the difference between a consequential economic loss and
a pure economic loss to suggest that Nick has sustained a pure economic loss.

« Application of the rules governing the differing ways in which the courts treat a claim for pure
economic loss caused by negligent acts and negligent statements to suggest that Nick has sustained
a pure economic loss caused by a statement.

« Negligent misstatement: application of the elements necessary to establish a special relationship
between the claimant and defendant such as an expertise on the part of the defendant, a voluntary
assumption of responsibility towards a known user and reasonable reliance on the part of the claimant
to consider whether Nick and Ona have such a special relationship in the context of the former reading
anewsletter written by the latter.
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A03

« Possible analysis and evaluation of the requirements for a claim in negligence for pure economic loss
with reference to the restricted nature of the duty of care.

« Analysis and evaluation of the elements required to establish the special relationship i the context of
a newsletter.

« Further reference to and analysis of case authority, developing the discussion of the cases cited
above and/or further relevant cases, for example Chaudhry v Prabhakar, Patchett v SPATA and
Smith v Bush.
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Examine the role which fault plays in deciding liability in law. Discuss the extent to

‘Which liabilty for private nuisance depends on fault

[15 marks]
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Marks for this question: AO1 = 5 and AO3 = 10

Levels of response mark scheme 15 marks — AO1 (5) and AO3 (10)

Mark range

Description

13-15

Band 5

Knowledge is excellent and demonstrates an excellent understanding of the
Nature of Law and legal rules and principles. Excellent selection and use of
relevant legal authority.

Excellent analysis and evaluation of legal rules and principles; concepts and
issues. Excellent drawing together of knowledge and understanding of
substantive and non-substantive law from across the course of study.

Alogical, sustained and well-developed line of reasoning is maintained leading to
avalid, relevant and substantiated conclusion.

10-12

Band4

Knowledge is good and demonstrates a good understanding of the Nature of Law
and legal rules and principles. Good selection and use of relevant legal authority.
Good analysis and evaluation of legal rules and principles; concepts and issues.
Good drawing together of knowledge and understanding of substantive and non-
substantive law from across the course of study.

A sustained and, but not yet fully, developed line of reasoning is established
leading to a partially justified conclusion.

7-9

Band 3

Knowledge is satisfactory and demonstrates a satisfactory understanding of the
Nature of Law and legal rules and principles. Satisfactory selection and use of
relevant legal authority.

Satisfactory analysis and evaluation of legal rules and principles; concepts and
issues. Some drawing together of knowledge and understanding of substantive
and non-substantive law from across the course of study.

Achain of reasoning starts to develop which leads to a partially justified
conclusion.

Band 2

Knowledge is limited and demonsrates a limited understanding of the Nature of
Law and legal rules and principles. Limited selection and use of relevant legal
authority.

Limited analysis and evaluation of legal rules and principles; concepts and issues.
Limited drawing together of knowledge and understanding of substantive and non-
substantive law from across the course of study. Some reasoning is attempted
‘which leads to a limited conclusion.

1-3

Band 1

Knowledge is minimal and demonstrates a minimal understanding of the Nature of
law and legal rules and principles. Minimal selection and use of relevant legal
authority.

Minimal analysis and evaluation of legal concepts and issues.

No chain of reasoning is attempted.

Nothing worthy of credit.





image19.png
Distribution of marks for substantive and non-substantive law:

Substantive Non-substantive Total marks

5 10 15

Indicative content

Aot

« Identiication of the significance of fault and the role it plays in deciding liability in civil law and possibly
criminal law. Identification of the meaning and nature of fault in terms of intention, recklessness,
negligence and strict liabilty.

« Possible identification of aspects of fault such as whether the defendant was acting voluntarily and
‘whether the defendant is able to raise a defence against the claimant.

« Outline of the basic requirements of the tort of private nuisance: an unlawful indirect interference with
a person's use or enjoyment of their land resulting i loss of amenity and/or physical damage and the
notion of reasonable use based on factors such as locality, duration, intensity, malice and sensitivity of
the claimant.

O3 candidates may discuss a range of factors, with appropriate supporting case authority. Examples

include the following:

« analysis of fault o establish its meaning and nature in deciding liability in terms of intention (purpose),
recklessness (foresight of isk), negligence (failure to reach the standard of the reasonable person)
and strict liability (imposition of liability even in the absence of fault)

« possible analysis of the role of fault in the court process, for instance its contribution to the
assessment of the severity of any criminal punishment or the extent of any civil remedy and its
function in allocating responsibility between the parties in terms of defences

« possible analysis of the role of fault in society, for instance in justifying the imposition of penalties or
damages and in indicating how behaviour should be modified in the future.

« analysis of fault in the context of nuisance (1): absence of any requirement for negligence and the
standard of the reasonable person in assessing the defendant's actions (the assessment being based
on “give and take” between neighbours and the idea of unlawful interference); possible reference to
general fault on the part of the defendant in not having regard for neighbours; possible reference to
defences available to a claim in private nuisance and to remoteness of damage. Possible case law
illustration, for instance Miller v Jackson and Sturges v Bridgeman

« analysis of fault in the context of nuisance (2): requirement of fault (intentional or deliberate
annoyance) in the context of the malice factor. Possible case law illustration, for instance Hollywood
Silver Fox Farm v Emmett and Christie v Davey

« conclusion as to the extent to which liability in private nuisance is based on fault, based on the
analysis and evaluation presented: the defendant is principally judged by the standard of unlawful
interference, which is not fault based, but there are elements of fault such as the malice factor.

Credit any other relevant point(s).

ICG1: fault and law
ICG2: fault and the tort of private nuisance
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Taking into account the law of occupiers’ iability, consider the rights and remedies of

Ravi against Paul and of Saffi against Paul.

[30 marks]
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Marks for this question: AO1 = 10, AO2 = 10 and AO3 = 10

Levels of response mark scheme 30 marks AO1 (10), AO2 (10) and AO3 (10)

Mark range

Description

25-30

Band 5

Knowledge is excellent and demonstrates an excellent understanding of relevant
legal rules and principles. Excellent selection and use of appropriate legal
authority.

There is excellent analysis and evaluation of legal rules and principles leading to
excellent application of the correct rules and principles to the scenario.

An excellent legal argument is presented using appropriate terminology.
Alogical, sustained and well-developed line of reasoning is maintained leading to
avalid, relevant and substantiated conclusion.

19-24

Band4

Knowledge is good and demonstrates a good understanding of relevant legal
rules and principles. Good selection and use of appropriate legal authority.

There is good analysis and evaluation of legal rules and principles leading to good
application of the correct rules and principles to the scenario.

Agood legal argument is presented using appropriate terminology.

A sustained and, but not yet fully, developed line of reasoning is established
leading to a partially justified conclusion.

13-18

Band 3

Knowledge is satisfactory and demonstrates a satisfactory understanding of
relevant legal rules and principles. Satisfactory selection and use of appropriate
legal authority.

There is satisfactory analysis and evaluation of legal rules and principles leading
1o satisfactory application of the correct rules and principles to the scenario.
Asatisfactory legal argument s presented using some appropriate terminology. A
chain of reasoning starts to develop which leads to a partially justified conclusion.

7-12

Band 2

Knowledge is limited and demonstrates a limited understanding of relevant legal
rules and principles. Limited selection and use of appropriate legal authority.
There is limited analysis and evaluation of legal rules and principles which may
lead to limited application of the correct rules and principles to the scenario.
Alimited legal argument is presented using ltlle appropriate terminology.

Some reasoning is attempted which leads to a limited conclusion.

1-6

Band 1

Knowledge is minimal and demonstrates minimal understanding of legal rules and
principles. Minimal selection and use of legal authority.

There is minimal analysis and evaluation of legal rules and principles which may
lead to minimal application of the correct rules and principles to the scenario.
Afragmented legal argument s attempted.

No chain of reasoning is attempted.

Nothing worthy of credit.
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Distribution of marks for substantive and non-substantive law:

Substantive Non-substantive Total marks
30 0 30

Indicative content

Aot

« Explanation of the provisions of the Occupiers’ Liability Act 1957: premises, occupier, visitor and
dangers due to the state of the premises or to things done or omitted to be done on them. Remedy of
damages.

« Explanation of the duty imposed by the 1957 Act on occupiers to take such care as in all the
circumstances of the case is reasonable to see that the visitor will be reasonably safe in using the
premises for the purposes for which he s invited or permitted by the occupiers to be there.

« Identification and explanation of the provision contained in s 2(3)(b) OLA 1957: the degree of care to
be shown towards a person in the exercise of his calling.

« Identification and explanation of the defence of contributory negligence: s2(3) OLA 1957.

« Identiication of the basic elements relevant to the existence of a duty under the Occupiers’ Liability
‘Act 1984: occupier, premises, conditions necessary for a duty to arise under s1(3) of the Act. Remedy
of damages.

« Explanation of the duty imposed by the 1984 Act on occupiers to take such care as is reasonable in all
the circumstances of the case to see that the unlawful visitor does not sufer injury on the premises by
reason of the danger concemed.

« Identification and explanation of the defence of consent: s1(6) OLA 1984.

A02

« Application to argue that the window ledge was premises for the purposes of the 1957 Act, that Ravi
‘was a visitor, that Paul was the occupier and that there was a danger due to the state of the premises
(a rotten window ledge that might collapse and injure someone).

« Application to suggest that in those circumstances Paul owed a duty of care to Ravi.

« Application to assess whether Paul broke his duty of care by failing to ensure that a visitor would be
reasonably safe given s 2(3)(b) OLA 1957 and given that Ravi was in the exercise of his calling. (Paul
gave a warning but it was not specific, Ravi was acting in the exercise of his calling but a rotten ledge
may be outside his specialism if he is not used to outdoor work).

« Application to argue that Paul may be able to use the defence of contributory negligence in terms of
‘whether Ravi's behaviour was below that of the reasonable person in attempting to climb onto a ledge
that he could see was damaged (possible reference to Ravi not wearing any sort of safety hamess).

« Application to conclude that if Paul does not have a defence, then he is liable to pay compensatory
damages to Ravi for his injuries, but that the existence of a defence may reduce or eliminate his.
liability. Reference to the “thin” skul rule in refation to the footballing injury.

« Application to argue that the trampoline was premises for the purposes of the 1984 Act, that Saffi was
an unlawful visitor (given the wanings and the existence of a fence), that Paul was the occupier and
that there was a danger due to the state of the premises (broken springs) rather than Saffi's own
actions (climbing onto the trampoline).

« Application to consider whether the requirements of 1(3) were satisfied and whether therefore a duty
under the 1984 Act existed: (1) whether Paul was aware of the danger (the broken springs) or had
reasonable grounds to believe that it existed (Paul knew of the damage); (2) whether Paul knew or
had reasonable grounds to believe that another would or might come into the vicinity of the danger
(Paul knew that the children played on the trampoline); (3) whether the danger is one against which, in




image23.png
all the circumstances of the case, Paul may reasonably be expected to offer another some protection
(a broken trampoline which could inflict serious injury on a young child).

« Application to consider whether Paul broke the duty of care (ifit existed) in terms of factors such as
‘whether Paul took appropriate precautions (he gave a warning that perhaps did not mention the
trampoline; he built a fence but did not notice the hole and the trampoline was clearly dangerous) and
‘whether Paul should be expected to protect a person determined to be iresponsible.

« Application to argue that Paul may have a defence of consent if Saffi voluntarily assumed the risk of
crawiing through the fence and climbing onto the trampoline. Possible argument that Saffi did not
know specifically that the trampoline was damaged.

« Application to conclude that if Paul does not have a defence, then he is liable to pay compensatory
damages to Saffifor her injuries (but not for her smashed watch), but that the existence of a defence
may eliminate his liabilty.

A03

« Analysis and evaluation of the existence of liability with reference to s 2(3)(b) and breach of duty.

« Analysis and evaluation of the existence of liabilty with reference to contributory negligence and the
standard of behaviour of the claimant in terms of factors such as likelihood of injury, seriousness of
injury risked and precautions he could have taken.

« Reference to and analysis of relevant case law, for example Wheat v Lacon, Roles v Nathan, Froom
v Butcher, Brannon v Airtours, Bolton v Stone, Paris v Stepney BC.

« Analysis and evaluation as to the existence of a duty of care under the 1984 Act with reference to
matters such as the frequency of trespassers, common humanity and whether the danger was.
obvious.

« Analysis and evaluation of the breach of any duty of care under the 1984 Act with reference to matters
such as, for instance, the obviousness of the danger, the likely age of any trespasser, likelihood of
trespass, seriousness of the injury risked, cost and practicality of precautions and warnings.

« Reference to and analysis of relevant case law, for example Tomlinson v Congleton BC, Keown v
Coventry NHS Trust, Donoghue v Folkestone Properties, Platt v Liverpool City Council, Ratcliff
v McConnell.

Note: Credit any other relevant point(s).
Note: Fully credit an application/analysis which arrives at either conclusion (that either Ravi or Saffi's
‘claim may succeed or otherwise).

1CG1: Occupiers' Liability Act 1957
1CG2: Occupiers' Liability Act 1984
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What's assessed

The nature of law and the English legal system (25 marks out of 100).
Criminal law (75 marks out of 100).

How it's assessed

* Written exam: 2 hours
* 100 marks
* 33% of A-level

Questions

A combination of multiple choice, short answer and extended writing
questions.
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What's assessed

The nature of law and the English legal system (25 marks out of 100).
Tort (75 marks out of 100).

How it's assessed

* Written exam: 2 hours
* 100 marks
* 33% of A-level

Questions

A combination of multiple choice, short answer and extended writing
questions.




image5.png
What's assessed

Law of contract (75 marks out of 100).

The nature of law and the English legal system (25 marks out of 100).
OR

Human rights (75 marks out of 100).

The nature of law and the English legal system (25 marks out of 100).
How it's assessed

* Written exam: 2 hours
* 100 marks
* 33% of A-level

Questions

A combination of multiple choice, short answer and extended writing
questions.




