STRICT LIABILITY 
Definition
· The mens rea does not need to be proven
· They are regulatory crimes
· They are dealt with via a fine
· They are quick and cheap to prosecute
· Often unfair
Smedley’s Peas
· 1 caterpillar was found out of 4 million tins of peas
· Had done everything they could to avoid it 
· Was strict liability to raise standards in food production
Alphacell
· A leak was polluting a river
· They weren’t aware
· Was strict liability to raise standards in preventing pollution
Shah
· Shop worker sold a lottery ticket to an under 16
· Owner had provided full training
· Was strict liability to protect children from gambling










June 2015 Question 1: Briefly explain the meaning of ‘a crime of strict liability’ and the reasons for having such offences
[bookmark: _GoBack]The mens rea does not need to be proven for a strict liability crime. They are regulatory in nature and are dealt with via a fine. They often aim to raise standards.
In Smedley’s Peas despite taking all precautions one out of four million tins was contaminated with a caterpillar. Despite taking all precautions this was a strict liability offence in order to raise standards in food production.
In Alphacell a company were polluting a river without realising it. Even though they had taken precautions and didn’t realise it was a strict liability offence to raise standards in preventing pollution.
In Shah a shop worker sold a lottery ticket to an under 16. The shop owner had provided the worker with full training but it was a strict liability offence to protect children from gambling. 

 
