
Source Four: 
Evans LJ in R v Lidar [2000] 4 Archbold News 

 

 
Context of the case...Fill in the gaps! 

 
Lidar revolves around the existence of      manslaughter. Whilst     seemed to 

clearly show that this type of manslaughter did exist, the more recent case of    disapproved of 

that conclusion, and reinstituted     . However, Lord Mackay made two errors in his 

judgement which may have opened the door to     . The first is that he allowed the use of the 

word    by a judge in instructing a jury, albeit “           “. 

In doing this he was confirming the earlier precedents of    and      . In addition, he approved 

of     , which said the test was for ‘health and welfare’ .  

 

 

 

 

 

Now, look through the source and find evidence for each of the following: 

 

Point Line numbers Point Line Numbers 
The risk of injury D must have 
foreseen 
 

 GNM may be part of reckless Act 
manslaughter.  

 

Adomako does not get rid of 
reckless act manslaughter 
 

 Involuntary manslaughter is a 
broad offence, which needs a lot 
of vagueness. 
 

 

Confirmation of the subjective test 
for recklessness (R v G&R) 
 

 The fault required for 
manslaughter is uncertain.  

 

 

Thinking time: Use at least one case in each. 

1. Is reckless act largely confined to the motor-manslaughter cases now? 

 
 
2. Why might some people argue that reckless manslaughter is the closest to murder? 
 
 
 
3. Is RA really a separate category of manslaughter, or simply a different way of forming GNM? 
 
 
 
Finally... to argue his case, Evans LJ refers to at least two other sources. What are they and how to they link to the other sources 
in your booklet? 
 

Source: Source: 

What is its importance? 
 
 

What is its importance? 

Links to other sources? Links to other sources? 
 

Reckless Act  Stone & Dobinson  Bateman  Andrews  Adomako 
  Seymour  Gross Negligence   Reckless Act    
    reckless    in the ordinary connotation of that word” 


