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This article will illustrate the amendments that were made to the Coroners and Justice Act as well as the influence those changes had on the defence of reduced responsibility. In addition, this article has brought attention to the question of whether or not this legislation has been modified for the better as a result of the Coroners and Justice Act (2009).
[bookmark: _Toc129045772]Coroners and Justice Act changes and its relationship with the defence of diminished responsibility
Partially reduced responsibility as a defence to murder is addressed under Section 52 of the 2009 Act in England and Wales. According to Justice (2010) as so, it adds additional subsections (1) to (3) to Murder Act section 2(1) to do this (1B). Moreover, Kennefick (2011) stated that under the Homicide Act 1957, there were some requirements for diminished responsibility under the legislation. Nathan and Medland (2016) argued over the Kennefick, (2011) viewpoint regarding the act amendments as Nathan and Medland (2016) understanding highlights the extent that a person's mental responsibility for his acts and omissions in doing or being a party to the killing is significantly impaired by an abnormality of mind (whether arising from the a situation of arrested or retarded mental growth or any developed in the early or induced by disease or injury), that person shall not be convicted of murder. The viewpoint of Legislation (2022) supports the Nathan and Medland (2016) findings as Legislation (2022) shows the burden of the defence in a murder case to show that their client is not guilty of the crime because of this provision. Any individual who, but for this provision, would be subject to conviction for murder (either as main or as an accessory) shall, instead, be subject to conviction for manslaughter. If one person involved in a homicide is exempt from prosecution under this provision, that fact does not change the determination of whether or not the homicide in question constituted murder in the instance of any other person involved. 
According to Parsons (2015) the 2009 Act sought to improve the coroner system by prioritizing the needs of families who have suffered a loss, allowing coroner services to be provided at the county level in accordance with a set of uniform national standards, and streamlining the investigation and inquest process. But Yeo (2010) creates an argument over the Parsons (2015) as it mentions the Cross Heading: Coroners and Justice Act of 2009 The provisions of Partial defence to murder: reduced responsibility are current as of 06 March 2023. According to Yeo (2010) it's possible that certain adjustments may become effective at some point in the future. Annotations in the text point to the places where changes were made.
Hallett (2018) research findings illustrates that the defendant's mental aberration must have been the result of a diagnosable medical illness, under section 2(1)(a) of the Criminal Justice Act of 2009 (as modified by the Criminal Procedure Act of 1957). Rather than being produced by anything external to the individual, the anomaly must have originated inside them. Similarly, Coggle (2022) study shows that the external causes of the abnormality, including binge drinking or occasional drug use, would not be sufficient to show reduced responsibility (R v Fenton, 1975). If, however, the anomaly was caused by the sickness of alcoholism or drug addiction, or was the consequence of the long-term harm caused by the ingestion of such drugs, these factors would be taken into consideration since they are considered medical disorders (R v Wood, 2009). R v O'Connell (1997) establishes that the same standard applies when a defendant is found to be under the influence of prescribed medication (Mentalhealthlaw, 2021).
According to CPS (2019), under HA 1957, s 2(1)(b), the jury will have to decide whether the defendant's mental disorder prevented them from understanding the nature of their behaviour, making a sound decision, or exercising self-control. Similarly, the Legislation (2023) supports the CPS (2019) arguments over the defendant’s practice and it demonstrates that the defendant's mental condition must have prevented them from having full knowledge of their acts. If the defendant can show that they intended to conduct the crime, it proves they were not mentally incapable of doing so. Hence, the reduced responsibility defence cannot be used for a planned assault but may be used for an unplanned murder.
If the defendant can show that their medical condition was the sole or primary reason they committed the act, or that it was a significant contributing factor, they will have met the requirement of HA 1957, section 2(1)(c) that the abnormality of psychological capacity provides an elaboration for their conduct. In cases where the defendant's mental illness had no effect on their actions (they would have murdered regardless of their health), the defence should fail.
There is a question of causality; according to Section 1B of the Murder Act of 1957, a mental disorder may be used to explain D's behaviour if it directly causes or significantly contributes to it (Mentalhealthlaw, 2021). This is based on the previous legislation under S.2 Murder Act 1957, which stipulated that the abnormality had to be produced by an arrested or delayed development of the mind, or any intrinsic reasons, or induced by sickness or damage. The courts have interpreted this to mean that the abnormality must have an internal cause, and that external causes, such as alcohol or drugs, cannot be considered unless the abnormality is the direct result of the disease of alcoholism or drug addiction, or the direct result of the long-term damage done by the intake of such intoxicants. A brief synopsis of Bailii (2023) of the proceedings in R v. Ahluwalia [1993] 96 Cr. "Ordinarily, of course, all viable defences should be brought at trial," said Lord Taylor C.J. So, in the event that there is medical evidence to back up a plea of reduced culpability, it should be included at trial. It cannot be overstated how difficult it would be to convince this court to hear such a defines for the first time after it was waived during the trial. Otherwise, it's obvious that defendants would be tempted to run two separate defences at trial, with the first one failing and the second one being allowed to be raised by this court. A similar level of scepticism would be applied to any totally retrospective medical data discovered long after the trial if there was no evidence to suggest decreased responsibility at the time of the trial. It's part of the Coroners and Justice Act of 2009, which updated the Murder Act of 1957. In cases when the defence of diminished culpability is asserted and upheld, the charge of murder is reduced to that of manslaughter. 
An appeal from a murder prosecution, diminished culpability is a common defence. A medical condition may be used as a defence at an appeal hearing, but it must have been mentioned during the first trial. Nonetheless, if there have been developments in medical opinion that since trial began (R v Ahluwalia, 1993), the courts will be more prepared to consider new evidence pertaining to reduced culpability (Claims, 2021). The diminished responsibility defense is an affirmative defense to murder that relies on the existence of a diagnosable medical condition; if successful, it leads to a finding of voluntary manslaughter rather than murder, which does not require a required life sentence (Justice, 2010). The voluntary manslaughter defense was not eliminated or replaced as a result of the Coroners and Justice Act of 2009's reforms; rather, it was brought up to date in accordance with the provisions of section 52 of that act. As a result, the complete citation for reference is s2(1) Murder Act 1957 as modified by the Coroners and Justice Act 2009 (Claims, 2021). 
[bookmark: _Toc129045773]Conclusion
The laws regarding coroners and criminology in England and Wales have been revised by the Coroners and Justice Act of 2009 ("the Act"). The Act is broken up into nine sections that each cover a specific legal topic. The Act's primary goal is to provide victims, their families, and the general public with a justice and coroner service that is more efficient, open, and sympathetic. To this end, it proposes many changes, such as modernizing criminal legislation, establishing a more uniform and understandable punishment framework, and enhancing the support provided to grieving families via the coroner system.
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