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According to NHS (2023) schizophrenia is a long-term mental condition that can cause different psychological symptoms in a person. When someone has schizophrenia, they won’t always be able to differentiate their own thoughts from reality. People who live with schizophrenia will have symptoms like hallucinations, delusions, muddled thoughts and more. According to the University of Queensland (2020) schizophrenia can cause problems with decision making as people who live with this condition struggle to understand their actions and outcomes. They will also be more likely to ‘jump to conclusions’ in situations. 
Under the Public order act (1986) section 5 (1a) (‘Harassment, alarm or distress’) a person will be found guilty if he or she use any threatening, abusive language or behaviour in a public or private setting. In this case when Polly and Mohammed are at the bar and Polly becomes paranoid that Mohammed is flirting with the barmaid Roxanne she walks up to Roxanne and ‘calls her a “bitch” and gestures her middle finger to her’ and for this she could be charged with a public order offence.
 As seen under the Criminal damage act (1971) section 1 (2b) (‘destroying or damaging property’) a person will be found guilty and charged with a criminal offence if he or she without any lawful excuse destroys or damages a property In any way, whether the property belongs to them or another person and he or she fully intended to put someone’s life at risk by damaging the property. In this case Polly could be charged with a criminal offence as the damage she caused to Roxanne’s moped was severe and intentional as she used broken glass in the carpark to cut the brakes on the moped 
When Polly was outside the pub, she discovered broken glass in the carpark and used the glass to cut the breaks on Roxanne’s moped. When she did this, Polly had the direct intention to cause harm to Roxanne. Because the damage Polly caused to Roxanne’s moped was severe and intentional Polly intended to cause harm to Roxanne and endanger her life and for this, she in this case Polly could be charged with a criminal offence and or face a fine or imprisonment. 
Under the Homicide act (1957) section 2 (1a) (1c) (1Ab) (1Ac) (‘Persons suffering from diminished responsibility’) we learn that for someone who is suffering from a mental abnormality which occurs from a ‘recognised medical condition’ and allows for an explanation to the person acts ‘in doing or being party to the killing’. The things that allow for an explanation include a way to recognise the persons ability to ‘form a rational judgment’ and their ability to ‘exercise self-control’ shall not be charged with murder if they kill or are party to a killing. Because we learn that Polly suffers from schizophrenia and due to a qualifying trigger kills Mohammed, she could use the defence of diminished responsibility and receive a lesser charge than murder  
During the argument between Polly and Mohammed he reveals that he has been having an affair with Roxanne for 9 months and is in love with her, after hearing this Polly bursts into tears and turns around only to spot a glass ashtray which she uses to knock Mohammed over the head which results in the blow killing him instantly. Under the Coroners and Justice Act (2009) section 55 (4b) (‘Qualifying trigger’) we learn that a persons ‘loss of control’ was accountable for thing/s said or done which ultimately caused a person to have a ‘justifiable sense of being wronged’. We learn that Polly and Mohammed have been together for 10 years therefore we could certainly expect that he would be aware about Polly’s schizophrenia and as previously stated  people who live with schizophrenia can struggle to comprehend  their actions and outcome (The University Of Queensland, 2020) so we could assume that Polly was unaware of how much damage the glass ashtray could cause Mohammed.
In the case of ‘R v Jenkin’ (2014) the offender was charged with the murder of his mother and sister. There was psychiatric evidence that the offender’s responsibility for killing his mother was impaired by his mental illness and that he may have also been impaired when he killed his sister. It was reported that the judge postponed the sentencing of the offender whilst awaiting further psychiatric reports from two consultant psychiatrists. The initial sentence given to the offender stated that he must serve life in prison with a minimum term of 12 years. The judge directed that the offender gets treated in hospital ‘with a Section 41 Mental Health Act restriction’. The initial diagnosis made for the offender stated that he was not suffering from any mental illness. A consultant psychiatrist agreed with this statement but ultimately the Crown Court accepted that the diagnosis given to the offender was inaccurate. It was accepted by the Crown Court that at the time of the killing of his mother and sister that he was indeed suffering from an abnormality of mind.  One could argue that because Polly suffers with schizophrenia, she could be given the same sentence as Jenkins and be sentenced to serve time in a hospital to receive treatment for her schizophrenia. 
It was stated that Polly and Mohammed were attending a social even at their local pub so one would assume during her time at the pub Polly had ingested some alcohol that night. As seen in the case of ‘R V Stewart’ (2009) The appellant killed Ian Liddle. The appellant suffered from alcohol dependency syndrome. On the night of the killing both men had been drinking heavily. When police arrived at the scene the appellant informed the officers that he had killed the deceased and was taken into police custody. During the appellants interview with Police, he told them that he had arrived in London 10 days prior to the killing and has been “drinking very heavily since” and when his breath was tested the results told officers that he was four times over the legal driving limit meaning that he was extremely intoxicated. 
From this case we can understand that alcohol can affect our mental process and can cause us to act irrationally. Even if Polly had only had a little bit to drink at the pub it still might have been enough to muddle up her thought process. Also Mohammed must have been aware that Polly may have had a few drinks at the pub and add her schizophrenia on top of the alcohol then him telling her about his affair with Roxanne was bound to set her off and cause her to act irrationally and out of character. 
Also, one could argue that Polly could be charged with the attempted murder of Roxanne as well as the killing of Mohammed as she cut the breaks to Roxanne’s moped and intended to cause danger to Roxanne’s life. Polly may have been somewhat aware of what damage cutting the breaks could cause Roxanne should she have gotten on the bike and crashed due to her not being able to use her breaks. 
From writing this paper one could argue that Polly’s schizophrenia caused her to be unaware of how her actions could cause harm and was unaware that striking Mohammed would instantly kill him and that she should get the defence of diminished responsibility and should be given a lesser sentence. Others may argue that because she killed someone once if she gets a lesser sentence and gets out of prison then she may end up in a similar situation again where her partner says something that causes her to get upset and kills him like she did with Mohammed. If this is the case, then one could argue that she doesn’t deserve the defence of diminished responsibility and should serve the full incineration time for all the offences that she has committed and should be given a full evaluation by a psychiatrist before she is let out of prison.
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