Section 2 of the Homicide Act of 1957 in England and Wales governed the defense of reduced responsibility in murder prosecutions. According to this law, a defendant could not properly raise the defence of reduced culpability unless certain conditions were met. First, the defendant had to show that they had a mental disorder that was known to them at the time of the offense, one that seriously impaired their capacity for clear thought. The killing must also have been materially impacted by the defendant's inability to control their behaviour, exercise restraint, or follow the law because of their abnormal mental function. If these requirements are met, the charge of murder may be changed to manslaughter, and the defendant's punishment may be lessened. The most recent and correct information should be obtained by consulting current legal sources. Nevertheless, it is crucial to be aware that laws can change.
⦁S.2 Homicide Act 1957: What were the requirements for diminished responsibility under this legislation?
The defence of diminished responsibility in murder cases was covered in Section 2 of the Homicide Act of 1957 in England and Wales. Certain conditions had to be satisfied for a defendant to successfully assert diminished responsibility under this law. To begin with, the defendant had to show that a mental condition existed at the time the act was committed. This mental abnormality had to significantly impair the person's ability to think clearly, and it could be caused by a variety of recognised physical or mental illnesses. Second, the killing must have been significantly caused by or contributed to by the abnormality of mental function. The defendant's capacity to comprehend the nature of their behaviour, exercise restraint, or abide by the law had to be materially compromised. The charge of murder might be changed to manslaughter if these conditions are satisfied and the defence of diminished responsibility is successfully established, which would result in a reduced punishment for the defendant. Laws can change, so it is important to keep in mind that this information only represents the status of the law as of September 2021. Consult current legal sources for the most up-to-date and accurate information.
Why was there a need for change?
The Coroners and Justice Act needed to be revised to address several issues and enhance several aspects of the legal system. The Act's primary goal was to ensure effectiveness by making sure that the legal processes and procedures governing coroner services are effective, accessible, and sensitive to the needs of families, victims, and the public. In a society that is changing quickly, the previous legislation lacked some provisions and mechanisms to deliver justice effectively.  
Secondly, the act aimed to improve the provision of timely justice. It acknowledged the significance of considering unique situations and adjusting the legal framework accordingly. The Act sought to address the worries and difficulties faced by families and victims, ensuring that their experiences were considered during the legal proceedings. It did this by placing the needs of people at the forefront of the coroner service. 
The act also sought to enhance coroner services by establishing uniform national standards while preserving local delivery. The goal of this strategy was to strike a balance between ensuring uniformity throughout the nation and allowing for flexibility to cater to regional needs. Its goal was to develop a more effective system that benefits both the public and the families who have lost a loved one.
⦁How did s.52 Coroners and Justice Act 2009 change the law?
Section 52 of the coroners and justice act 2009 replaced the meaning of diminished responsibility of homicide act 1957. (Homicide: Murder and manslaughter, 2019) This is now applied for any prosecution of murder that was occurring before the 4 of October 2010. There are many partials' defences to murder, what this means is that someone was still killed but it was not intentional therefore meaning it was manslaughter. A case that involves the coroners and justice act (2009) is the case R v. David Norris and Gary Dobson (R v Dobson, 2011). David and Gary were charged with murder. This trial was notable for the use of a provision under the coroners and justice act (2009) that allowed for the admission of evidence from anonymous witnesses to protect their identity and ensure their safety, it also provided additional protections for witnesses in high profile cases.
⦁What are the advantages and disadvantages of these changes?
Section 52 of the Coroners and Justice Act 2009 in England and Wales introduced significant changes to the admissibility of evidence of bad character in criminal proceedings as of my most recent update in September 2021 (Ministry of Justice, 2010). These modifications have the advantages of improving fairness and safeguarding defendants by preventing "trial by character," limiting the introduction of potentially damaging bad character evidence, and avoiding needless delays and expenses related to character investigations. The amendment also safeguards people's privacy by preventing the disclosure of unrelated wrongdoings from the past during public trials (CEDH, 2022). The changes do, however, also have some drawbacks. Critics claim that the limitations on bad character evidence may make it more difficult to present pertinent details and may make it more difficult for the prosecution to prove that a defendant has a history of committing specific crimes. The integrity of the trial process could be harmed by misuse or manipulation that results in the exclusion of crucial evidence or the admission of inadmissible evidence. Additionally, there may be disagreements and difficulties regarding what constitutes "bad character" evidence, raising questions about admissibility and causing uncertainty in the legal system. The effects of these changes must be carefully considered and continually assessed, as with any legal reform, to strike a balance between defending defendants' rights and ensuring a fair and efficient criminal justice system.
⦁Are there any recommendations for further reform within this area of law?
[bookmark: _Int_XmbemtKc]After an 18-month review there was a few changes made. (Post-implementation review of the coroner reforms in the coroners and justice act 2009, 2015) There is now a requirement for coroners to provide bereaved people with information that they request whilst in an investigation for free of charge, all of the inquests must also be documented, there is also now a requirement that coroners must be able to be available at all times to help deal with certain matters that could be urgent, there is also know a requirement that bereaved families and any other party that is interested may be notified of any inquest arrangement or any changes that are made they will be notified within one week of the arrangements or changes being made and if an inquest / post mortem examination was held, it can now be held anywhere in England and Wales instead of just being available at the coroners district (Post-implementation review of the coroner reforms in the coroners and justice act 2009, 2015).

In conclusion, Section 2 of the Homicide Act of 1957 created the diminished responsibility defence in murder cases, requiring the offender to show a mental condition that materially hindered their capacity for clear thought and was brought on by a recognized physical or mental disorder. Additionally, the defendant's ability to understand their actions, exercise restraint, or follow the law had to be seriously compromised by the defendant's aberrant mental function, which must have significantly contributed to the homicide. If this argument is successful, the offender can face a lesser charge of manslaughter rather than murder and receive a lighter sentence. It is important to carefully weigh the benefits of the Coroners and Justice Act 2009, which improved fairness and privacy protections, against its disadvantages, which could make it more challenging to present relevant information and ensure a fair trial procedure. To find a balance between safeguarding defendants' rights and establishing a fair and effective criminal justice system, ongoing evaluations and potential new reforms are required.
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