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What changes did the Coroners and Justice Act (2009) make to the defence of diminished responsibility? Did these amendments change the law in this area for the better?
The Coroners and Justice Act (2009) (CorJA2009) was created by the UK parliament in 2009. It is an act “to amend the law relating to coroners, to investigation of deaths and to certification and registration of deaths" and to modify criminal law (Legislation.gov.uk, 2009).
“Diminished responsibility” is a partial defence, that is only available as a defence to murder, as described in the Homicide Act 1957 - which was later modified by the Coroners and Justice Act 2009 (Hallett, 2018). According to Hallett, when diminished responsibility is presented in a case then the Court will consider D’s ability to form a rational judgment and to use self-control.  However, it is difficult to clearly determine whether a person is capable of rational judgment because there are so many different social, psychiatric, and legal perspectives on rationality.
In the decade that followed the Act coming into force, defendants (and lawyers) misused the Act to try and avoid the harshest sentence and so a change was needed, to ensure that only those who deserved protection claimed it.
In the case of ‘R v Campbell’ (1996) the defendant picked up a female hitch hiker trying to make her way from Oxford to London. After they drove for a little while he stopped the car and made sexual advances to her, the victim then struck him in the eye which then caused the defendant to strike a blow to the victim’s neck and then she began gurgling blood. After the victim received the blow to the neck she passed out. The defendant did not want to let her out of the car and leave her as he had told her his name and feared she would report him to police. The defendant told the police that after driving some more the victim woke and the defendant attempted to strangle her. The crown suggested that after the defendant struck the victim in the throat proceed to resort to desperate measures in an attempt to conceal his crime. The Crown said that the "steps which, he took (however criminal) were entirely rational". 
The defendant pleaded not guilty to the victims murder but instead pleaded guilty to her manslaughter. The only defence in this trial was provocation. The defendants’ advisers had been trying to draw attention to the fact that the defendant had suffered from a mental condition (an abnormality of mind) which fell under section 2(1) of the 1957 Act. During the first trial and at the time of the first appeal there was clear evidence that the defendant suffered from an abnormality of mind in the form of epilepsy. A psychiatrist called to the stand by the defence had been unable to suggest that this abnormality of mind had had substantial effect on the defendants mental responsibility during the killing. The defendant was later charged with her murder. 
According to Ashmans Solicitors (2022) “abnormality of mind” is the term used to describe D when they were "not in control of their actions" when they killed or were involved in a killing. If enough evidence is presented to prove that D was suffering from and abnormality of mind when the killing took place and the Jury accepts the defence then the charged will be reduced from murder to voluntary manslaughter.
In order to prove that D was suffering from an abnormality of mind at the time of the killing then medical evidence will need to be presented to the jury and they will then decide whether they accept the evidence presented or if they will dismiss it. 
People who suffer from recognised medical conditions such as schizophrenia, battered women’s syndrome, paranoia etc will be classed as having a recognised medical condition (Ashmans Scolicitors, 2022).
Alcohol dependency will fall under this category as well as it is a disease. However, people partaking in casual binge drinking and/ or drug use will not be able to argue diminished responsibility as any incapacity they suffer whilst “under the influence” is a temporary state and not a permanent medical condition  (Ashmans Scolicitors, 2022).
When someone kills or helps another to kill someone else, they are not to be convicted of murder if they the defendant (D) were suffering from an abnormality of mind which ultimately affected D's ability to do one or more things such as form a rational judgment or wield self-control. When D is suffering from an abnormality of mind this allows for an explanation into why D acted the way he or she did (Legislation.gov.uk, 1957).

Sections 52,54 and 57 of the CorJA 2009 made changes to the law of homicide. The amendments made under section 52 changed the meaning of “the partial defence” to murder of diminished responsibility.
The Ministry of Justice (2010) wrote that section 52 of the CorJA 2009 deals with the law on “partial defence to murder of diminished responsibility” that applies in England and Wales. The existing definition for partial defence was changed by replacing section 2(1) of the homicide act with D who kills or is party to a killing and suffers from an abnormality of mind -which affects D's ability to do one or more things- will not be convicted of murder but instead the lesser charge of manslaughter (Legislation.gov.uk, 1957)).  The defendants’ abilities that could have been impaired include “their ability to understand the nature of the conduct he or she has just carried out, their ability to form a rational judgement and/or their ability to wield self-control” (Ministry of Justice, 2010).  
Whilst the CorJA 2009 has provided advantages over the Homicide Act 1957 in helping defendants who actually suffer from abnormality of mind, there are still some disadvantages with the revised legislation as it’s not just the defendants that are aty a disadvantage but also potential future victims of the defendant. 
In July 2021 an autistic man named Matthew Selby was jailed for 5 years after an argument with his sister while on holiday resulted in him strangling her. In December of that year Selby pleaded guilty to manslaughter by diminished responsibility and was handed a prolonged sentence of 10 years - "five-year custodial term and five years on extended licence" (Glass, 2023).
The Attorney general argued that Selby should have been given a life sentence to "protect the public". The court were told that Selby has autism spectrum disorder (Which is a developmental disability that can cause people with the disorder to "have problems with social communication and interaction, and restricted or repetitive behaviours or interests (Center for Disease Control and Prevention, 2022)) "With intermittent explosive disorder, which causes aggressive outbursts" (Glass, 2023).
I believe that the changes to the CorJA 2009 did not have any change to the law. While with some cases the changes to this Act did make a difference but in the case of Selby killing his sister even though he has autism he received a 5-year sentences which was changed to a life sentence a few months later as the Attorney general argued this sentence needed to be given in order to “protect the public”. 
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