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The law governing homicide in England and Wales is based on a rickety structure that is set up on a shaky foundation. Some of its rules have been unaltered ever since the seventeenth century, even though it has long been acknowledged that the reforms must be introduced in the law governing homicide. 
[bookmark: _Toc86485902]
Introduction:
The law on Voluntary manslaughter and murder in Wales and England has progressed over the last few years. It is an outcome of diverse statutory provisions with a far-reaching and complex series of judicial decisions. The decisions have dealt with points in that law, but it has never addressed the criminal offense in a more holistic approach. Law Commission proposals is based on three-tier approach of ‘reforms to homicide’ offenses that would include second-degree and first-degree man slaughter and murder. The benefits would be to have a clear structure that would adequately reflect certain defendants' degrees of fault. The essay would be structured in different parts to have a better understanding about current homicide Law weather need to be reformation or not . 
[bookmark: _Toc86485903]Evidence: 
It has been argued that over the last three decades, it has become essential to intrude reforms in the homicide law, most explicitly considering (Hansard, 2021).  it has become necessary to change the direction to determine whether it would be accurate to punish someone who did not have the intention to kill. The entire essay will present various pieces of evidence to show where the reforms have become necessary for the current homicide law. As mentioned earlier by the legal scholars and judiciary, homicide is one of the most severe criminal offenses (Mahesh D,2021). The primary law regarding homicide is decided in the various branches of manslaughter and murder in which murder is the act that carries mandatory life imprisonment, and to is treated as the act of murder. The Abolition of Death penalty Act 1965 changed the nature of punishment for murder (Coroners and Justice Act 2009). 
As per the definition proposed by Sir Edward Coke, Murder can be defined as "unlawful killing" of anyone under the Queen's Peace, while there are men's rea and actus reus of murder. The law in Wales and England interprets the concept of "malice aforethought" as the "intention to kill," which is a fundamental concept in holding anyone accountable for their acts (R v Cunningham (1982) Ac 566).  This has made this category to be imposed in cases there was no intention to murder but only to cause bodily harm to another person. In this specific perspective of the law commission, there can arise many unfair situations. 
The need to have essential reforms in the homicide law can be traced back to the 1980s, after the 14th report on the criminal law reform was released; this led to the criminal code draft in 1985. In recent years, the need to have reforms in the homicide Act has become stronger than before. According to the law commission (2004), the current homicide law in England and Wales can be perceived as a complete mess. 
Many recommendations have been proposed by the law commission report 304; the submissions are related to the wholesale reforms in the area, particularly a new and better offense structure for "homicides," including new offenses for the second and first-degree murder and well for manslaughter. However, these suggestions have also been criticized by scholars such as Victor Tadros. 
The current law is so outdated that it has no specification for cases where there was no intention to kill, but the defendant's actions comes out to be the virtual certainty of death; this is linked with the concept known as "oblique intention." There are various tests that are used to test the intention of a person, and these tests have been developed from several different cases, such as R v Nedrick (1986). The new murder offense for the second and first-degree murder has been proposed by the law commission, which maintains the required simultaneity between men's rea and actus rea. To make the issue more simple, the law commission has suggested either to adopt codifications in the definition of "intention," including knowledge of virtual certainty, and to assess the direct intention, or the codifications can be achieved in Woollin. 
There has also been strong criticism in the current homicide law from the judiciary, as Lord Steyn has suggested that the current legal system for homicide acts is highly dissatisfactory, he has further told that this system is nothing more than to classify defendants as murderers when they are not truly murderers (Lord Steyn in R v Power and Anor 1997). The statement was related to the murder in a joint enterprise. Still, the criticism is also applicable to the law of homicide, coming into actions specifically when applied in fair labeling. The defendant is judged based on his levels of fault (Criminal Justice Act 2003). According to Tadros, classifying an offense in relevance to the punishment can be unfair; the statement came after the case where a woman killed an abuser in self-defense. The issues have been recognized by the government on different occasions. It has been solved to a limited context under section 54 of the 'Coroners and Justice Act 2009; the act introduced the "partial defense" of murder after losing control. 
The discussion in the essay is essential to raise awareness about the seriousness of the act, and more concerns can be found in a paper by Leverick and Chalmers (2008). The author has explained that the word fair labeling is being used to both criticize and justify restraining different offenses of manslaughter and murder, as well as to propose creating the merger in the two offenses to make it a single one that is the criminal homicide (Ibid). However, there is a strong emphasis on the suggestion that manslaughter must be treated separately from murder so that the wrong signal about the stigma of these cases is not signaled. As far as changing manslaughter into "second-degree murder" is concerned, Chalmers and Leverick have mentioned that it was strongly supported by families of victims, for which it was suggested that the word murderer should not be attached to the defendant. These proposed reforms for the homicide law are very popular with the general public and not just with legal authorities. 
However, in some cases, it has been observed that the suggestion proposed by law commissions are not suitable and may not go far enough. According to Elliott and De Than (2009), the proposals for manslaughter, second-degree, and first-degree murder are too "deeply rooted" in the context of common law, and there is a need to have new legislation homicide to address the homicide offenses in the modern Society. The author has further proposed that the law must take the issues of homicide offenses that are connected to discrimination, violence, and drugs. Two create better rings in the ladder of homicide, reading "aggravated manslaughter" and "aggravated murder," along with statutory offenses that have been proposed to directly deal with the victims of domestic abuse and drug Homicides leading to suicide.  Moreover, the law is also highly criticized for only using men's rea to differentiate between different forms of homicide and ignoring the significant factual variations such as vulnerabilities and notice of the victim. 
In 2019, Keir Starmer, who is director of public prosecutions, told BBC that he backed the call to introduce second- and first-degree changes in Wales and England; in line with this, professor Lord Blair also supported these suggestions. However, Lord Falconer disagrees with the needs for chargers that are brought through "joint enterprise." So, the government has not reacted to any suggestions in joint enterprise law, and there is a possibility to consider a future case to find about jogee (Homicide Act 1957). Out of multiple proposals regarding the law of homicide, it can be said that only a few of these laws have been successful in getting a place in current law; the most notable change has been brought by Justice and Coroners Act 2009. 
It can be said that there are very few changes that current government-owned would make any changes in the Homicide law. Accessing justice minister Oliver Heald, the public thinks that murder is the most severe offense. Introducing a three-tier system similar to that of the USA would create a "murder-lite" classification for most killings. Even though the government keeps an open mind about the situation, no statutory changes have yet been proposed in a joint enterprise. Manslaughter in England and Wales: 

Manslaughter in England and Wales:
Year finishing  March 2020 Analyses of data held inside the Home Office Crime Index, which contains detailed record-level data approximately each homicide recorded by police in England and Wales.
 There were 695 casualties of crime within the year finishing March 2020, 47 more (7%) than the past year; this figure includes the Grays lorry occurrence with 39 crime casualties – if this incident is excluded, homicide appeared a 1% increase by and largeThe crime rate was 11.7 per million population, with the rate for males (17 per million population) nearly three times that for females (6 per million peoples); this is a better distinction than past years because of a 20% increase within the number of male casualties, from 422 to 506, and a 16% decrease within the number of female victims, from 225 to 188.
.



[bookmark: _Toc86485904]Conclusion:
In conclusion, it can be said that the essay shows that there is a strong need to have changed in the law of homicide, and the defendant must not be held liability merely based on the intention test. After reflecting on different cases and the laws, it can be said a new three-tier system can be used to increase fairness in the entire system. The law of homicide is ripped off and requires essential changes. However, the decision depends on the government whether they will take these reforms or not. The law should be based on a more holistic approach so that the new statutory framework can be adjusted in the existing system. Finally, it can be said that the current law of murder and manslaughter is following the judge-made rules that are five hundred years old, so it is high time to make changes. 
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