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Firstly, the bills governing homicide in England and Wales have fostered a debate on whether the action of reform should take place, this is due to the insignificant, unaltered set of rules since the early seventeenth century.
The questionable statement of reform was criticized by the Law Commission, 2006 on a report “Murder, Manslaughter and Infanticide” when the bill was described as rickety, shaky with unstable foundations which emphasises the acknowledgment that the bill is in dire need of a reform. Moreover, what is todays meaning of a homicide? A homicide is the act of a human being killing another human which simply expands the broader scope of a murder whereby the term “homicide” can be categorised into interpersonal violence, murder, involuntary and voluntary manslaughter.
 Interpersonal violence is a scenario involving a civilian and military death during a regional war, which England experienced in World War 1, whereby military and members of the police enforce justice and protection of the country by fatal means and are exempt from the law when protecting themselves or the public. Murder, this scenario involves the intent of causing harm which involves one human taking another life, is evident, while manslaughter is the action taking a life without thought or malice toward the victim. Voluntary manslaughter is partial defence, while involuntary is the crime of killing another human by being unlawfully but unintentionally, an example of this is drunk driven accidents etc.
Depending on the intent, voluntary or involuntary of manslaughter can give a defendant up to 2-10years in prison while murder can give max sentencing of life in prison 25 to 30 years in which you may even serve longer if the defendant still seems a threat to the outside society.
Currently, the laws governing homicides in England and Wales are under the Homicides Act, 1957 which was given to the public by parliament to make a proposal for a partial reform of the common Law offence of murder in English law. Section 3 of this bill made it imperative to remove of doctrine (the belief set and taught by a church, political party, or other organisation) of malice, reforming the partial defence of provocation and this made it remove responsibility and suicide pact. While diminishing & restricting the use of death penalty in the United Kingdom. 
When scrutinizing the homicide laws governing England & Wales the problems are that there is a storm of injustice to defendants seeing as the general homicide offences holds severe jail time, the liberty of the offender forms a part of state obligation to protect the defendant’s rights to life under Article 2 European convention on human rights (ECHR), said by the European court of human rights. In addition to this they would see that an action to deliberative cause an angry reaction or trigger (provocation) to make the defendant venerable would be replaced by killing in circumstances where the defendant must have had a fear of serious violence. Or things must have been amounted to an exceptional happening though which caused the defendant to have acted in a justifiable sense of being seriously offended, wrong in which the main requirement of loss of self-control has been judged albeit that shouldn’t be unexplainable or ‘sudden’.

In addition to this the homicide bill controversy surrounding the intent  has been questioned due to  section 3 of HA (Homicide Act) has flaws they should consider rather than the defendant has require some provocation, the partial defence needs a qualifying trigger for example there are two section 55 (3) & (4) whereby the defendant loses control caused by fear of serious violence from the victim against the defendant. A case support this is Pearson (1992): case where two biological brothers killed their violent and abusive father, one brother lived away from his home before the murder, but he was traumatized by the ill treatment suffered by his brother at his hands of their father that provoked him to commit such an offence. The consideration of if the defendant serious violence is a subjective test emphasising that if the defendant fear of violence is genuine not self-justifiable or reasonable to their account.

Proposal & solution to this has been stated that the current offence of murder should be split into two categories only, one being first degree murder and another second-degree murder while manslaughter should stay as before, though tighter circumcises. Back in 2006 report the law commission proposed a three-tier process of the homicide offences first degree murder which would give a mandatory punishment of life sentence, secondly second-degree murder with discretionary life sentence, manslaughter with a discretionary life sentence. From a main article “Criminal Jurisdiction” state that in Britain the defendant “may be dealt with, inquired of, tried in court, determined, and punished in England and Wales where nationality doesn’t exempt a person wherever the killing took place. The Actus Reus of murder also was put into place as a prohibition of any conduct that causes the result in which it removed the state of mind as some rely on mental illness to disguise and gain sympathy   in which the Actus Reus looks at the shooting, weapons, impact in which an example is R V Gibbins & Proctor 1918. This case involves a defendant who was charged with a child’s murder, in which they argued that simply allowing the child to die was an omission and therefore could not constitute the act of killing. This is required for a murder, so they argued that this was the case even if they were under a duty to act to protect the victim & the issue facing court is the testing of if the Actus Reus of the murder could be committed via omission.

In relation to the governing laws concerning homicides in England and Wales in 17th century a clear definition shows how unchanged the bill stayed as the old-style language gives a brief dictation of how we would still describe a homicide. The classic definition of a homicide by Sir Edwards Coke (Lord Chief Justice, early 17th Century) “Unlawfully killing a reasonable person who is in being and under the king’s peace, the death following within a year and a day with malice aforethought”, the words “unlawfully  killing” is still being used as we have accepted in this generation that actions can cause a repercussion to a negative response even if such acts aren’t recognized by laws or rules. Requirements for death to be within a year and a day of the incident was abolished by law reform (year and a day rule) Act 1996. 
Another fault is shown by a case R v Jogee (2016) in which ‘joint enterprise’ seeing as the law of murder has attracted a decision by a supreme court where UKSC 8, which considered the law of parasitic accessory liability. This is because the second parties (member that are seen with the defendant usually) who engaged in criminal venture to commit crime, the case is explain and summarized that this principle has loopholes in which some individuals have been imprison over an insignificant involvement as they get the significant sentence of murder over there Codi (co- defendant) actions.
 Argument for reform includes the problem that a defendant who reasonably law on manslaughter in the homicide act in is that it displays a very wide spectrum of killings, due to that it’s been criticized for losing its functions, as defendants convicted for manslaughter face the life sentence whilst other defendants only face a probation is really underpinning the circumstances of encompassment of the wide range killings. Parties against this reform of the laws relating homicides are Law Commission, big ego media, life as delinquent which is a prison/ entertainment podcast in which they have expressed their destress of the current laws concerning the homicide bill.

Aims and purpose of reform of the homicide bills in England & Wales was to change the provocation, diminished responsibility, and complicity as the current law of provocation was settled in a case of Attorney- General V Holley, 2005 UKPC23, would be removed and replaced by a partial defence of killing in a response by a reaction to a gross provocation or to feel fear of serious violence. However, the requirement of a loss and uncontrollable action of self-loss control would be removed, this change will also involve diminishment to be modernised with requirements of an abnormality of mental functioning arising from recognised medical conditions from a doctor with serval test and proofs. As a development of immaturity in the defendants mind the case continues will show the false narrative of guilt. Another would be the reduction of both partial defences, whereby first-degree murder to second degree unlike how it is now which is murder to manslaughter, this will improve the structure which would therefore apply to fewer cases in the first instance than the current partial defence.
Impact of the homicide bill if approved for reform would include the positive obligation in which the justifiable and appropriate steps to safeguard life for the purpose of a fair trial entails the primary duties to put an administrative and legislative framework with intentions designed to provide effective deterrence against threats to the “right “of life.
In conclusion, the problem is that the law of homicide lacks a rational or defensible structure. It does not chime with common sense—and in this area of the law perhaps above all others, it should. And a question to why the government accepted some proposals for reform and rejected others just displays the lack of seriousness towards a whole charge for a reform. In relation to this it deeper than the physical aspect of the action seeing as the statistics for homicides due to mental disorder are more complete after 1957 when the defence of diminished responsibility was introduced showing some cases defendants are using this strategy to make sense of horrific crimes which needs to stop, and they feel less scared due to the mandatory death penalty was abolished.
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