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The diminished responsibility defence offers that an individual convicted of homicide and suffering from a mental disorder can decrease moral culpability. If the defence is successful, then that individual should be convicted of manslaughter instead of murder. This essay will highlight the Coroners and Justice Act (2009) as well as the Homicide Act of 1957. The essay will further highlight the changes in the Coroners and Justice Act (2009) to the diminished responsibility defence and describe the changes that this regulation made in this area. S.2 Homicide Act 1957 will also be assessed in this essay to identify the requirements of lessened responsibility. 
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According to Darby et al. (2016), diminished responsibility is considered a lawful doctrine that absolves an individual that has been accused due to their criminal act and suffers from mind abnormality that can that have substantially impaired their responsibility of committing an alleged violation. Coroners and Justice Act (2009) is an act to amend the regulation associated with coroners, to registration and certification of deaths, to make provisions about dealing with offenders and criminal justice, and to amend criminal regulation. The defence of diminished responsibility under this regulation is partials which means that if it is successful, the convicted individual would be of manslaughter rather than murder. Therefore, afford the magistrate discretion in punishing. REGINA v Daley [2015] is a case law in which the Court provided the judgment that as the culpability of the defendant is decreased is that due to his mental responsibility for the acts was substantially impaired due to the mental condition that the defendant was suffering from (Hill, 2015). From this case, it is identified that although carrying a harmful weapon is wrong, the condition of the defendant was not well at the time of the stabbing, which can be considered under the defence of reduced responsibility. In the absence of this defence, the magistrate will be obligated to pass a mandatory sentence that the individual would be imprisoned for life. The defences of diminished responsibility which were enacted in the Homicide Act 1957, were redeveloped by the 2009 Act, and they are now considered in court. 
Homicide Act 1957 was enacted as a fractional regulation of the public law crime of murder by eradicating the constructive malice policy, reforming fractional provocation defence, and presenting diminished responsibility partial defence. It restricted the use of the demise penalty for murder (Hood and Hoyle, 2017). Under Section 2 of the Homicide Act 1957, on a murder charge, it is for the defence to demonstrate that the individual who is charged is not responsible for being convicted of murder on diminished responsibility basis. It is basically for the defence to develop their defence on the probabilities defence. The need for change occurs due to the diminished responsibility concept that was provided in this regulation. S.2 of this regulation is further considered indefensible. The mental responsibility concept is a hybrid which turns the psychiatrist witness into a spare barrister or thirteenth juryman. The concept of diminished responsibility under this act was considered unsatisfactory, due to which change was required (Jurjako and Malatesti, 2018). The 2009 Ac tprepared various changes to the reduced responsibility defence that was described under homicide regulation. The regulations changed the legal test that is taken for diminished responsibility from one that is emphasised a mental abnormality of the defendant to one that emphasises whether the defect substantially reduced the mental accountability of the defendant for the killing. This regulation eradicates the need for the abnormality is required to be caused by a condition of retarded brain development or arrest, or other inherent causes. The regulation further amended the mind abnormality definition to involve psychopathic disorder, mental disability, and mental illness. 
Section 52 of the Coroners and Justice Act (2009) deals with the restricted defence of murder of diminished responsibility that is applied in Wales and England (Crofts and Wake, 2021). This act replaces the partial defence definition with a modern one. This section replaces the s.2 Homicide Act 1957 with new subsections (1) to (1B). In R v Dowds [2012] case, the defendant killed their partner with a knife. The defendant inflicted 60 wounds and relied on diminished responsibility partial defence for the health condition in s. 2(1) of 1957 Act which has been changed to s. 52(1) Coroners and Justice Act 2009. The Court provided the judgment that voluntary drunkenness cannot be considered as a partial defence, due to which they did not raise this problem in front of the jury. The defendant was convicted of murder (Stockdale and Engleby, 2017). From this case, it is assessed that a person who killed another individual while being voluntarily drunk cannot appeal in court under partial defence. From this case, it is further analysed that the judge can direct the panel to diminish responsibility if the alcohol consumption is involuntary. 
The first defence that is considered under the 2009 act is self-control loss. The new defence that has been developed in this regulation is like the 1957 act. The old defence of diminished responsibility of provocation is eradicated under Section 56 of the 2009 Act. Based on s.54 of this regulation, an individual cannot be convicted of murder if the omission which is resulted in killing due to loss of self-control by the defendant. For instance, if a defendant suffering from depression had influenced their capability to maintain self-control, then this can be attributed to the reasonable individual for the objective limb of defence. This means that in cases where the medical condition is impacting the ability of the defendant to retain self-control is a relevant factor for the diminished responsibility defence. From assessing the s.52 of the 2009 Act, it is accessed that this regulation has been re-improvised in such a way that it is required by the defendant to prove in Court that they have lost control due to some measure factor so that they can appeal under the defence of lessened responsibility in this act. The amendments that have been made in the 2009. 
act aid the Court in providing rational judgment. Through this act, the individuals that were wrongly convicted due to a lack of understanding about their mental condition were improved. The individual can appeal under the defence of diminished accountability if they were wrongly accused or have lost their self-control due to a qualifying trigger (Nathan and Medland, 2016). 
Coroners and Justice Act (2009) Act benefits by preventing criminals from profiting from publications about the crimes that they have committed. This act further abolishes the anachronistic offences of defamatory, obscene libel, seditious and sedition. The diminished responsibility under this act is better understood as defendant acts can be understood, which aids in forming a rational judgment (Johnston and Leahey, 2022). This defence has become up-to-date due to changes that have been formed. The major disadvantage is that many criminals utilise the definition of mind abnormality for committing crimes and then appeal in court under diminished responsibility so their punishment can be reduced. Another drawback of diminished responsibility under this act is that partial defence has been renamed and renamed as loss and applies to murder cases. This means that any individual can see red and kill someone. This law has narrowed the defendant's scope for this defence. For improving the 2009 Act, it is recommended that the government of the UK need to improve their focus on modernising the medical, judicially, and socially fundamental regulatory systems that are related to deaths. The concept related to diminished responsibility needs to be improved so that criminals who are misusing this act for their own benefit and reducing punishment can be provided with more severe convictions. It is required by the magistrate to assess the mental health history of the defendant who is appealing in court with diminished responsibility so that better judgment can be provided. The legal bodies in the UK need to reform this act so that better definitions related to mind abnormality and mental illness can be provided. 
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In a nutshell, it can summarise that Coroners and Justice Act (2009) was reformed from the Homicide Act of 1957. This act brought various changes to improve the meaning of diminished responsibility. The amendments that have been made in this regulation have provided better meaning to diminished responsibility. This regulation provided an improved definition of mental abnormality. This act eradicates the offences of obscene libel, defamatory and many others. From various case studies, it has been identified that Courts have better understood the meaning of voluntary and involuntary harm so that appeal of defence of diminished responsibility can be accepted or revoked. 
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