Criminal Law
INTRODUCTION 
Criminal law is that part of legal system that majorly concerns with punishing of the people who have indulged themselves in any criminal act or activity. This law is that body which basically define all the offences that are related to criminal activities, it helps in its regulation, charging and it also trial the person who are suspected and then later on fixes is the penalties upon the convicted offenders (Catley, 2017). the said law is made so that the people are protected from the people who are indulge criminal activity helps in ensuring that offenders are punished and people are safe.
The aim of this report is to comprehend, if the defence of insanity is adequate or needs to be improved. It also helps to comprehend a person's criminal responsibility by the use of a fictional event.
DEFENCE OF INSANITY
In English law, insanity is a defence against felony prosecution which are built on the notion that the person who is charged with an offence (defendant) have been unable to comprehend what exactly he was doing, or also that he was not exactly able to comprehend that what actually he was doing was false or incorrect or immoral (VanDercar and Resnick, 2018). There are two types of Insanity defences: one in which the defendant argues that he actually was delusional at the scene of the offence, and another in which he claims that he is insane at the time when he was attending his own sentencing. Two rules were originated in the leading case of "R v M'Naghten (1843)," which was the first case relating to insanity. In the said case, Daniel M'Naghten tried to assassinate the then Prime Minister, named: Sir Robert Peel, but accidentally he shot and killed the secretary of the Prime Minister, named: Edward Drummond. At the time of the murder, M'Naghten was suffered from hallucinations. The M'Naghten rules were developed by the House of Lords to determine if an individual could be exempt from criminal prosecution due to insanity (White, 2017). To begin with, until the opposite is proven, any defendant is presumed sane. Next is to successfully plead for the insanity, it must be shown that the defendant was suffering from such a defect in reason, resulting from a mental disorder, which they have been unaware of the essence and characteristics of the subject they were performing; or, even if they were aware, that they had been unaware that what they're doing is false. This is to be proven by the defendant with the help of medical practitioner. The medical evidence is the main requirement to prove insanity (Kennedy, 2020). 
If the defence succeeds, the jury will deliver a verdict of "not guilty by reason of insanity" under section 2(1) of the 1883 act of the Trial of Lunatics. Only criminals who are charged with crimes requirement of the Mens Rea, i.e. crimes that have not been under the strict liability offenses, are eligible for the defence. This was held in the famous case of Department of Public Prosecutions vs. H (1997). Following a good defence of insanity, the court may require the accused to be taken to a hospital, allow a guardianship, monitoring, or recovery order, or order of an unconditional discharge under section 5 of the 1964 act of Criminal Procedure (Insanity). In fact, the defence is now only pled after an offender is found guilty of murder, but then again, only on special occasions (Beck, 2021).

When a person is involved while physically or mentally incapacitated nature of a crime, his criminal liability is brought into question. Such a defendant could be able to assert automatism as a defence. The legal definition of automatism has grown to imply that perhaps the actions of the defendant who was involved in a crime were unintentional. An effective defence of automatism generally results in a full conviction, while a reasonable defence of insanity results in a special kind of a verdict of not being guilty due to the reason of insanity, with the defendant who is subjected to certain restrictions under that of a hospital order for the order relating to public safety (Maher, 2018). The major difference between the automatism and that of the insanity is determined by whether the spontaneous behaviour of the offender was caused by an external or internal force. If somehow the cause is internal, the plea is just not guilty due to the insanity, but if the factor is somehow external, then the plea is indeed not guilty due to the reason of insanity.
There are also several other problems relating to the law of insanity. This law can also be used by the offenders in case they want to avoid the situation of them being sentences. People can act insane and also the medical evidences can be manipulated. The law is for the society but it can also be used in a negative way or as a loophole. The burden of proof generally is upon the prosecution, but once the defence is taken by the defendant of the insanity, it shifts towards the defendant (Garvey, 2019). If a certain illness qualifies as a mental disorder under the Law under the specific term "disease of mind" is a legal issue that must be resolved according to established rules of interpretation. Every illness that causes a dysfunction of the mind does seem to be a disease of the mind, rather than a disease that relates to that of brain (Keim, 2017).
The plea or defence of insanity have seen various reforms since its introduction in the landmark case of “R v M'Naghten (1843)”. The major reform was seen in the act of 1957 of the homicide in which the defence of insanity was added under its section 2. Also the reforms for the same was made in the Law Commission Draft of the Criminal Code of1989. In this the defence of the insanity was well explained. All the acts in which the said reforms were made, needs to be proved along with medical evidences to support their case. 
FICTIOUS SCENARI
Case scenario
Jenny and Colin are the couple who had just started dating and planned to meet up with friends in a bar which was located on the Wind Street. Jenny's former boyfriend Ali and his friends entered the pub. Many years of Ali's dominance and jealousy, Ali and Jenny's relation had come to an end.10 minutes later, Ali along with his mates began hurling insults at Colin, who fought back, and a full-fledged brawl ensued. Lee, who was the doorman at the bar, advised them they needed to go. Ali looked around and then punched Lee so hard that he collapsed to the ground and was also knocked out and laid unconscious. Ali and his buddies then immediately exited the bar before the cops entered. Both Jenny and Colin waited there in the bar until Lee was taken to the hospital in an ambulance. Lee was rushed to the hospital, but he died later on the night of such an incident. After that, a local plea was issued for all witnesses to step to the front and complain to Swansea police department.
Colin was driving home from work the next day when Ali contacted him and inquired about whether he had told about the incident that happened at that night to the police. Colin backed out after saying he had not really told the cops anything. Ali caught Colin's arm as he attempted to step forward, and Colin felt an excruciating pressure in his stomach. Colin had been stabbed by Ali. Colin was dripping with blood and collapsed to the ground. Ali ran away from the location instantly after stabbing. Colin dies in a matter of minutes.
Criminal Liability of Ali
The liability and the charges for which Ali will be held under the case scenario will be of the criminal liability. As:
· He knocked the doorman with a punch due to which he died.

· He stabbed Colin so that he cannot be a witness for the police against him. 

The rule of murder is based on the principle of common law. Murder is described as "the wrongfully taking life of another human" by the statute. 

In case of Lee the doorman

Ali will be held criminally liable for his act of punching the doorman that resulted in Lee dying. Under this he will not be charged under murder, rather he will be charged under the manslaughter. As he did not intent on killing lee but due to his action and sudden reaction, he punched lee which caused his death. According to the case of R vs. Duffy (1949), Provocation is very much an act, or it is a sequence of actions, or words spoken, that can cause a quick and immediate lack of self-control in a normal person, and this situation actually induces them, making the accused so much subject to the relevant passion that he or she is not the owner of their mind for such time being. 
Ali lost his self-control when Lee interrupted Ali’s fight with that of Colin. His aggression and loss of control lead to causing the death of Lee. Therefore he will be potentially liable for the criminal man slaughtering of Lee. According to S.54 of the Coroners and Justice Act of 2009, it is stated that:

A person that murders or is involved in a murder could be charged with manslaughter instead of murder only if:

· a breakdown in self-control,

· there was a qualifying cause for the loss of self, and 

· If same situation would have arisen to some other person, he would have done the same.

In the case of Colin
Ali will be held liable for murder as he has intention of kill Colin by stabbing him. As in the case of R v Church [1965], it was decided by the court that: An illegal act that leads to the death of some other person does not automatically result in a manslaughter charge. As such a judgment to be inevitably reached, the illegal act would be one that both sober and fair persons will recognize as putting the other party at this point at risk of any injury, if not substantial harm. 
From this case it is clear that the Ali killed Colin by stabbing as he had this intention to do so. He knew that Colin will become a witness in the case of Lee the doorman who was killed by Ali. So to remove his from his way and saving himself, he killed Colin. 

 In both the situations where ali killed lee and colin, he is criminally liable for murder and for man slaughter. The act even if done in aggression, anger, loss of control, he will be held liable under the criminal law. 
CONCLUSION 
It is concluded from the above discussion that, there are many types of crimes that are included by the law making authorities in the act. But also there are several defences which are given to parties in case the act done by them was not they actually wanted to happen. The same is with the defence of insanity. Many a times due to medical reasons people don’t understand the nature of activity they are doing and often do something severe in nature. Therefore to protect people from punishments, defences have been made. Many people often take wrongful advantages of these laws for which the government have laid many conditions which is to be taken into consideration by the jury so as to come with conclusions. 
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