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[bookmark: _Toc139409965]Introduction:
In England and Wales, homicide, which is defined as an act that results in the death of another person, is a complex field of law with a foundation grounded in the past. The two main categories of homicide in this body of law are manslaughter and murder. A person commits an unlawful killing of another with intent in mind, either explicitly stated or implicitly implied, to establish murder, the more heinous of the two crimes (Horder, 2012). Manslaughter, on the other hand, is further classified into voluntary and involuntary categories and lacks the deliberate aim of murder. Involuntary manslaughter refers to unlawful killings without purpose, whereas voluntary manslaughter involves deaths that would have been murder but for certain mitigating circumstances like loss of control or lessened responsibility .(Simester, et al., 2010)
   The Law Commission expressed an important concern about the sufficiency of this centuries-old system in 2005 when it stated that the law governing homicide in England and Wales is a "rickety structure set upon shaky foundations" (Law Commission, 2005, p.1). Key elements of these statutes date back to the 17th century and seem detached from modern society standards and ideals, notwithstanding a number of major revisions. In order to evaluate the need for future change, this paper will examine the current law controlling homicide, highlight important flaws, and talk about suggested revisions and the government's response.

[bookmark: _Toc139409966]Current state of the law:
The existing homicide laws in England and Wales are mostly derived from common law rather than statute law. Murder and manslaughter are the two main forms of homicide under this body of law (Fletcher, 1998).
When "a person of sound mind and discretion, unlawfully kills any reasonable creature in being and under the king's peace, with malice aforethought, either expressed or implied" (Coke, 1797), this is referred to as murder, according to Sir Edward Coke. This definition has endured the test of time, with the key component that separates murder from manslaughter being "malice aforethought." Malice aforethought is defined as the desire to kill or inflict serious physical harm (Horder, 2012)
The two categories of manslaughter are voluntary and involuntary. Homicides that would have been murder if but for certain mitigating circumstances, such as loss of control (formerly provocation) or lessened responsibility, are referred to as voluntary manslaughter. On the other hand, involuntary manslaughter includes unlawful deaths that take place without intent but as a result of egregious negligence or while an illegal or dangerous act is being committed.
With Coke's definition of murder reaching back to the 17th century, these statutes have a long history. Although society has advanced, these laws have persisted due to their intrinsic flexibility and the judicial unwillingness to change common law principles (Dyer, 2012). But this adaptability also generates some uncertainty and inconsistency in interpretation and application, leading to calls for reform.

[bookmark: _Toc139409967]Issues with the current law:
The existing homicide laws have been heavily criticised for its uncertainty surrounding the intent necessary for murder. The' malice aforethought' criteria, which is defined as the intent to kill or cause 'grave bodily harm' (GBH), has generated a lot of debate . Some homicides are unfairly classified as murder even when there was no intent to kill, according to critics who claim that the inclusion of intent to cause GBH in the definition of murder results in possibly excessive sentencing (Ashworth, 2006).
Another difficult topic is the definition of manslaughter, especially involuntary manslaughter. The existing legal framework has been criticised for being overly broad because it covers a wide range of activity, from grave situations of reckless behaviour to small negligence that results in death. The challenge is in effectively punishing a wide range of behaviours with different degrees of guilt under the guise of a single offence. Debatable partial defences to murder include decreased responsibility and lack of control. The Coroners and Justice Act of 2009 changed the partial defence of provocation to loss of control in an effort to modernise it and make it less gender-specific (Dressler, 2012). The regulation has, however, drawn criticism for being overly stringent, particularly for barring individuals who act in response to a fear of serious violence (Mackay, 2010). While acknowledged to be a valid defence, diminished responsibility has come under fire for its dependence on medical data that may not accurately reflect the defendant's mental state at the time of the crime (Rogers, 2010). These controversies demonstrate the need for reform, which may entail using more complex standards.
These were some of the critical issues that are currently associated with the current law of UK regarding manslaughter. 
[bookmark: _Toc139409968]Proposals for reform:
To address the issues with the current homicide laws in England and Wales, the Law Commission and other agencies have put out a number of reform proposals over the years.
The Law Commission recommended creating a new homicide act and classifying murder into two degrees in its report from 2006 (Law Commission, 2006). Second-degree murder includes killings where there is an intent to cause substantial harm but not necessarily to kill, whereas first-degree murder requires the intent to kill. The'malice aforethought' provision in the existing statute has drawn criticism and been the subject of ambiguity, which this proposal explicitly solves.
The Law Commission suggested creating a new crime of "reckless killing" in relation to manslaughter (Law Commission, 2006). This offence would apply in cases where the criminal recklessly accepts a danger of causing death, attempting to differentiate between different levels of recklessness and better aligning punishments with guilt.
Reform ideas have also been raised with regard to the partial defences. For example, the Mental Health Foundation (2007) argues in favour of a broader interpretation of the diminished responsibility defence, saying that it should not just rely on medical evidence but also take a wider range of variables impacting a defendant's mental state into account.
  Even though these suggested changes to homicide laws would make them more transparent and equitable, they are not without critics. According to others, breaking up murder into several degrees could lead to additional complications (Horder, 2007). Similarly, adding a new crime of "reckless killing" could make the homicide framework too complex and increase uncertainty (Simester, 2010). Whatever the case, these suggestions demonstrate a keen awareness of the problems at hand and a desire to find more equal solutions.

[bookmark: _Toc139409969]Stance of the government:
The UK government has responded to the Law Commission's recommendations with some openness, but not without reservations.
The Coroners and Justice Act 2009 was a result of the government's acceptance of some revisions to the partial defences to murder. The Coroners and Justice Act of 2009 eliminated the common law defence of provocation and replaced it with a statutory defence of loss of control. The Law Commission's request to include fear of serious violence in circumstances other than those involving sexual infidelity was rejected, potentially making the defence less available (Mackay, 2010).
The Law Commission recommended dividing murder into two degrees and creating a new charge called "reckless killing," but the administration rejected these proposals. The main worry of the administration was that these modifications would overly confuse the law and lead to more muddle in the courts (Ministry of Justice, 2008).
It is difficult to judge if the government made the proper choices. On the one hand, keeping the homicide legislation straightforward and preserving the long-standing common law heritage are admirable goals. On the other hand, by delaying more extensive reforms, the government may have missed a chance to address systemic issues like the scope of manslaughter and the debate over the "malice aforethought" standard (Ashworth, 2010).
[bookmark: _Toc139409970]Arguments against reforms:
While many people are in favour of changing the homicide rules in England and Wales, there is also a sizable amount of opposition that is based on a few main points.
The importance of legal stability and the worry of unanticipated outcomes are two arguments opposing reform. According to this reasoning, the current laws' established history gives courts, practitioners, and the general public a sense of predictability and assurance (Duff, 2010). Concerns have been raised about the possibility that significant amendments to these laws could create a period of ambiguity and inconsistent application of the new laws.
The common law's adaptability, according to a second point of view, enables judges to tailor the law to specific instances. It is anticipated that changing the existing, comparatively flexible rules to more strict, statute-based laws may restrict judicial discretion and the capacity to tailor the law to particular situations.
The public's perception and the law's symbolic function are the subject of a third argument. Murder is morally abhorrent and carries a lot of cultural weight. Thus, changing the definition of murder might be interpreted as degrading some offences that the general public views as deserving of the worst punishment (Norrie, 2011).
Each of these points has merit, so it is crucial to take them into account when talking about reform. The necessity for legal certainty, adaptability, and symbolism must be weighed against the requirement that the law be understandable, consistent, fair, and a reflection of current cultural values.

[bookmark: _Toc139409971]Conclusion:
Despite being entrenched in tradition and based on concepts that date back hundreds of years, the law governing homicide in England and Wales is not without its difficulties. The definition of murder, the expansive meaning of manslaughter, and the contentious nature of partial defences are at the heart of these difficulties. The Law Commission and other organisations have over the years advocated a variety of amendments to solve these problems, ranging from categorising murder into two degrees to improving the defences of reduced responsibility and loss of control.
The government's answers to these reform proposals have been conflicting, with some ideas being adopted and others being rejected because they may complicate the legal system or create confusion. Overall, A fascinating look at the dynamic and ever-evolving nature of the legal system can be found in a review of England and Wales' homicide laws and the possibilities for their revision. It demonstrates to us that, even if the law may be a "rickety structure set upon shaky foundations," it is capable of change and adaptation in the pursuit of justice.
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