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Does law governing homicide in the England and Wales need reforming?
The homicide laws in England and Wales have been debated and criticised for decades. Legal professionals agree that the current legal system needs revision since it is a "rickety structure set upon shaky foundations," as the Law Commission put it in 2005. This essay aims to evaluate whether the homicide laws in England and Wales need to be changed. The fundamental issues with partial defences to murder, differences over the amount of intent required for murder, and the extent of manslaughter, as well as reform recommendations presented by the Law Commission and other organisations, will be examined to provide a comprehensive examination of the need for reform. The current law's complexities and limitations will be analysed from a social, moral, and ethical point of view. The purpose of this study is to delve into the core policy concerns and evaluate the delicate balance that must be struck between regulating social behaviour and protecting the rights of both defendants and victims. This article contributes to the ongoing debate regarding updating the laws in England and Wales that deal with murder.
The law in England and Wales pertaining to homicide is a complicated area of criminal law that has provoked a large amount of debate over the requirement for legal reform in recent years. To investigate this topic in its completeness, it is necessary to carry out a study into the pre-existing legal framework, key issues, ideas for reform, answers from the administration, and arguments against reform.
The Homicide Act of 1957 and the common law provide the basis of the present homicide legislation in England and Wales. Both legal frameworks were established in 1957. The term "manslaughter" is used to refer to unlawful deaths that do not fit the conditions for "murder," although the definition of "murder" is the deliberate killing of a human person with the intent to cause harm. The term "manslaughter" refers to any unlawful death that does not satisfy these standards. These statutory definitions provide the groundwork for carrying out an investigation of the degree to which reform is necessary in this field (Hall, 1947).
The subject of whether there are any partial defences to the crime of murder is an important one to consider when homicide law is being researched. These defences, such as diminished culpability and provocation, are attempts to mitigate the gravity of the murder charge by considering the mental state of the defendant or the circumstances that were present at the time of the alleged offence. However, the fairness of these policies as well as their effectiveness have come under examination and criticism in recent times. For instance, the subjective nature of the provocation defence has been put into question, which has brought up the prospect of prejudices and gender imbalances (Conley, 2007). 
Talking about the degree of purpose that must be there for there to be murder is another tough topic to broach. The way the law is written right now, there needs to be a clear intention to either kill someone or cause them serious bodily harm (GBH). On the other hand, there are arguments that have been made against the high level of proof that is required to prove purpose. These are the kind of arguments that have been made in especially for situations in which the defendant's acts may have been negligent or had unexpected repercussions. This gives rise to the question of whether the legal system appropriately embodies the contemporary concepts of culpability in homicide situations (Pike, 2022). 
[bookmark: _Int_uUtqOztA]The expansive nature of the manslaughter accusation itself presents yet another substantial obstacle. Some people believe that the current definition of manslaughter is overly broad, as it encompasses a variety of different scenarios in which the perpetrator bears differing degrees of responsibility for the death of the victim. It is necessary to take a more sophisticated approach that differentiates between several types of manslaughter, such as voluntary and involuntary manslaughter, because of this broad category, which has resulted in problems regarding inconsistent punishment (Fitz-Gibbon & Walklate, 2016). It is imperative that this method discriminate between the many forms of manslaughter. 
Considering these concerns, the Statute Commission along with a few other entities have advocated revising the statute that governs homicide. The implementation of these ideas is meant to remedy the problems and bring the legal system up to date. For instance, the Law Commission has suggested that the intent requirement for murder, as well as the partial defences of diminished culpability and provocation, be re-examined and reconsidered. This is something that needs to be done. These suggestions originated from a desire to see the legislation implemented in a way that was more transparent, equitable, and consistent (legislation Commission, 2005). 
On the other hand, the government has, to varying degrees, supported and opposed several other reform measures. There have been some changes that have been permitted because of their potential to make the criminal justice system better, but there have also been some reforms that have been refused due to policy concerns and worries about unanticipated ramifications. The reason that some reforms have been authorised while others have been rejected is because of the potential that certain reforms have to make the criminal justice system better. According to Duff et al. (2014), the government can strike a balance between the competing imperatives of the need for reform, the upkeep of legal standards, and the interest of the public in the decisions it makes. 
In the numerous rebuttals to the pro-reform arguments, the significance of maintaining legal terminology that is clear and consistent is often emphasised. The existing judicial system might be thrown off if quick changes are made, hence critics warn against making such changes. If the changes are made without first giving the matter considerable consideration, there is a risk that the punishments will be inconsistent or that there will be an excessive amount of tolerance. According to Hostettler (2009), the preservation of fundamental legal concepts, such as the distinction between murder and manslaughter and the relevance of individual responsibility, is considered as being of the utmost importance. This is done to maintain the moral and ethical foundations upon which criminal law is founded.
It is critical to consider the evidence offered by relevant case laws while examining the need for reform in the law controlling homicide in England and Wales. These examples shed light on the utility and potential shortcomings of the current judicial system. R v. Woollin [1999] is a noteworthy case that highlights the issues that underpin murderous intent. The House of Lords debated the use of "virtual certainty" to determine purpose in this case. The jury may infer the required purpose for murder if the defendant views the outcome of their actions as certain and is aware of this, according to the court. This decision sheds light on the difficulty in determining the necessary degree of intent for murder, as well as the problems in judging subjective mental states.
Another case that raises questions about the meaning of manslaughter is R v. Adomako [1994]. In this case, medical professionals were charged of homicide by gross negligence. According to the House of Lords, a duty of care is required when there is a risk of death, which also defined the bar for criminal negligence. The case reminds us of the broad meaning of manslaughter and the possibility of differing criteria for what constitutes gross negligence. This raises concerns about the need for more exact classification of manslaughter cases, which can lead to uneven sentences.
These incidents demonstrate the challenges and conflicts that exist in the present homicide legislation. They highlight the necessity for more specific instructions as well as a complex legal framework to ensure uniformity, fairness, and justice in homicide cases. The examples indicate that reform may be necessary to overcome the flaws and complexities of the current legal system and to better align the law with prevailing societal norms.
In conclusion, there have been numerous proposals to amend the English and Welsh homicide laws. The current legal system, which is based on the common law and the Homicide Act of 1957, defines murder and manslaughter as criminal offences. However, there have been discussions about partial murder defences, intent standards, and the scope of manslaughter. To address these issues, the Law Commission and other organisations have proposed reforms. The government has responded differently to reform proposals, approving some because they have the potential to improve the criminal justice system and rejecting others because they may have unintended consequences and may not uphold legal standards. In arguments against reform, stability and legal clarity are emphasised heavily. The arguments made in relevant case laws, such as R v. Woollin, R v. Adomako, and R v. Clinton, highlight the practical difficulties and disagreements that exist within the current legal system. Overall, it is evident that the homicide laws of England and Wales must be revised to create a more complex, equitable, and balanced legal system that embodies contemporary cultural values and ensures justice for all parties.




References 
Conley, C., 2007. Certain other countries: homicide, gender, and national identity in late nineteenth-century England, Ireland, Scotland, and Wales. Ohio State University Press.
Duff, A., Farmer, L., Marshall, S.E., Renzo, M. and Tadros, V. eds., 2014. Criminalization: the political morality of the criminal law. Oxford University Press.
[bookmark: _Int_FIMTfQ7N]Fitz-Gibbon, K. and Walklate, S. eds., 2016. Homicide, gender and responsibility: An international perspective. Routledge.
Hall, L., 1947. General principles of criminal law.
Hostettler, J., 2009. A history of criminal justice in England and Wales. Waterside Press.
Pike, S., 2022. A recent history of homicide investigation: changes and implications for criminal justice in England and Wales. Taylor & Francis.
Case Laws
· R v Woollin [1999]
· R v Adomako [1994]

2

