Over the years the law on homicide offences such as manslaughter and murder in England and Wales has remained unaltered despite evidence showing that they are in dire need of reform. The Law Commission found that the existing rules are not constant as they had been changed over the years to accommodate changes in situation that they are no longer clear or being interrupted with certainty. An attempt to reform this problem was taken in 19th century however, it was unsuccessful due to political problems as a result the bill did not get approval in the parliament after it was presented for a second time for reading. Which resulted in it being overtaken by other legal changes as there is yet to be any reform done on a whole scale level (Law Commission, 2006a).
In England and Wales, the two serious of offences of homicide are murder and manslaughter. The legal interpretation of murder is unlawful killing of a person with malice aforethought under the Queen’s peace.   This is further divided into two sections: actus reus is the first element of a crime and mens rea is the considered as second element which is dependent upon mental condition of a person. When a person is guilty of unlawful killing, he/she has committed actus reus.  On the other hand, the second element is ambiguous/unclear area of legal system which is harder to analyse. The phrase ‘mens rea’ means guilty mind (Barry,2007, p.318). Furthermore, another homicide offence is infanticide which is a crime of a mother killing her baby under 1 year old because the mother state of mind is disturbed because of giving birth.  Also, death through dangerous drinking/driving and corporate manslaughter are considered part of homicide offences (House of Commons, 2021).
Furthermore, there are four methods of manslaughter that can be committed by a person, reckless manslaughter, gross negligence manslaughter, unlawful act manslaughter and involuntary manslaughter. Thus, where a person had the knowledge that his action can cause serious harm or has probability of killing of another person by his conduct is called reckless manslaughter.  When a person kills someone due to negligent conduct or when his/her negligent conduct probability of killing is called gross negligence manslaughter. Where a person commits an act of killing or harm to another person while doing unlawful act is known as unlawful act manslaughter (MacDonald, 2018, p.120-159). When a person kills another person with the intent for murder however, there other elements which can be used as partial defence for example provocation diminished responsibility or effect of pact of suicide which results in killings. The term involuntary manslaughter is frequently used to define a manslaughter which falls under reckless, unlawful act, diminished responsibility which known as voluntary manslaughter (Law Commission, 2006b).   

Since the murder (Abolition of Death Penalty) Act 1965 the penalty for murder is life sentence. Besides, the duration of the sentence is not constant as stated under the guidelines obtained from Coroner and Justice Act 2009. However, if a defendant is not a minor then the minimum sentence that he/she will get is set at minimum of 15 years. On the other hand, judges have absolute discretionary power on sentencing up to a maximum of life sentence for manslaughter, this allows the judge to make decision depending on seriousness of the crime. This element is not available in murder as currently judges have no discretion with the murder conviction (Jefferson, 2015a, p.409). Therefore, there is a clearly a major problem with the current law because the definition given by the court on murder forces the defendant to face compulsory life sentence rather than lower sentence based on the crime, he/she truly had the mens rea for.  As a result, such extreme and strict way of sentencing makes a person be held liable for the crime of murder when they do not have any intention to kill inappropriate (Reed et al, 2019, p.62-81). 
All the criminal offences have both ‘partial’ and ‘complete’ defences.  A complete defence is that the defendant is set from blame, guilt, or responsibility.  In terms of murder, a complete defence would be that of self-defence. However, the defendant’s actions may be justified if they killed another human being in self-defence or in defence of another human being. Therefore, the defendant may not face any consequences if it be successfully argued.  On the other hand, a partial defence is successfully pleading to diminished responsibility and loss of control on the charge of murder so that the court can charge the defendant with a lesser offence. The defendant will be charged with voluntary manslaughter instead of murder as manslaughter is a lesser offence which does not carry a mandatory penalty of lifetime imprisonment (CPS, 2019). 
Furthermore, when the Homicide Act (1957) was passed through the Parliament it indicated that a killing is not murder unless the defendant has malice (express or implied), or their action which cause death in furtherance of some other offence. The case of R v Vickers [1957] 3 W.L.R 326 shows that the court believes that intend of a person to cause grievous bodily harm (GBH) to another person is more than enough to be counted as the mens rea for murder.  Moreover, in 1975 the House of Lords were given the chance to reconcile and confirm that the mens rea for murder can be considered when there is an intent to cause grievous bodily harm in case of R v Hyam [1975] AC 55. However, this area of law was left unclear because the decision of the Law Lords was ambiguous. 
In their 2006 report the Law Commission recommended changing the present homicide offence system which is currently made up of murder and manslaughter with a three-tier system to homicides offences, this incorporated first degree, second degree and manslaughter. The main aim of having this new three-tier system is to have a structured and systematic way of reflecting degrees of faults as well as it will help the prosecutor differentiate the crime into a first degree and second-degree murder.   (Justice, 2021). Moreover, the present the two-tier system of law which is used to define murder cannot be achieve the result as three-tier system. Thus, a change in the current system of defining murder will give more flexibility, order and clarity which would result in clear differentiation relationship between the conviction and the misconduct. As a result, the life sentence of every killer which is given automatically would come to an end through the reform of the law of murder (Rogers, 2006ba, p.223-245).
Furthermore, the Law Commission recommended a statutory definition of intention to replace the common law approach to intention amongst different cases where the defendant is clearly aware of the danger of causing death and had the intent to do so and with cases the defendant does not have neither the intend or awareness to cause serious injury (Taylor, 2018, p74). According to the Law Commission’s ‘’Murder, Manslaughter and Infanticide’’ report (2006), these proposals were made because the previous definition of offences had been the result of judicial making or discretion power of judges making individual cases. Besides, the definition is not a product of parliament enacted bill which has been made after considerable research and consultation with has investigated all possible alternatives. However, the courts have tweaked with the definitions over the course of time.  
Over the recent years certain changes have been made in number of potential areas for reforms within the criminal law on homicide. However, some proposals for reform made during the 2000s have not yet been enacted into primary legislation. Furthermore, the government rejected the proposal of a three-tier system made by the Law Commission because the public will not accept when most killings will be degraded to a second-degree category (The Guardian, 2016). Also, another complaint was that the restrictions made first degree murder very narrow (Law Commission, 2006c). Furthermore, the government wrote to the Law Commission in 2011 stating that the time was not right for sustainable reform of homicide (Jefferson,2015b, p.416).
Even though, the reforms for the structure for homicide proposed by Law Commission have not been accepted by the government now. However, it has taken into consideration the Law Commissions recommendation for provocation diminished responsibility which would result in reducing murder to manslaughter but up to certain extent, this defence is only available for murder. Thus, provocation maybe replaced by killing in a circumstance where the defendant must be afraid of violence or be in a circumstance where things done or said causes the defendant to have justifiable sensation of being seriously wronged. Also, the loss of self-control has been brought back although it does not need to be sudden (Justice, 2021). 
Overall, arguments supporting the Law Commission's recommendation outweigh those opposing it. Because of the current two-tier structure, murder is defined as a very broad crime on the one hand but as a very narrow crime on the other. Therefore, the separation of first and second degree murder will allow the narrowing of first-degree murder and the mandatory life sentence for murder. For example, first degree murder would only capture killings where there is an intention to kill and offenders who just intend to cause serious harm would be considered as second-degree murder and would face only a discretionary sentence (Herring, 2015, p.115-138). Moreover, by distinguishing between first degree murder and second-degree murder, the Law Commission distinguishes between cases where the offender intended to kill or cause serious injury and those where they acted carelessly or negligently. Although the existing law on murder only differentiates between murder and manslaughter (Rogers, 2006b, p.223-245). 
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