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Amendment of any homicide law can be termed a fundamental aspect following the seriousness of the offences within the law. In this regard, examining the homicide law of England and Wales becomes paramount, primarily due to the claims made by the law commission that it is based on a poor foundation and is yet to get changed since the seventeenth century. Hence, determining the worthiness of the reform proposals offers a significant opportunity to shed light on the extent to which the law remains relevant. As a result, examining the current law, the key issues surrounding the law, the reform proposals highlighted by the law commission, and other bodies, government responses, and claims made against the established reforms are valuable insights on the law’s functionality. The English and Wales law on homicide defines homicide as the unlawful act of a human being killing another (Cornford, 2014, p. 819). According to the established law structure, murder and manslaughter are the main broad categories of homicide offences (Cornford, 2014, p. 820). Nevertheless, the law identifies other distinct homicide offences like infanticide, which refers to either a vulnerable adult or child’s death for non-accidental purposes or encouraging and providing help to another person in committing suicide (Cornford, 2014, p. 829). Based on the law, one intends to bring about a particular consequence if one acts to manifest it. A person is considered guilty due to unlawful murder, either caused by voluntary or involuntary harming another person’s body (England, 2021, para 3). Notably, one can murder without such intentions, and therefore proof of the intent acts as a critical requirement by the law (Hossain and Rahi, 2018, p. 461). Therefore, without a solid justification, a person cannot get unlawful claims of murder. On the other hand, when killing another is intentional, the defense can get issued of either self or the other under specific justifications (Tadros, 2006, p. 912). Therefore, the rationale that reasonable force was utilised in line with the underlying circumstances that a defendant believes can be appropriate if the jury decides. Manslaughter encompasses diverse unlawful homicides that are not murder, although others get classified as distinct homicide offences (England, 2021, para 8). The law classifies manslaughter as either voluntary or involuntary, with voluntary involving killings performed with intentions to cause severe harm or kill (p. 10). On the other hand, involuntary manslaughter involves actions with intentions of severe harm or killing but with the involved perpetrators acting in ways considered by law blameworthy in meriting manslaughter conviction (Byrne, 2008, p. 79).  Therefore, some get recognized due to partial excused that reduces actions previously considered murder or manslaughter.  Involuntary manslaughter involves forms like reckless manslaughter, which occurs when one intending to cause harm or death does something that can have unjustifiable risks of the consequences (England, 202, para 8). Additionally, manslaughter is deemed dangerous and unlawful by the law if one causes another’s death by objectively dangerous means to the extent of practical realization of emanating risk of harm (Elliott and de Than, 2009, p. 70). Hence, the law also considers gross negligence to be involuntary manslaughter in case gross negligence becomes detectable in the course of causing death. Voluntary manslaughter mainly encompasses mitigation strategies and takes dimensions like provocation, which gets considered partial defense where the accused gets provoked and loses self-control (Elliott, 2004, p. 253). The law also integrates diminished responsibility, which advocates for victims of mental illnesses to get charged with manslaughter instead of murder (Quick and Wells, 2012, p. 338). The law requires a probability balance indicating that the defendant suffered from a mental abnormality that facilitated the killing at the time of the offence. 
The judges’ choice to revise existing defenses instead of creating new ones is a leading key issue (Bettinson, 2019, p. 75. On theoretical terms, judges are tasked with creating new defenses, thereby creating partial provocation defenses where one gets manslaughter instead of murder charge (Bettinson, 2019, p. 75). Such rulings stem from instances like when one kills out of self-control, or even a reasonable person would have similar reactions. For example, provocation defense allows one to get convicted with manslaughter instead of murder (Bettinson, 2019, p. 71). Yet, one becomes guilty of murder when responding with killing to unlawful violence when using unreasonable force (Ormerod, 2021, para 6). Hence, the partial defense does not exist. 
All homicides get fitted into either offence, with each accommodating excess behavior range of different levels making it controversial to differentiate (Adjorlolo and Chan, 2014, p. 487). For example, murder includes contract killers with premeditated intentions and those who engage in fatal killings without intentions but from reactions like anger (Beard and Politowski, 2016, p. 4). Both incidents involve people guilty of murder who can get subjected to life sentencing to the extent where license release can get applied. Manslaughter has an undeniable broader scope than murder. For example, death can occur from justifiable actions of not intending to kill, such as merely scaring someone using fire that ends up killing them (Brookman, Jones and Pike, 2017, p. 322). Another death might arise from the reaction from anger where one punches another and causes them to fall over and die from a skull injury.  Both get charged with murder; the law can get regarded as unsatisfactory due to differences in culpability (The Law Commission, 2021, p. 4). Therefore, this law fails to have a clear structure that analyzes the scope of various defenses. Provocation provision is also uncertain as the defenses surrounding it are complex. Proposals on the homicide law’s structure are prevalent, and the law commission and other relevant bodies consequent questions posed to consultants seeking personal views (The Law Commission, 2021, p. 50). Firstly, the law commission proposes that first-degree murder involving a fixed life sentence be one of the categories of homicide offences in the reformed law (Majaski, 2020, para 3). Here, offences on intended unlawful killings without a defendant having duress, provocation, and diminished responsibility partial defenses should be punishable with life imprisonment. Secondly, there should be a second-degree murder category involving discretionary life imprisonment. The commission proposes that unlawful killings with intentions of causing severe harm, those with reckless indifference that causes death, and where partial defense in intentional unlawful killings is present be under this category (Hughes, 2021, p. 36).Besides, the law commission and other bodies propose for manslaughter to be a third category of the Generalised homicide offences. Precisely, the commission proposes that the conduct that causes the death of another qualifies to be manslaughter in case the risk of causing death could get deemed as obvious by any reasonable person in place of the defendant (Crosby, 2020, p. 229). Also, if the defendant can appreciate the risk below any reasonable expectations of such circumstances, such conduct should fall under manslaughter. Hence, manslaughter should involve causing death to a person by criminals intending to cause physical harm or where the act has a foreseen risk to cause such harm. Also, proposals for specific homicide offences of infanticide and assisting suicide charged with a fixed sentencing term are prevalent. Lastly, a recommendation for consensual killings and mercy exists to recommend abolishing partial defenses Firstly, the government does not proceed with the homicide structure reforms but has taken it in revised form the proposals on diminished responsibility and provocation. For instance, implementation of changes on provocation is in place, whereby it is now changed to a defendant’s loss of control like emotions of fear, feeling critically wrong, or serious violence (Justice, 2021, para 7). Furthermore, the government requires that self-control loss must be sudden. In this regard, the government retains most of the law commission’s proposals. However, it has removed the gateway of developmental immaturity among children’s defendants. The government further asserts the need to change homicide’s complicity law while not adopting the general proposal of the Law Commission (Homicide law reform - Justice, 2021, para 7). Thus, the government has not approved the commission’s proposal. The government’s response to the proposals of the Law Commission and other bodies on aspects of murder, infanticide, and manslaughter is partial since it chooses to pick some and reject others (The Guardian, 2005, para 2). Such responses are risky to the law, as some intend to reduce first and second-degree murders. Furthermore, the mandatory sentencing applicable to some of these offences cannot fit the old distinction between manslaughter and murder (Mitchell and Mackay, 2010, p.165). On the other hand, the government-based alterations have led to considerable adverse effects since reinserting the provocation’s self-control loss can hinder domestic violence victims from making a partial defense (Justice, 2021, para 7). Therefore, the disregard of developmental immaturity on diminished responsibility leads to the loss of acknowledgment of children’s situations.
In a nutshell, England and Wales homicide law discussion in reform proposals, government responses, and arguments against reforms made are practical in offering a clear direction regarding the appropriateness of sound reforms to the law. Although this law mainly encompasses murder and manslaughter, the issues of concern include partial defenses and intent of murder, and manslaughter broadness has contributed to proposals to reform them. Following the arguments on the law’s reforms, there is a dire need for comprehensive reforms which foster justice appropriately
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