Reform of Homicide
This essay will assess whether the law governing homicide in England and Wales is in need of reform, outlining the current law and some of its key issues, as well as discussing proposals put forward by the Law Commission and other bodies. The government’s decisions on these proposals will be assessed, and arguments against reform will also be discussed. 
The current law on homicide in England and Wales is based on two factors; actus reus and mens rea. Actus reus is the act of an unlawful killing or another person, and mens rea is the intention to cause death or grievous bodily harm to the victim (Herring, 2022, p.222). These two factors equate to the offence of murder in the eyes of the law in England and Wales. In terms of criminal law, homicide can be broken down into the following categories: murder, manslaughter, infanticide, and a number of specialised offences involving killing someone while operating a motor vehicle (Herring, 2022, p.221). Defences for murder include loss of control, where the defendant shows that during the time of the offence, they had lost control due to a ‘qualifying trigger’ and that a person of normal mind would have responded in the same way. If successful, the defendant will be charged with manslaughter instead of murder. Another defence where if successful would have the same outcome is diminished responsibility, where the defendant would need to prove that they had an abnormal mental functioning which impacted their understanding of the crime (Herring, 2022, p.220). The Law Commission (2005) has advocated for reforming the statutes governing homicide and manslaughter. The Coroners and Justice Act 2009 largely adopted their advice regarding partial defences however the government has rejected the remainder of their recommendations (Law Commission, 2005). The report from the Law Commission states that that the current legal system is a "rickety structure set upon shaky foundations." This suggests that the judicial system for handling homicide has not advanced sufficiently and still maintains archaic laws that have not altered much since the seventeenth century. The admission that these regulations desperately need to be reformed emphasises the view of the law as needing modification. Over the years, society and legal systems have changed tremendously, and it is crucial for the law to evolve along with shifting social, cultural, and technical environments. Failure to modernise the legal system may result in inconsistencies, deficiencies, and potential inequities in how the law is applied. Reform of the laws on homicide in England and Wales is political, particularly when it comes to the deeply emotive subject of murder. The most serious crime, according to the majority of people, is murder; however, opinions vary on the specifics of the crime. Some people might believe that a person must kill with malice aforethought or with a base motivation in order to be held accountable for murder. However, some individuals may believe that murder is not committed when in response to long term abuse by a partner (Crofts, 2009, p.355).  
Provocation was no longer a defence to murder in England and Wales as of October 2010. The Coroners and Justice Act 2009 allowed for the implementation of a new partial defence known as loss of control. With regard to intimate homicides committed by males, the gendered application of the law of homicide, as well as the law's inadequacy in dealing with the situations in which "battered women" kill, were all issues that were intended to be resolved (Fitz-Gibbon, 2013, p.280). The leniency of the laws on homicide in England and Wales has also been widely criticised as seen in the case of R v Gill (2014) where the defendant was sentenced to four years imprisonment for manslaughter for killing Asperger sufferer Andrew Young with a single punch to the face with a bare fist (Court of Appeal, 2014). However, three judges in London decided that the sentence was an accurate reflection of the gravity of what the defendant did, and ruled to keep the sentence at four years imprisonment for Gill as he admitted manslaughter (Gordon, 2014). The ruling of this case was criticised by MPs and victims’ families as being “unduly lenient” (Marsden, 2014). 
The breadth of manslaughter in England and Wales has been a subject of debate and criticism, with arguments made that it is too broad (Tadros, 2016, p.35). Manslaughter is divided into two main categories: voluntary manslaughter and involuntary manslaughter. Voluntary manslaughter occurs when a person unlawfully kills another with diminished responsibility or in response to provocation. Involuntary manslaughter, on the other hand, typically involves cases where a person's negligent actions result in another person's death (Crown Prosecution Service, 2022). One argument regarding the breadth of manslaughter is that it encompasses a wide range of circumstances, making it difficult to apply consistent principles and sentencing guidelines. The scope of the offense can lead to challenges in distinguishing between cases that warrant a charge of murder versus those that fall under the category of manslaughter (Norrie, 2018, p.16). Critics argue that the broadness of the offense can result in inconsistent sentencing outcomes and perceived injustices. For example, cases where the intent to kill is absent but a death occurs due to gross negligence may be treated the same as cases where there is an intention to cause harm. This may lead to public perception that the law does not adequately differentiate between different levels of culpability (Clarkson & Keating, 2013). Furthermore, the broadness of manslaughter may also impact the ability to achieve justice for victims and defendants alike. The lack of clarity in the law can make it challenging for defendants to understand the potential consequences they may face, while victims' families may feel that the punishment does not match the severity of the offense, as seen previously in the case of R v Gill (2014). However, it is important to note that the breadth of manslaughter can also serve a purpose. It allows the law to encompass a wide range of circumstances and provide some flexibility in addressing the complexity of human behaviour and intent (Norrie, 2018, p.18). Efforts have been made to provide more guidance and clarity in relation to manslaughter offenses. For example, the Sentencing Council in England and Wales has developed guidelines to assist judges in determining appropriate sentences for different types of manslaughter offenses. These guidelines aim to promote consistency and fairness in sentencing and include gross negligence manslaughter, manslaughter by reason of diminished responsibility, manslaughter by reason of loss of control and unlawful act manslaughter (Sentencing Council, 2018). In conclusion, the breadth of manslaughter in England and Wales has been a topic of discussion, with arguments presented both for and against its broadness. Critics argue that it can lead to inconsistent outcomes and perceived injustices, while others contend that it allows for flexibility in addressing different circumstances. Balancing the need for clarity, consistency, and fairness in the law remains an ongoing challenge, and further examination and potential reforms may be warranted to address these concerns (Card & Ormerod, 2017, p.92). 
The absence of enough gradation in the current homicide laws, which treat several types of homicides as one crime, is one reason in favour of homicide reform in England and Wales. According to this idea, there ought to be more defined lines drawn between murder and manslaughter, with varied degrees of guilt and associated punishments (Farmer & Williams, 2017). Some also claim that while evaluating whether to charge someone with murder, the current legislation places an undue emphasis on subjective factors like intent or forethought. Critics claim that in situations where the defendant's mental condition is complicated or their intent is not obvious, this could result in unjust conclusions. They argue that liability should be assessed using more impartial criteria (Norrie, 2018, p.27). The idea of lessened accountability is a further justification for reform. Advocates claim that the current legal framework does not give sufficient consideration to defendants who have mental health concerns, potentially leading to harsher punishments. They propose broader guidelines for lowered accountability to guarantee more equitable results (Clarkson & Keating, 2013). On the other hand, some contend that the current legal system offers a precise foundation for defining homicide offences. They assert that any alteration may bring about ambiguity, making it more challenging for the general public and legal experts to comprehend and consistently implement the legislation (Card & Ormerod, 2017, p.106). Reform opponents contend that the current legal system, which distinguishes between murder and manslaughter, acts as an effective deterrence by emphasising the seriousness of purposeful homicides. They express worry that reform could lessen public understanding of the gravity of such crimes and lessen the deterrent effect (Ashworth & Horder, 2013, p.212). 
In conclusion, it appears to be the opinion of many in England and Wales that the law on homicide needs to be reformed in order to provide sufficient gradation and provide just outcomes to ensure consistency in the application of the law and address potential discrepancies to promote fairness in the criminal justice system. 
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