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Introduction
Criminal law is the crime-related law and it prohibits behaviour viewed as dangerous, disruptive, or jeopardising the land, fitness, life, and spiritual well-being of persons, including themselves. Criminal law requires punishing and rehabilitating those who break certain laws. Some of the questions related to Criminal law are discussed in this report along with proper analysing. 


[bookmark: _Toc69568431]Question 1
[bookmark: _Toc69568432]Consideration of if the defence regarding insanity is suitable for the purpose or this requires reform 
The term insanity defence, also classified as the psychological condition defence, seems to be a constructive defensive system by justification in court cases that claims the accused is not liable for their conduct, because they were suffering from a serialised or chronic psychological illness at the point of the crime. Insanity defences are used by accused with less than 1percent of all criminal prosecutions, and they are only effective around one-quarter of the period. Many suspects pretend to be insane; several criminals who plead insanity have such long symptoms of neurological disease and previous hospital stays. According to The Plea of Insanity in Criminal Cases (1843) The responsibility of proof on the prosecution of insanity is on the victim to show that he or she is insane by plain, and compelling testimony and the accused must now show that "at the period of the occurrence of the actions establishing the offence, the accused, as a consequence of a serious psychiatric disorder or malfunction, would have been unable to understand the essence and content or the unlawfulness of his activities" by "simple and compelling testimony." Accused could show before the judge because they didn't even realise what they're doing, didn't realise the difference between right behaved in an inexplicable instinct or a combination of these reasons in states that enable the insanity defence which can be related with the case of Clarke and Clarke (1972). 
The goal of a clinical impairment is to ultimately treat the accused's disease, although the ultimate goal of the justice system is to prosecute him. As a result, whether the criminal or community may recover from incarceration, the criminal’s actions are not forgiven. The Hennessy case(1989) stated that, the insanity defence is supported by a two-pronged policy. To begin with, a psychotic defendant does not influence his or her actions. This is analogous to a hypnotised or sleepwalking victim. Furthermore, a psychotic defendant is incapable of forming the intent to commit a crime. A psychotic defendant would almost certainly commit offences over and over again and whether he or she lacks the capacity to regulate their behaviour or the knowledge that their behaviour is immoral or bad by conventional norms. An overwhelming compulsion measure is being used to decide if an accused would be powerless to restrain or suppress his or her urges, resulting in a serious crime, as a consequence of a psychiatric illness or malfunction. If people legitimately claim insanity as a defence, individuals will not be sentenced to trial or parole for their crime. They’ll be admitted to a federal psychiatric institution afterwards.
Automatism is a term used to describe a series of short unconscious actions and this may last anywhere from a few seconds to several minutes or much larger, and during that moment the individual is entirely ignorant of his or her behaviour. There seem to be two kinds of automatism: sane and insane automatisms. A sane automatism results in a complete guilty verdict, while an insane automatism results in a not responsible by virtue of insanity judgment. The above enables managers to utilise the entire spectrum of case law dispositions as per the case of Codere and Enzenauer (2003). The difference between automatism and insanity is determined as to whether the spontaneous behaviour was caused by an explicit or implicit force. If the cause is inner, the plea isn't convicted due to insanity; whereas if the factor is outer, the plea is innocent. 
The early discharge of unstable people from medical hospitals, a jury's failure to distinguish amongst contradictory clinical evidence regarding an accused's mental condition at the scene of the offence at hand, and the subjective experience of psychiatric evaluation are among some of the problems highlighted by the insanity defence. A suspect will be expected to justify his or her insanity to a legally acceptable degree such as further than a sensible qualm. As a result, putting the burden of proof on the complainant to demonstrate insanity by plain and compelling testimony is legal and both versions of the insanity defence call for the alleged deficiency of mental control to be caused by a psychological disorder or deficiency. On October 12, 1984, President Ronald Reagan approved the Insanity Defence Reform Law was enacted, ratifying US federal statutes regulating criminals with psychiatric illnesses or disorders to find it substantially extremely complicated to secure a not convicted by definition of insanity conviction. It eliminated the ALI test's purposive aspect, which determined whether an accused lost the ability to adapt his or her behaviour to the statute. Also due to the change in Homicide Act, It was enacted as a partial reform of the common law offence of murder in English law by abolishing the doctrine of constructive malice also the Diminished responsibility is not a known or practised law hence it has been merged with the insanity law.
The insanity defence, despite the statutory norm, is seldom used and much less often effective. Also, it doesn’t fit for its purposes to an extent and it needs to be reformed so that it can be widely used and best fit for the purposes it serves that was decided in the case of WINDLE (1952). Despite the fact that cases that involve the insanity defence attract a lot of public coverage, the defence isn't used frequently. About all reports suggest that the insanity defence is used in less than 1% of criminal cases, and therefore it is only used in a small percentage of such situations. Moreover, it is found from the supportive research stated above and the cases that the defence of insanity should be reformed and some of the areas that should come into the concentration are the pleading procedures, the medical proofs regarding this sector and most importantly the punishment procedures must be more strong, lengthy and tenacious. 
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[bookmark: _Toc69568434]Advising Ali regarding the potential criminal accountability for the offences he had committed 
The case given can be analysed through the IRAC method and it will be easier to demonstrate and evaluate the entire context with various other cases similarities. The method is given below: 
Issue: Ali has committed various crimes and offences as per the case given. First of all, he tried to bully a couple by making disturbing comments and then he along with his friends willingly started fighting. When a third person named Lee came to stop him and told him to get out of the place Ali recklessly punched the person and as a result, the person died later that night. Though Ali ran away from the place, he was not out of danger for the crime he had committed. The police wanted witnesses, as Colin was the witness he willingly threatened Colin and intended a criminal offence by stabbing him. The first murder was a reckless activity causing by the lack of Mens Rea but the second crime was a planned and successful murder. Ali should be sued for the attempt to two murder cases (R. v. Ireland; R. v. Burstow, 2021).   
Rule: A brief romantic relationship existed between the convict and the victim’s current girlfriend, where the girl terminated the relationship. Miserable with this ruling, the defendant harassed the victim for months, making frequent phone calls, sending hate mail, randomly emerging, threatening her neighbours, and inducing her mental harm, among other things. These facts are the crime result according to the case Ireland and Barstow case. According to Venna 1975, the very first activity by Ali was also a crime as he was disturbing some of his friends in the bar by commenting irrelevant and disturbing sentences to the couple sitting there (R v Venna (Henson George) [1975] 3 W.L.R. 737 - Simple Studying, 2021). This is a deliberate act Ali in this case also guilty along with his friends for the offence. The fight broke out after the scene was intended by Ali and he wanted to harm Colin physically as per jealous activity as Colin was dating Ali’s Ex-girlfriend. The problem, the lawsuit revolved around whether the appeal court erred with his jury instructions and what the proper definition of malice is. Among purpose and neglect is recklessness, which is described as taking unwarranted risks While this is wider than pure Cunningham recklessness, it also corresponds to a large unit of effects, including any kind of personal injury, rather than the idea of wilful disregard to the implications of one's behaviour which was decided in the case of Cunningham (1957). Ali punched Lee for threatening him as he was there to stop him but unfortunately, Lee died as a result of Ali’s reckless activity. Manslaughter charges were brought against the suspect. The last murder was intended as Ali willingly stabbed Colin for killing him as he was the witness of his first murder. 
Application: The defendant must be arrested after doing such reckless activity in public and Ali along with his friends must be convicted to assault occasioning and it is stated that recklessness is inadequate Mens Rea for the crime. The first murder is in response to appealing for a lack of Mens Rea to inflict damages; the defendant took the ruling based on this guide to the court. Will seems to be the most blameworthy frame of consciousness because it means criminal conduct, while incompetence signifies a degree of recklessness that just barely crosses the line of fault that warrants personal prosecution decided in the case of R v Church (1966). These were decided that if an individual is engaging in an illegal act at the very same moment, and that death occurs, the defendant is eligible for the death penalty.  
Conclusion: The Above stated activities proved that that was necessary to accuse Ali as he was intending to do that unlawful activity resulting from his recklessness hence according to Rolfe case it is a satisfied and justified element of common assault which was decided in the case of Mohan (1976). Moreover, this is the liability of Li to bring proof against the case so that he can show them to the jury and appeal. These kinds of criminal liability require both the proof of Mens Rea and Actus Rea before convicting Ali as the criminal which was decided on the case of FRANK (1989). For a criminal to be considered to have induced death, both procedural and substantive causation must be established. This is an attempt to murder case and Ali is entirely accused of the situation. a move to bring about some kind of execution of the alleged offence which the convicted intended to undertake, since it would be within the defendant's capacity, regardless of if the condemned wished the result of his act or otherwise. 
[bookmark: _Toc69568435]Conclusion
This report demonstrates some of the scenarios of criminal law such as insanity defence and other crime based cases. The first portion of this report answers various questions related to insanity defence with the recommendation and the second portion of this assignment shows the IRAC methods for the given case for proper evaluation and recommendation.   
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