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[bookmark: _Toc129188347]Introduction 
Diminished responsibility is identified as the potential defence where one individual is not stable mentally to take responsibility for the crime. In criminal law, diminished responsibility is identified as the context where one person is “convicted of homicide” due to a mental disorder. This study has focused on the requirement for diminished responsibility under the “S.2 Homicide Act 1957” which helps to measure the needed changes in the Law. “Coroners and Justice Act 2009” is developed for investigating coroners, certification and causes of death under the criminal law of the UK. Additionally, the study has analysed the application of the “s.52 Coroners and Justice Act 2009” for several changes in the “S.2 Homicide Act 1957”. Interpretation of the advantages and disadvantages of the changes helps to identify the effectiveness of the changes in criminal law. Critical analysis of the changes in the mentioned criminal law helps to develop recommendations for future reformation of the law. The thesis statement of the study is to identify the changes “defence of diminished responsibility” with the application of “The Coroners and Justice Act (2009)”.   
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“S.2 Homicide Act 1957” and diminished responsibility under the act 
The “defence of diminished responsibility” is provided to a person who has reduced moral capability due to the presence of mental instability or disorder. In addition, “The homicide Act 1957” is developed to relate the “homicide and the trial and punishment of murder” which is included in the criminal law of the UK (Legislation.gov.uk, 2019). In the law, section 2 is developed for the people who have suffered from the situation of diminished responsibility. The requirements of the person who has suffered from diminished responsibility are identified as four separate areas. In section 2 of the act, the first requirement is measured as the person who is mentally unstable for taking responsibility for killing or partly killing (Flynn et al. 2021, p.211). The second requirement for diminished responsibility is deference required to prove the unreliability of the person in charge o murder. The third requirement is for one person who has been suffering a situation to be convicted of the murder whereas, the fourth requirement is one party who has been killed by virtue is not liable in the section. 
The act helps in the management of cases related to homicide, trial or punishment of murder cases in the UK. As an example, “Criminal appeal R v Cobley [2021] EWCA Crim 954” is a case where an applicant was convicted for the murder of her baby where psychiatric evidence she had argued for “defence of diminished responsibility” under section 2 of “Homicide Act 1957” (Mentalhealthlaw.co.uk, 2022). Therefore, in the relevant case, a clear link is identified between the requirement of the mentioned act which helps understand the relevance between the defence of diminished responsibility and the present situation related to the charge of murder.     
Identification of the need for changes 
In the mentioned act of diminished responsibility changes are needed which was developed in the year 2010. In the whole legislation, the first changes are identified in the activities relevant to diminished responsibility which helps to reduce murder happening concerning manslaughter. As per the view of Ulbrick et al. (2019, p.220), an explanation of the mental functioning of the applicants is needed to develop a clear understanding of the people under diminished responsibility. In the updated legislation clear information is provided about mental abnormality and functioning. Additionally, a wider spectrum of mental illness is needed which is improved with the development of medical science related to mental health. As an example, a case of “Diminished responsibility medical evidence R v Hussain [2019] EWCA Crim 666” is identified where issues are developed related to the diminished responsibility and unanimity for the killing activity is measured in the applicant in time of the murder (Mentalhealthlaw.co.uk, 2022). Therefore, changes and improvements are required for the management of the issues related to the lack of clearance of the medical clarification for the health situation of the applicant. 
The changes in the details of the legislation are needed to improve the investigation process in the cases of homicides or diminished responsibility. In addition, to improve the investigation process for “loss of control” and “no comment” cases are required which are identified in new legislation. 
Analysis of changes in diminished responsibility law with “s.52 Coroners and Justice Act 2009” 
Several issues in the legislation are identified which effectively changed with the use of “s.52 Coroners and Justice Act 2009” as this law helps to clarify the conviction for the murder cases. The changes in the requirement of the “Homicide Act 1957” seen which identified “abnormality of mental functioning” such as related to the situation, “to exercise self-control” (Lawgazette.co.uk, 2023). Therefore, more specification is added with the application of section 52 as that helps to clearly identify factors associated with the case of homicide. On the other hand, “The Coroners and Justice Act [2009]” has been amended to the “Homicide Act 1957” and helps to highlight the psychological factors which can be considered “abnormal mental functioning” (Legislation.gov.uk, 2020). Therefore, the use of the phrase “abnormal mind” was rephrased to “abnormal mental functioning” with the application of section 52. 
In the new and improved law, a mixture of subjective and objective tests are identified which helps to measure the circumstances of the defendant. A significant change in the existing law of diminished responsibility is “Loss of control” as the abolition of the provocation of deference (Reed et al. 2021, p.161). In addition, in section 2 of the “Homicide Act 1957” a subjection of “1A” is developed with the implementation of section 52 which helps to implement the changes in the cases of murder or attempt to murder. Therefore, the s. 52 of the Act of 2009 helps to develop subsections (1A, 1B and 1C) in the existing legislation of the criminal law of the UK.     
Advantages and disadvantages of the changes 
“Advantages”
The changes are identified in the diminished responsibility in section 2 which helps to improve the investigation process by identifying relevant factors under abnormal mental functioning. As per the view of Bettinson (2019, p.75), changes in the factors based on the diminished responsibility amended development is identified as related to “defence, reducing murder to manslaughter”. In addition, the development of a clear spectrum for the requirement of the applicant related to mental illness helps to improve the investigation process. Therefore, changes in the mentioned legislation help to measure the characteristics of obligatory punishment processes.   
“Disadvantages”
The concept of “mental responsibility” under the homicide act of the criminal law is identified as a hybrid concept which is associated with the psychiatrist witness and the present concept developed unclearly in the investigation. The changes in the diminished responsibility help to identify the common factors whereas rising complications in the investigation process (Feruzbek, 2020, p.86). “Loss of control” and “no comment” are identified as two factors triggering a clear investigation of the cause of criminal behaviour rather than management of the violent applicant with such sanctions is not possible.   
Recommendation for further reform 
The legislation of the homicide act can be improved with the limitation of the negative factors identified in the modified legalisation. Therefore, improvement is required for acts related to the negligence of the serious violence from the applicant and improvement of the activity is required for the excuse of the violence. According to the view of Fortson (2021, p.171), reformation of the law offence for the murder is needed which provides more specification about the related factors of diminished responsibility. Therefore, it is recommended improvement of the concept of the mental abnormality or causes of the killing helps to improve the Act with effective reformation. In the cases of patient homicides improvement of the services will be possible with reform of the act for the criminal consequences (Fortson, 2021, p.171). Development of the responsibility improvement for mental responsibility rise accuracy in the investigation process. 
[bookmark: _Toc129188349]Conclusion 
It can be concluded that amendment changes in section 2 of “Homicide Act 1957” improve the effectiveness of the legislation for the management of the quality investigation process. Besides this, a change in the concept from “abnormal mind” to “abnormal mental functioning” is identified with effective support of “s.52 Coroners and Justice Act 2009”. In section 2, several subsections such as (1A, 1B and 1C) are developed in the reformed legislation where the concept of defence of the diminished responsibility is developed clearly. Therefore, it can be concluded effective improvement is possible in the required identification of the applicant with mental instability. Additionally, several disadvantages of the changes are measured such as the development of a hybrid concept of “mental responsibility” which leads to the violent behaviour of the applicant.
Development of the subsections in legislation helps to identify the requirement for the diminished responsibility and accuracy of the applicant to adopt these facilities. Therefore, it is concluded further reformation of “The Homicide Act 1957” for the diminished responsibility helps to establish the relevance of medical science with the investigation process to understanding mental illness.   
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