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[bookmark: _Int_dWQLAQ6m][bookmark: _Int_ln4SWYMi]Abolishing the house of lords is a highly talked about subject within society. “The House of Lords is part of the UK Parliament. Also known as the Upper Chamber.” the house of lords also has members that are called ‘peers’ (BBC News,2022). Parliament is a very important group within law, “The United Kingdom Parliament is made up of three parts - the Crown, the House of Lords and the House of Commons. Parliament's main functions are to conduct debates, to make and change legislation (laws) and to check the work of Government.” (UK Parliament,2023). I will be discussing whether The House of Lords should be abolished and the possible consequences if this were to happen.


[bookmark: _Int_t3HoMx3x]Many people do not agree with The House of Lords, and because of this many want to reform The House of Lords. However, N.H. Brasher, 1965 wrote a journal titled ‘The House of Lords’ it says, ““It is sometimes argued that its powers are now so trivial that abolition would make little difference.” From this we can assume their powers have little value and importance, and therefore the debates and disagreements over the reforming of The House of Lords are a complete waste of time. It could be more useful to look at the bigger picture of parliament and start from there.
Similarly, another study by Robert Saunders, 2020 argues that reforming The House of Lords may also be pointless as truly little outcomes have been made, “The Lords has been reformed repeatedly, but usually for the convenience of the government.” This gives little hope for the members of parliament and the public. Some may think the abolishment of The House of Lords may be more suitable for the situation, as nothing else seems to be making a helpful change. However, the abolishment of The House of Lords may backfire. As it says “In a country without a written constitution or a proportional electoral system, the Lords is one of the only checks on a government with a majority in the Commons. It is the only branch of government that cannot be controlled by a single party, elected on as little as 35 per cent of the vote.” With these advantages to the house of lords, having them abolished could cause many disadvantages. This will be taking a step back from the wanted outcome.
There are many underlying issues within The House of Lords, one being representation. Hugh Bochel and Andrew Defty, authored an article titled ‘Representation and the House of Lords’ they argue, “As Pitkin suggests: Representatives should be superior men of wisdom and ability, not average or typical or even popular men.” Sexism is a growing issue in society to this day, this makes women feel like no matter how hard they work they will never be as successful as a man. However, this article carries on the say,
[bookmark: _Int_1B50UCM7] " While there are now more women and people from ethnic minorities in the House of Lords, there is little evidence that the House of Lords is becoming more descriptively representative according to a range of other criteria such as age, occupation, or social class.” This implies that sexism is slowly decreasing within parliament however discrimination is at its peak. Judging people’s ability and knowledge off their age, occupation, and social class is not ethically correct. Without this wide range of versatility people may argue that the decisions made by The House of Lords are not fair. 
[bookmark: _Int_TT2ZPCZX]Peter Dorey,2023 found the reforming of The House of Lords may be more in favor than to abolish The House of Lords for the future elections due to, “Holding elections to the new second chamber would pose a very different problem, namely the likelihood that a different party (from the government) might prove more popular and thus win more seats.” Even though this is extremely unlikely, it is good to take precautions in order not to allow this to happen. From this statement, we would choose too not abolish The House of Lords.
 The peers within The House of Lords are not elected like The House of Commons but inherited through their family, many people do not agree this is fair as the public do not have a say on who has a say if bills get accepted or denied. For the other peers within the government, they also may not see this as fair as they must work hard to get remotely close to being a part of the government whereas peers in The House of Lords do not have to do anything. However, when trying to be reform this it was denied, as it says, “There was a desire by some in the government to exclude all hereditary peers from the chamber, but political considerations prevailed” (Lankina et al,2009). However, The House of Lords Act 1999 took away the privileges of the hereditary peers and now only allow 91 hereditary peers seats in the lords (UK Parliament). Therefore, a breakthrough has been made in making the house of lords more equal for everybody.
[bookmark: _Int_dk6HY9rn]An extreme amount of people do not agree with the hereditary requirement in the house of lords due to not having the power to decide who peers in The House of Lords, however in The House of Commons they must be elected. Many people do not enjoy, not having a say within the choosing of peers because they cannot vote for what they think within the law .On LexisPSL Public Law Overviews  it says that, “In each case, a Bill goes through a number of defined stages and must be approved by both Houses before it becomes an Act of Parliament.” this statement shows that for any bills become acts of Parliments it must pass through The House of Commons, which are people that members of public have elected. Therefore, it seems that the abolishment of The House of Lords would not be necessary.
Abolishing The House of Lords could have many disadvantages as the Lords play a massive role within parliament. As it says, “Abolishing the Lords could also result in a loss of expertise, says Jess Sargeant from the Institute for Government think tank” (BBC News,2022) The loss of expertise could massively affect the parliament, due to the lords having a lot of experience within parliament abolishing them could be the start of a major downfall. It would take anyone who is trying to replace the Lords, years to be successful at it. Therefore, from this we can see that abolishing The House of Lords would not be a smart idea.
Despite many people wanting to abolish The House of Lords, the government has defended them and is against the reforms. John Parkinson, 2007 says, “Parliament does require, and would greatly benefit from, a second chamber better able to perform the roles of scrutiny and deliberation, holding the Government to account and probing its legislation and policies.” Now the government has put out this statement, the people whose opinions were to abolish The House of Lords may now have a different point of view. As the government statement says, without the house of lords (a second chamber) they would struggle. From this we can say it would be in everyone's interest not to abolish The House of Lords.

Overall, from my research I believe that the house of lords should not be abolished. A lot of the members of public have strong opinions on this topic however the house of commons is supreme and making most decisions around the government and therefore this is fair due to the house of commons MP’s being elected than the house of lords being hereditary as a lot of people see it as unfair that they don’t get to elect the peers within the house of lords but would it make much of a difference anyway?
If the house of lords were to be abolished it would have a significant impact on the government and therefore all members of the public. Therefore, the house of lords should not be abolished.
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