Parliamentary sovereignty 
In this assignment I will be discussing parliament, the UK constitution and many more, I will have a case list written at the end to show where I found the information from and who it belongs too, in this assignment I will also be discussing the advantages and disadvantage's along the way. You may wonder what is a constitution? A constitution is a set of rules made by our country/ government that determines how we as a country do things. A constitution are written rules for our country, when things are written it makes them harder to change, it must go through parliament and be agreed upon. This is something a bit similar that I had found in research, “ a constitution is the set of principles and rules by which a country is organized and it is usually contained in one document” (UK parliament). Principles of the UK constitution can be grouped, as I have just come across it says here “these can be grouped as follows: institutional checks and balances, representative government, the rule of law, protection of fundamental rights and integrity and standards in public life” (UCL) the institutional checks and balances would be the first principle. If you are unsure what a principle is it is a law that has many applications across a wide field. 
Parliamentary sovereignty is a group of people/higher ups that can make any law they would like and appeal any law they feel is necessary to appeal they could get rid of any law they want, not even the courts cannot overrule parliament as the parliament have all and the most unlimited power and because of this it makes parliament the supreme legal authority. In my research the UK parliament website have also stated that “generally, the courts cannot overrule its legislations and no parliament can pass laws that future parliaments cannot change” so although they can make any law they would like or take away any law they must also make sure that any laws that are created must also be able to be changed if necessary .When it comes to the bill of rights it has to go through both house of commons and house of lords before becoming a law and gaining royal asset.
 Parliament holds the most power when creating laws, as I have stated previously they can add new laws or get rid of any law whenever they would like, they hold the most power when creating laws which makes them more supreme, parliament have three parts you have the sovereign which Is the king in parliament the kings importance in parliament is most important, they need royal asset in order to be approved of a law, and then you have the house of lords and the house of commons, the house of lords and the house of commons have quite the role ,the house of commons elect other commons whereas the house of lords are not elected but are experts in their area. Although house of lords do not have much of a say compared to the house of commons, as the house of commons are the ones that vote for our PR minister to resign or call an election. While researching these topics I have found a better insight about the house of lords and house of commons here is something I found which may give you a better understanding on both houses, “ the commons has supreme legislative power- the chamber proposes and passes laws, and can stop bills from being passes into law” that was for the house of commons the house of lords it says here “ lords can delay bills passed by the commons by up to one year, but there are exceptions to this” this information was found on a website called study rocket which will be listed in my case list below.
Binding future or past parliaments “by this principle, parliaments law-making power is not subject to any permanent restrictions” (parliament)it says that parliament cannot bind its successors, it cannot pass a law that cannot be changed or reversed by a future parliament. Parliament cannot bind with neither past or future parliaments, by the sounds of this they are telling us that the reason parliament cannot bind to past or future parliaments as it would make them unable to further change laws.
I think the parliament should think less about things such as banning XL bullys (Dogs) and think and focus on the bigger picture which being the people of this country, our country needs a lot done in order to thrive, everything has gone up in price and everyone is struggling to afford day to day things because of parliaments and the prime ministers on doings. Not everyone agrees with what the prime minister or parliament has to say, there are a lot of theories that can be spoken about here is a theory by A V Dicey and how they define parliamentary sovereignty “ the right to make or unmake any law whatever: and further, that no person or body is recognized by the law of England as having a right to override or set aside the legislation of parliament” there is also another theory written by Jennings but I cannot find trustworthy research.
In my opinion I do not trust the parliament the prime minister etc, but if I were to pick who to put faith within it would be the parliament, they are the supreme legal authority, they are the ones that keep and maintain the laws, they are the reason dangerous people are locked away in places such as prisons and put away for the amount of time they have been served. Although I do think parliament could change a few laws, I think they should also have more hefty sentences for people such as rapists, murdered and pedophiles as I feel like they are not given enough time as someone could be selling drugs and they would have more prison time than someone who just took somebody elses life or just took away a choice in somebody Elses life, these people create trauma lots and lots of it and should never be able to be given a second chance to be able to strike again and maybe even worse than the last time.
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