Should the house of lords be abolished?
 The house of lords has for time immemorial been a point of contention amongst the British public and theorists alike. It stands out from its contemporaries, such as the American equivalent of the Senate due to its inclusion of hereditary and unelected elements. This has however led to many reforms to the house of lords since its inception, with new reform still being argued to this day. These recommendations have even gone as far as to suggest that the House of Lords should be abolished. This essay will discuss the abolition of the House of Lords. 
To understand the house of lords, and its reform, we must first understand what parliament is. in modern political theory, parliament is made up of 3 distinct bodies. The monarch, the house of lords and the house of commons, however, only the last of these three can be considered democratic. It is often looked upon as odd that Britain still incorporates hereditary elements in its legislative process (Boyd T, Harrison K, 2006, p.3). These 3 bodies are responsible for Britain’s legislative process, passing and scrutinising new law, as well as reforming and repealing old or obsolete law. Parliament is also considered in British law to be “supreme” meaning it holds higher authority to create, repeal or reform law than any other body. 
Parliament is made up of two main chambers; The house of commons, which is democratic in nature, consisting of 650 elected members, and the House of lords, which is an unelected upper chamber, consisting of around 800 sitting Lords. As previously stated, the House of lords is unelected. Members of the House of Lords are appointed through several methods such as an independent committee, an honours list made by the prime minister, or through a hereditary title, passed down through generations of their family. Over the last century, the house of lords, and its methods of appointment have been altered significantly, due to acts such as The House of Lords Act 1999. These methods of appointment have long been controversial, as shown by authors such as Rodney Brazier, who claims that despite reform, the House of Lords has remained unaccountable to the British people due to its unelected nature (Rieche O, 2011). 
The House of lords is one of the two chambers of parliament that are considered sovereign in lawmaking, meaning they hold ultimate authority to create law in England and Wales. The house of lords holds all the same law-making powers that are held by the commons, with members being able to propose new bills on a range of topics. However, over time the abilities of the House of Lords in legislation have been reformed and reduced. For example, The Parliament Acts 1949 and 1911 which reduced the power of the lords to veto bills proposed by the house of commons, as well as conventions such as the Salisbury convention, which disallows Lords from voting down a bill that was created as part of an election manifesto promise at the second reading, third reading or report stages of a bill. While this convention is not binding, it is followed with great respect and weight. While it is true that the Lords do have all of the law-making power of a member of parliament, they are generally considered to be advisory in nature in contemporary thought, scrutinising new law as it passes through the legislative process (Rieche O, 2011). 
Many writers, theorists and notable figures have shared their opinions on the House of Lords, ranging from enthusiastic to sceptical as to efficacy and legitimacy of the house. The writer Nicholas Baldwin highlights an issue that has always plagued the unelected house, being that of representation. As of 1998, 59% of all lords were hereditary. What is more worrying given the Lords’ role in scrutinising and bringing professional or expert knowledge to legislation, is the fact that as of 1998, only 7.6% of all lords were female (Carmichael P, Dickinson B, 1998, p.32). While it is true that women are underrepresented in the House of Lords, there has been gradual improvement since 1999, with women compromising 19.9% of the House by December 2009 (Eason C, 2009) and 28% by 2021 (Sutherland D, 2022). Similarly, ability of the House is often scrutinised as being unable to represent the British people due to its socio-economic makeup, with many members being part of groups that are fortunate in positions socio-economically, such as the Aristocracy. After 1999, only 92 hereditary peerages passed down from the aristocracy remain, however, this may still affect how representative the chamber is overall. Pitkin states that there is no in-between in democracy. There is no proper or poor representation, only representation and the lack thereof (Bochel H, Defty A, 2012, cited from Pitkin, 1967, p.39). This places Britain’s position as a constitutional democracy in jeopardy, as representation is often considered a core tenet of democracy. It is stated by David Plotke that a lack of representation is exclusion, which is detrimental to the concept of a representative democracy (Plotke D, 2002). 
Other research has found the largest increases in Lords’ attendance come after reform debates, while other national scale events, such as acts of terror or natural disasters do not cause such large increases in attendance (O’Brochta W, 2020). This shows the house of lords to be unreliable in their role, only having a high percentage of attendance when their seats are seen in to be at risk. These findings partially confirm the theories of John Locke, who claims that all people are in some way self-interested, and that other responsibilities, such as the responsibilities to others are secondary (MacLean S.M, 2011). This self-interest may cause the House to act outside of the interest of the public, despite that being its primary function within democracy, possibly making them unreliable as legislators. The premise that the sitting lords are motivated primarily by self interest is however disputed in research conducted by Richard Reid, named “Do ideas matter?”, which through qualitative interviews with peers, shows that the motivations for opposing an elected house may be more complex (Reid R, 2015).
While it is true that the House of lords has many issues in relation to its structure and role, many argue that despite this, it is still a necessary counterbalance to the House of Commons. Oliver Rieche argues that due to the House of Lords’ membership largely consisting of professionals and experts in specific fields, it allows for a larger wealth of specific knowledge than that of the House of Commons. Moving to a fully elected chamber or abolishing the house could cause increases in political bias in lawmaking, which is already prevalent, only being held back by the revisory nature of the lords (Rieche O, 2011). It is true that many members of the House of Lords have been elevated to their position due to their contributions to their fields. The loss of this expertise could be detrimental to public lawmaking on topics that require a wealth of knowledge, such as Health or finance due to a possible lack of knowledge from elected officials, leading to contradictory, redundant or harmful law. 
Many have proposed reforms to the house of lords to address such issues, however, as was demonstrated by the House of Lords Reform Bill 2012, very few succeed in this endeavour. The last reform to the house of lords that was successful was the Constitutional Reform Act 2005, simply removing the supreme court from the house of lords, symbolically separating the institutions. This may show reforming the House to be a fruitless effort, however new proposals and recommendations continue to be made as to the reform of the house. One such figure continuing to propose new reforms to the House of Lords is the Lord Speaker, and his committee on the size of the house. In their fifth report, they suggest that the size of the house can be reduced through self-regulation to a maximum of 600 over 10 years, as well as introducing a 15-year term limit for new sitting peers, which will increase turnover of members, ensuring new ideas, positions and areas of expertise are represented. This will also increase the representation of women in the house at an increased rate as opposed to the life entitlement that peers hold today (Lord Speaker, 2023). This report, while proposing new solutions to existing criticisms of the lords, openly addresses other issues that plague the house, such as large amounts of appointments being made to make easier the passing of bills in line with a party’s status quo. Historically, sweeping changes to the composition and power of the House of Lords have managed to succeed in parliament. Bills such as the parliament acts 1911 and 1949 significantly changed the House’s powers. 
In conclusion, many reforms have been proposed to the House of lords, however few have been successful. This has led to the question of abolition being raised, however, abolition of the house of lords could lead to structural instability due to its smaller, yet crucial role in legislation, as is clearly demonstrated by laws such as the Police, Crime, Sentencing and Courts Act 2022. This possible instability shows that abolition may not be the best route in making a more effective House. Reform, much in the vein of that which was suggested by the Lord Speaker’s Committee seem to be the most effective route, however this will take time, and is likely to be contested both in the house of commons as was seen with the House of Lords reform bill 2012, as well as the House of lords. 
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