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It has long been argued that the House of Lords is a fundamental element of the UK parliament. However, recent calls have been made abolish the House of Lords. Is it time to abolish the House of Lords?


According to UK parliament (2023), The Parliament of the United Kingdom is the supreme legislative body which may also legislate for the crown dependencies. The UK parliament is made up of two parts, the House of Lords and the House of Commons. The main responsibilities of the Parliament are to hold discussions, approve and modify laws, and monitor the activities of the government. Furthermore, the House of Lords is the upper chamber of the UK Parliament. It was said in the UK parliament (2023) that the House of Lords govern the Governments actions and create new laws. They also have 800 members that are known as ‘peers’; this includes life pees, hereditary peers and lord spirituals. It is said in the Hereditary by-elections: results (2023) most hereditary peers were removed from the House of lords by the House of Lords Act 1999. 90 hereditary peers; who were elected to remain with their fellow party/group members kept their position under the rules and regulations. In addition to the earlier mention before 90 members, Earl Marshal and Lord Great Chamberlain, who both held royal posts, continued to be members of the Lords. We call these peers excluded hereditary peers. Life peerages were additionally awarded to a variety of hereditary peers who had served the House before 1999. According to BBC news: the UK politics (2022), Members of the House of Lords are appointed, or they inherit their position based on the category of the membership. On one hand, some individuals argue for the abolishment for the House of lords. However, On the other hand, some individuals argue to keep the House of Lords. As a result, in this assignment there will be a discussion about the abolishment of the House of Lords.

According to UK Parliament  (2023), The House of Lords is one of the two houses that make up the UK Parliament. Its main responsibility is to read through and modify laws created by the House of Commons, enabling more detailed and up-to-date analysis of the new legislation.

Andrew Rawnsley (2015) said the supporters of House of Lords abolishment argue that cutting away with it would solve a few issues related to the current system. The House of Lords has faced criticism for lacking democratic legitimacy since its members are not chosen by the public. It is believed that this unelected characteristic is a major disadvantage since it may result in a lack of accountability and transparency in the legislative process. In addition, it is thought that the House of Lords’ hereditary peers and bishops are outdated and at contrast with modern ideas of democracy. Concerns around privilege and representation are also raised because the hereditary peers maintain their position of authority. Advocates argue that an upper chamber that is elected or appointed would be more in line with democratic ideas and standards in the modern society.  An advantage of the House of Lords can be the non-partisanship. This means members typically serve as ‘crossbenchers’ or the ‘independent variables’, which reduces the power of political parties and enhances professionalism. However, a disadvantage of the House of Lords can be the outdated composition. It is believed that the appointment of bishops and hereditary peers is out of trend with the modern democratic ideals. Although the House of Lords has many benefits, for example, non-partisanship; its outdated characteristics and appointed membership have led to suggestions for its failure. Advocates argue that it would be more in line with modern democratic ideals
and provide a more representative upper chamber if it were replaced with a more accountable organisation.

It is said in the UK Parliament (2023) That the principles of democratic systems, responsibilities, and representation are the main factors for the primary arguments in against abolishing the House of Lords. the exception of bishops, life peers, and hereditary peers, the House of Lords is a body without elected representative with a majority that is not accountable to the public. The fact that it is not elected raises serious concerns since it affects democratic legitimacy. The engagement of bishops raises concerns about the separation of church and state, while the existence of hereditary peers (who inherit their position) is viewed as ‘old’ and ‘undemocratic’. Modern democracy’s values require elected officials to write and carefully consider legislations. However, an advantage of the House of Lords is that they hold the Government to account. The House of Lords uses queries, debates, and committee work to analyse the government’s policies and actions. This helps government make procedures more accountable and fairer. Whereas a disadvantage of the House of Lords is their limited diversity. In terms of both demographic and economic representation, the House of Lords regularly fails to properly reflect the diversity of the UK population. Its membership might not accurately represent the nation’s social, economic and cultural diversity. Advocates of the House of Lords’ abolition argue that a more accountable and democratic organisation must be established. They argue that an updated chamber built up of unelected individuals is incompatible with the democratic ideal that all parliamentarians must respond to the people they serve. This includes a more democratic and representative body in place of the House of Lords could fit better into the modern democratic principles and offer a more open and responsible form of government.


Due to its members’ appointment status rather than election, the House of Lords is seen as having no democratic legitimacy and should be replaced with a more representative and responsible government. Many members of the House of Lords are appointed as ‘life peers’, ‘hereditary peers’, and ‘bishops’; none of these positions are directly elected by the public. This leads to many questions regarding the legitimacy and accountability of the legislative process while there is no democratic authority. Hereditary peers, who inherit their positions are still in place, which is viewed as an outdated practise that upholds privilege based on inheritance than on merit. An advantage of the House of Lords is that they provide second opinion. In order to keep the House of Commons in check, the House of Lords offers a second opinion on suggested legislation. This extra layer of examination ensures that laws are carefully considered before they are passed and improving the quality of legislations. However, a disadvantage of the House of Lords is lack of democratic legitimacy. Many of the members of the House of Lords are appointed for life; it is an unelected body. The absence of direct democratic accountability might be viewed as a major disadvantage, since members do not have political authority. 

The advocates and detractors of abolishing the House of Lords have made strong arguments for and against the proposal. Although the House of Lords has a long history of examining laws, contributing expertise, and performing modification activities, there are questions over its independence, lack of democratic mandate, and potential favouritism.



In conclusion, a comprehensive examination of the advantages and disadvantages of the House of Lords established structure is necessary when considering reform. Reformers call for more transparency, accountability, and democratic representation in the legislative system. Some of the concerns could be addressed while maintain the beneficial features of a revising chamber via defined role within the constitutional framework. To identify the best solution, legal experts, politicians, and the public must participate in a bored and inclusive constitutional debate. Furthermore, comparing other parliament systems and their upper houses might offer important insights into possible reform options. Since the modern democratic society is constantly developing and its needs and expectations are always changing, any revision of the constitution should be approached from a long-term perspective. A system that guarantees effective leadership, accountability, and public confidence in the legislative process must be pursued as the debate progresses. This required managing the difficult line between tradition and progress. 
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