                                                 Legal process
In this assignment there will be a discussion on how parliament is the supreme law-making body and how important it is within the United Kingdom's constitution. There will also be a demonstration of the legal process between legislation and policies within the United Kingdom's constitution and reforming suggestions to whether in which the UK should keep parliament or get rid of parliament or potentially suggest making head of state to be in power. 
According to A V Dicey parliamentary sovereignty is the supreme law-making body where they have the right to make law or get rid of the law. Parliament governs parliament (their own), which can be seen as biased as they could potentially be breaking the law as they could abuse their powers and they would not get caught as they govern themselves and could do whatever they want such as passing through laws which would apply to them. This could potentially lose trust within the UK citizens as parliament can do whatever they want and when they want. It is also important that parliament, government, and the judiciary all communicate together because they can work more effectively so for example when parliament bring in a new law, they must ensure that the judiciary and government understands and enforce the law. If they do not communicate together, there will be confusion and if they are all not regularly checked, there could be a risk of bias within the constitution. According to the UK parliament, a constitution is the rules and principles set by a certain country that that country is meant to follow, usually contained in 1 document. Some UK citizens would agree with this because a constitution can pass laws through, and it is all contained in a document which can be changed but is quite hard to change it. Others would then disagree with having a written constitution because again it would be quite hard to change a particular law whereas if the UK was to have an unwritten constitution, then it would be easy to change and can be able to adapt to it a lot quicker. By also having an unwritten constitution it would be able to come in at relevant circumstances for example, Same Sex Act (2013) which will then strengthen countries and their cultural identity because of how quick and easy the unwritten constitution came into force. Parliament is also remarkably diverse Richard Cracknell 15th February (2022) because in 1979 there was a maximum of 19 female MPs that were in parliament to now 220 female MPs elected in parliament. This is a massive increase in the number of female MPs and shows that parliament are trying their best each year to have to have an estimate of same amount of each gender within Parliament. parliament is the supreme law-making body because it results in the way that the UK citizens act in day-to-day life. The human rights act is also supreme as it allows humans to have certain rights such as right to life, right to freedom of speech etc. Some would argue that the human rights act is more supreme than parliament but on the other hand, parliament is the principle that makes the laws and change the way people act.
 According to Dicey, no one is above the law and all persons and people with authority such as the executive and members of parliament. If they were to break the law, then they would have the same result as others within the country and will be prosecuted, for example when Boris Johnson had a house party during lockdown when no one was allowed to socialize. Although parliament is supreme, no government, judiciary and parliament have more powers than the other which is separation of powers. UK supreme court (2024) states that the 3 components of the executive, legislature and judiciary must be clearly divided to protect and guard citizens within the country. If all of these were not divided, then there would be a work overload within parliament and therefore there would be a lot of confusion and therefore being unable to do their job properly. This could then result in people asking questions and people not being able to trust parliament and question then whether we should have parliament or not. According to UK parliament (2023) magna carta 2015 was the first submission document of the monarchy giving away their powers and is not above the law. This is to prevent the monarchy abusing their powers and minimizes the authority within the royal family for example when in the past where the henry the eighth who would purposely kill innocent women to get what he wanted and get away with it. Now that the monarchy has given away their powers, they are unable to do such an act without getting away with it and would get the same punishment as others living within the United Kingdom because no one is above the law. The people who live within the united kingdom's constitution may agree and disagree with the magna cart act as some people may believe that it is right that the monarchy has given away their powers because of if everyone must follow the law then the head of state should do so also. Others may disagree with this act because the head of state is the head for a reason and that they should do as they please because it is right and that the citizens must to follow the head of state because they have done for centuries, and they would find it very confusing not to follow them. When the monarchy gave its powers away in 2015 to parliament this could suggest that parliament is again supreme and that nothing is above them. In the past, parliament changed certain laws because of a case that happened before where they needed to create that law in case something could happen again like the case they needed to have changed. This is called case law. There have been cases where the law has not been applied for example R v G & R case where a group of kids went out in the night and lit a fire and caused 1 million pounds worth of damage but avoided conviction as the judiciary felt like it was clearly and accident and therefore were not guilty of criminal damage and recklessness. This resulted in people being confused and people asking questions about whether they should have been sentenced or should not have been no matter if they were guilty or not. One case that changed for a positive reason was the Natasha's law 2021 where a girl went into a bakery shop where she had bought and consumed a baguette containing an allergen that is not listed on the packaging. As a result, allergens not clearly displayed on food ingredients, Natsha Laperous died of anaphylaxis because of an unknown allergen. As a result of this tragedy Natasha's Law 2021 now says that all food that gets sold to the public must require all labels on the packaging to ensure nothing like this tragedy happens again. According to Amy North 24th July (2023) States that 40% of people living with food allergies said that their lives has been noticeably improved due to this law coming into force. This clearly shows that parliament is creating new laws for the right reasons and therefore are the reasons why parliament is the supreme law-making body. 

In conclusion parliament is trying their best to do their job, for example passing through new laws and new pieces of legislation such as leaving the European Union in (2019) and having brand new laws that other countries will not have. Although has made some mistakes like again for example when Boris Johnson broke the rules or when they did not close the borders quick enough when coronavirus came to the United Kingdom, eventually they do pay the price and learn from the mistakes that they did and move on. Parliament is the critical component to the United kingdom's constitution because they make the law, and they decide whether to get rid of that law or keep it depending on what others may think of it. If we did not have parliament there would be no structure within our laws and policies within the UK’s constitution and therefore people would not know what they would be doing and what laws to follow.
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