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To what extent does the law on defamation strike a just balance between protecting an individual’s reputation and allowing freedom of expression by the press?
Freedom of speech is defined as the right to express information, ideas, and opinions free of government restrictions based on content and subject only to reasonable limitations, it is vital for democracy; Freedom of speech initiates order for a strong and independent media to hold the government accountable for its actions, expose corruption and to host national debates on matters of public interest. 
Everyone has the right to freedom of expression this right shall include freedom to hold opinions and to receive information and ideas without interference by public authority regardless of frontiers, however there are some circumstances where UK law limits the right to freedom of expression, for example to protect national security or to prevent crime. Speech is powerful and sometimes speech can be disturbing, false, harmful and this is referred to as Defamation, the term ‘defamation’ describes an untrue statement that has been presented as fact and causes harm to the character of the person/organization it describes. If someone’s reputation is damaged because of a false statement, this statement will be considered derogatory (Defamation Act 2013). Importantly such statements can cause a business or individual to start legal proceedings they are two types of defamation: - LIBEL and SLANDER.
· Libel specifically describes a false or derogatory statement that has been written down and it is in a permanent form This could be in a letter, email, social media post or text message, for instance.
· The term slander is defined as a false or derogatory spoken statement. This could be made in a speech or even a video posted on a website or social media channel. Any person, company or other legal body involved in publishing the derogatory material can be sued in libel or slander. Defamation of character is not a crime therefore the person will not go to jail but may be subject to pay for damages most cases financially and the person affected may seek compensation for their damages because of the defamation however Defamation is Civil wrong or Tort.
The need to protect someone’s reputation, finances /health as they can be damaged by untrue harmful statements is so important that there is a law of defamation which is the Defamation Act 2013. 
It was put in place to protect an individual or an organizations reputation from being lowered in the eyes of the right-thinking members of society.  Public officials and Public figures have less protection under defamation laws though which means that for them to prove a defamation claim, they must also show that the speaker acted with "actual malice. For example, spreading false rumors that someone has a sexually transmitted disease could be considered defamation, although the defamation would be much harder to prove if that person were a celebrity because it would have to be shown that the speaker was acting maliciously. Therefore, there are so few celebrity lawsuits against tabloids this does not mean that the media should be free to defame members of the public or public figures with impunity journalists have a vital role to play in society and so long as they exercise that role responsibly the public interest is served better by a liberal regulatory regime that allows occasional mistakes than by a stricter regime that curtails media freedom.
 While freedom of expression is protected in the UK it is a qualified right meaning that there are certain circumstances in which it may be overridden provided a defined set of criteria are met such as the Freedom of information Act 2005 which allows members of the public to request disclosure of information from public bodies a perfect example is the revelations by The Daily Telegraph in May 2009 about MPs’ expenses – which have contributed to a process of democratic renewal –  which would not have been possible without public access to closely-guarded information even as campaigners tried to use the Freedom of Information Act to uncover MPs’ expenditure, the Speaker turned to a libel law firm Carter-Ruck to protect his reputation other MPs threatened to sue for libel in the wake of the revelations before this information became public, such threats could have silenced critical reports. Now that the public knows how the expenses system was used, MPs would find it hard to mount a successful libel action.
Defamation laws vary in various parts pf the world, the right to express views and ideas freely without fear of interference or persecution is an essential part of democracy meaning it is exercises collective self-governance where citizens should enjoy absolute immunity in relation to public discussions.
Defamation Law attempts to balance the freedom of speech and open exchange of ideas without giving someone permission to run around spreading lies about another individual that may harm his or her reputation, ability to earn a living, etc. (Draft Defamation Bill, 2011) note that the expression of an opinion can never be actionable as defamation; statements must be presented as fact to be considered defamation.  The main justifications for the right of freedom of expression are the arguments based on truth, democracy, and human dignity.
 The Government also takes seriously the need to ensure that the law strikes the right balance in protecting people’s reputations while also allowing for freedom of expression through common Law. 
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TASK 2
Environmental Protection Act2019 was introduced to establish legal responsibilities 
to protect the land, air, and water in the UK the law is built around this government’s decisive action to protect the environment, as set out in the 25 Year Environment plan of Legislation to reach net-zero carbon emissions by 2050 this can only be achieved by transforming the way we manage our waste - through powers to ensure that individuals, organisations take responsibility for the waste they create, introducing a consistent approach to recycling, tackling waste crime.
 
Based on the study case I will advise Norton services as follows 
Norton services may proceed with a claim for judicial review of an application for a license and based on the following facts using the Equality act 2010 which legally protects people from discrimination in the workplace and in the wider society under 149 Under section 149.6 Compliance with the duties in this section may involve treating some persons more favourably than others; The PRA has failed to adhere to the limitations of recycling plants in the area and have shown a bias by giving license to other recycling plant as there are now two recycling companies Westrock Plc and Lakerec thereby not treating all organisations involved  equally.
 The PRA justified giving Lakerec a license stating Lakerec had shown how it would help stimulate economic growth in the reserve area which is a good point but having more recycling plant will automatically boost the economy too, so they have clearly just shown bias and have not effectively evaluated the implementation of their environmental policies and taken necessary steps to ensure that they correspond to these policies 
The efficiency and consistency of the PRA needs to be investigated as Norton solutions have evidence that one of the recycling plants Westcross will not be able to meet the demand for recycling therefore proving the need for other recycling plants in the area 
This claim will be successful upon review if Norton can provide the evidence for this claim and evidence that they can help boost economic growth.


NRT
Based on the case study my advice for The Nature Reserve Trust
The Environmental Protection act establishes legal responsibilities for organisations to adhere to for the safety of the environment. Under the New Companies Act, 2013, as per Section 134(5) the PRA has not adhered to the rules and guidelines which shows a lack of efficiency in the organisation and strong monitoring strategies need to be put in place to ensure that all law is being adhered to and recycling plants are given the adequate information and guidelines to follow and failure to do this should have consequences as it has now come to light the notice about the license application was only published in a local newspaper and not the other channels ?? The PRA has a responsibility to regulate compliance that all business follows state, federal, and international laws relevant to its operations. This need to be looked into, The NRT finding out about the decision to grant LakeRec” the license despite the fact the company haven't followed the guidelines calls for the suspension or revetment of the license they have a responsibility to adhere to this guideline and regulations which they haven't and   failure to comply with the regulations should result in the prosecution of company officers.
Due to the lack of public knowledge about this proposed site, the NRT could face scrutiny by individuals who use the nature reserve with their concerns about the organisation really being inefficient on environmental issues (Environment and Safety Information Act 1988)
The claim will be successful there is unmistakable evidence that as the PRA have failed to adhere to the Environmental Protection Act 2019 which was put into place to regulate establish legal responsibilities to protect the land, air, and water in the UK.













