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Is it time to abolish the house of Lords?

This essay will discuss the arguments raised as to whether the House of Lords should be abolished, whilst evaluating reforms to see if any presented would be more effective to the system. 

Parliament is a combined group of individuals who are either elected or assigned to the role. Parliament is broken down into two separate Houses – the House of Lords and the House of Commons. Parliament specialises in overlooking government ideas and guiding the way that things are managed. Parliament ensures that the government and their decisions are clear, transparent and unbiased to reflect the needs of society. Both Houses as well as the members within can articulate societal views if government or agency mistreats them. Parliament consists of government ministers commonly attending Parliament to respond to enquiries. This ensures that Parliament can hold the government accountable for their decisions. 


The House of Lords is a crucial part of the UK Parliament, acting as a revising chamber – reviewing and suggesting changes to laws proposed by the House of Commons. The House is made up of appointed members, including life peers who are experts in different fields, and bishops from the Church of England. The Lords bring diverse perspectives and ensure that laws are carefully considered and balanced. The House of Lords plays a significant role in the legislative process, contributing to the democratic governance of the United Kingdom.

Members of the House of Lords are not elected through a traditional voting process. Instead, they are appointed by the monarch on the advice of the Prime Minister or independent bodies. This appointment process allows for a diverse range of expertise and perspectives in the House of Lords. Members are chosen based on their knowledge, experience, and contributions to society. This helps ensure that the House of Lords can provide valuable insights and contribute to the legislative process in the United Kingdom. The house of Lords appointments commission takes on the role of recommending individuals to be appointed as peers and this process typically takes a few weeks from announcing a member to appointing a member. Letters patent and writ summons must be prepared before the individual can become a member. Life peers are assigned through a process that is known as appointment. This power to assign life peers belongs to the monarch, alongside advice that comes from the Prime minister. They are not hereditary and therefore their titles as members of the House of Lords cannot be passed down. By introducing life peers its includes diversification and a variety of different backgrounds alongside various depths of experience and expertise.

The House of Lords alongside the house of commons works to create laws, overlook and challenge the governments on their actions and decisions and to provide them with experience and expertise. The House of Lords on average splits its time into two forms of action with the majority being spent on legislation and the other challenging the government and balancing out the issues and policy surrounding society. The House of Lords has less power than the House of Commons as it cannot abolish the government from office.


The body consists of people specifically selected due to their expertise on the law and surrounding areas. Unlike jurors, members are not randomly chosen – they are appointed by the Monarch or the Prime Minister, as well as independent bodies. This emphasises why the House of Lords holds supremacy over lower courts, as they are a body of expert individuals who are arguably, better able to apply the law, “Some are extremely powerful, and can be considered ‘coequal’ to their respective first chambers, while others have very limited powers to force policy change.” (Russell, 2013). Russell highlights the power as well as the balance of responsibility that is enforced amongst the members. Power is distributed based on expertise which demonstrates that the system allocates responsibility based on knowledge – which eliminates several ambiguities within the law. Furthermore, the “experience of government, on the other hand, has made many within the party, especially those who have served as ministers appreciate the practical value of a second chamber,” (Shell, 2000). This further demonstrates how expertise is significant in relation to the importance of the second chamber itself. By adding members of expertise and experience it will constantly widen the variety of knowledge and information amongst the House of Lords as members are highly skilled in the fields of Law. This offers a unique set of members when compared to the House of Commons as there are not many requirements to be a member of the House of Commons therefore you can be sure that to members of the House of Lords are people of expertise and understanding.

The House of Lords consists of members who are chosen and are commonly of high authority therefore there is built up agenda that they can not to relate to the common people who the laws are put in place for. This process of being assigned is portrayed as unfair when compared to House of Commons as their process involves running campaigns and working hard for positions within parliament.  The common people within society have no say in the House of Lords which is why society may feel as if their place is not deserved and therefore this could lead to people believing that the Lords have higher authority over them and no relation in the problems they face daily within society - this stems from people who are suffering in their environments which they believe that the Lords have never had to face. The House of Lords also contains hereditary peers which strikes a negative opinion on the public’s viewpoint and is another reason why the system is looked at as unfair. According to (Sanchez, 2005) it describes the second chamber as being mostly dominated by hereditary peers. This acts as an unfair component within the system when compared to the House of Commons members who must be elected. The House of Lords doesn’t represent people of the of working class for example shopkeepers, teachers and more. (Dorey, 2011)
Becoming a member of the House of Lords targets a small percentage of people which is another reason the public can’t relate and feel as though majority of the members of the House of Lords experience the same things and have very similar opinions.



As a result of the criticisms presented against the House of Lords, several reforms have been proposed to rectify the issues raised. One suggesting ‘two thirds of the Second chamber should be elected by the House of Commons’ (HOUSE OF LORDS REFROM: A SUGGESTION, 1925). This implies a way in which people of the public can feel more included as they are who vote for the members within the House of Commons. Therefore, if the members they have voted are the ones electing the members of the House of Lords they are being involved more within the system. Another reform suggested the removal of the hereditary peers from the chamber (Cornes, 2001) this would propose a more fair outlook to the House of Lords as members who were hereditary would not be involved meaning more expertise based members of the law would be introduced strengthening the knowledge and ideas of the House of Lords as a whole. Although many are in favour of a majority elected body this would in fact enhance the legitimacy and strengthen the House of Lords potentially challenging the House of Commons (Dorey P. , 2008). This could cause members of society to disagree as the House of Commons currently holds more power and relates to the majority of people more.



In conclusion the abolition of the House of Lords is vital within the United Kingdom’s system as it offers an unfair body which does not fully represent its people in the country as members who are in the House of Lords can’t relate to the common members of society who act as the foundation for the United Kingdoms present and future legislation. When compared to the House of Commons who run campaigns and get communities involved it shows no balance in fairness when being related through blood or expertise can you earn you a place within Parliament. Whilst many believe that two bodies offer a variety of different angles and opinions, the House of Commons is a full representation of the nation’s choices as they are elected not assigned and is the most equal way of giving the people something to relate to. Having 1 House also gives more authority to the House of Commons and creates a more involved by the public system.
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