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Recently, the united Kingdom’s government proposed a new piece of legislation namely the Bill of Rights Bill, this would repeal and replace the Human Rights Act 1998. Some argue that the introduction of such legislation could damage the rule of law and impact the ability of individuals to protect their human rights. Discuss.
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[bookmark: _Toc129269329]Introduction
Every democracy must uphold the core principles of human rights, which safeguard everyone's liberty and basic integrity against the misuse of governmental authority. The HRA (Human Rights Act) of 1998 served as the groundwork of the legislative framework in the UK for more than 20 years, giving people a way to sue for infringement of their liberties in local tribunals. Nonetheless, there has arisen an increasing discussion over the necessity for change in past few years, with some contending that the HRA has compromised the Parliament's independence and hindered the power of the administration to defend state safeguards (Kavanagh, 2013). The Bill of Rights Initiative, which the UK government have recommended as a replacement for the HRA and to incorporate a fresh array of human liberties safeguards in UK statute, is in reaction to this. This article will examine how the Bill of Rights Bill could affect the legal system and personal individual privileges while taking into account its goals, modifications that have been made, benefits, and drawbacks, as well as other reformation ideas (Kavanagh, 2013).

[bookmark: _Toc129269330]Overview and Background
The HRA (Human Rights Act) of 1998, which integrated the ECHR (European Convention on Human Rights) into UK statute, is to be replaced by the Bill of Rights, a planned component of UK policy. The proposal intends to supplant the ECHR through a local judicial mechanism and incorporate a novel array of human liberties safeguards in UK legislation (Human Rights Act, 1998). A discussion regarding the possible effects on the legal system and personal individual privileges has been triggered by the suggested reforms (Kavanagh, 2013). The HRA was adopted in 1998 to integrate the ECHR into UK statute, enabling anyone to file lawsuits against rights infringements in domestic jurisdictions (O'Cinneide, 2016). The ECHR that was approved by the Council of Europe in 1950 outlines a variety of basic liberties and authorisations for people, which all participating countries must maintain. The HRA is considered an essential tool for securing the preservation of human privileges in the UK. The European Union (Withdrawal) Act 2018 aims to incorporate all EU law civil liberties regulations—into UK law. The ECHR was incorporated into UK statute in part because to the European Communities Act of 1872, which also established the UK's involvement inside the EU (European Communities Act, 1972).
[bookmark: _Toc129269331]Aims and Objectives 
The UK government has outlined the major goals and purposes of the planned Bill of Rights, which include strengthening the preservation of private liberties and rights while weighing them against the requirement to uphold rules and regulations. The proposal, according to the administration, aims to update and simplify UK laws on human rights, resulting in a domestic sphere, which is more efficient, and open than the Human Rights Act of 1998's present structure (HRA) (Elliott and Lee, 2019). The HRA, that was created to integrate the ECHR into UK’s legislation and ensure that anyone may contest liberties abuses in civil tribunals, had goals similar to those contained in the Bill of Rights Bill (Homewood, 2019). Both the HRA as well as the prospective measure strive to defend basic liberties and privileges, but their approaches diverge in significant ways (Carpenter, 1999). The Bill of Rights aims to strengthen some liberties, such the freedom to live, and substitute the European Court of Human Rights (ECHR) with a UK-based judicial framework. The UK administration has usually supported the safeguarding of human rights, yet it has additionally worked to find an equilibrium between those privileges and other considerations like national defence (Schabas, 2015). The suggested Bill of Rights Bill, according to the ministry, intends to compromise a universal perception to the guarantee of human rights, including simpler and more efficient means for contesting abuses (Elliott and Lee, 2019). It is important to thoroughly assess the possible effects of the projected Bill of Rights Act on personal freedoms and the rule of legislation since it would mark a fundamental change in the UK's policy on human liberties (O'Cinneide, 2016).
[bookmark: _Toc129269332]Impacts on Human Rights 
The introduction of the Bill of Rights Act in the UK would have a significant impact on individual’s ability to protect their human rights. The Bill of Rights would provide a clear legal framework for the protection of fundamental rights and freedoms, including the right to life, liberty, and security of person, freedom of expression, association, and assembly, and the right to a fair trial. It would also provide a mechanism for individuals to challenge violations of their rights by public authorities and ensure that their rights are respected in all areas of life (McGregor et al., 2019, p. 326). The Bill of Rights would enhance the accountability and transparency of public institutions and promote a culture of respect for human rights. It would also provide a basis for the UK to meet its international obligations under human rights treaties and conventions. Overall, the introduction of the Bill of Rights would strengthen the protection of human rights in the UK and provide a more robust framework for individuals to protect their fundamental freedoms.
The potential benefits of repealing and replacing the Human Rights Act 1998 include greater parliamentary sovereignty, the ability to tailor human rights law to the UK's specific needs and values, and improved clarity and simplicity of the legal framework. However, the drawbacks include a loss of legal certainty, diminished protection of human rights, and reduced accountability of public authorities. Repealing the Act could also damage the UK's international reputation as a champion of human rights and weaken its position in negotiations with other countries. The rights that might be lost or gained under the new legislation of the Bill of Rights to repeal and replace the Human Rights Act 1998 depending on the specifics of the new legislation. If the Bill of Rights provides stronger or more comprehensive protection of human rights than the current Act, then individuals may gain additional rights. However, if the Bill of Rights weakens or limits human rights protections, then individuals may lose existing rights. Ultimately, it will depend on the content and implementation of the new legislation.
[bookmark: _Toc129269333]Advantages and Disadvantages 
The introduction of the Bill of Rights Bill has generated significant debate and opinion from experts and stakeholders. Supporters argue that it would provide greater clarity and certainty in the protection of fundamental rights, enhance parliamentary sovereignty, and promote a culture of human rights (Jain, 2020, p. 198). Critics argue that it may weaken human rights protections, diminish the accountability of public authorities, and undermine the UK's international reputation as a defender of human rights. Some stakeholders also expressed concerns about the potential impact on minority rights, the role of the judiciary, and the relationship between the UK and the European Convention on Human Rights. The Human Rights Act 1998 also had its advantages and disadvantages. Supporters of the Act argue that it brought the European Convention on Human Rights into UK law, provided greater access to justice for individuals, and improved the protection of human rights in the UK. Critics argue that it has led to legal uncertainty, encroachment on parliamentary sovereignty, and an overly activist judiciary. Some stakeholders also expressed concerns about the impact of the Act on national security and immigration control. Overall, both the Human Rights Act 1998 and the proposed Bill of Rights Bill have their benefits and drawbacks, and the choice between them involves a balancing of competing interests and priorities.
There are potential unintended consequences and risks associated with the proposed changes to the Bill of Rights Bill. These include the possibility of weaker human rights protections, a reduced ability to hold public authorities accountable for violations of human rights and increased political polarization and conflict over human rights issues. Additionally, there is a risk that the new legislation may not provide adequate protection for vulnerable or marginalized groups, and that the UK's relationship with the European Convention on Human Rights could be undermined.
[bookmark: _Toc129269334]Reform Suggestions 
Professionals and organizations have put out a number of different strategies in reaction to the suggested Bill of Rights Legislation. One proposal is to have a thorough codified constitution that safeguards human dignity. In contrast to the current framework that is based on laws and legal precedent, this strategy could create a more solid legal basis for defending individual liberties in the UK (Kendall and Falla, 2020). Other strategy is to make the current Human Rights Act of 1998 stronger by giving the judiciary more assets to uphold its requirements and by raising national understanding regarding personal liberties (Carpenter, 1999). The case for a codified constitution is made because it would increase the stability and transparency of civil liberties safeguards and offer a platform for more substantial community input in the formulation of fundamental ideas (Bates, 2012). Proponents counter that a new constitution might not always result in improved human rights safeguards and that it might be challenging to reach agreement on its provisions (Elliott, 2016). Defenders of the Human Rights Act of 1998, on opposite end, contend it to be a more workable and realistic strategy that would grow upon the current judicial system rather than necessitate a whole revision. Nonetheless, detractors contend that the Act's reach is constrained and that it falls short in preserving other liberties, including such socio - economic liberties and freedoms (Homewood, 2019). Irrespective of the strategy used, it is obvious that every change to the UK's civil liberties safeguards should be properly thought through in a way that guarantees that it strengthens instead of reduces the rights enjoyed by people (Yadav, 2020).


Conclusion 
In summation, there has been a lot of discussion about the projected Bill of Rights possible effects on UK civil rights. Although the UK administration claims that the act would increase the safeguards for personal rights, experts and other parties have expressed worry about the possible dangers and disadvantages of repealing and rewriting the Human Rights Act 1998. Other strategies for promoting personal liberties have additionally been put up, such as enhancing the Human Rights Act of 1998's efficiency or enacting a British Bill of Rights that integrates the European Convention on Human Rights.
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