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The New Bill of Right 

Recently the United Kingdom’s government proposed a new Bill of Rights Bill; this will 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. In this assignment, the discussion will be around the negative and the positive impact of the new Bill of Right Bill in comparison to the Human Rights Act.
 On June 2022 the secretary of state for justice Dominic Raab, introduced the bill of rights bill. This will repeal and replace the Human Rights Act (HRA) 1998. this will affect the uk law in regards to the right and freedom in the European Convention of Human Rights Act 1998. Under the new bill, the UK courts will be controlled by the government.
The Human Right Act 1998 which received the royal approval on the 9th November 1998 and came into force on the 2nd October 2000 Legislation.gov.uk (1998c.42). The human rights act 1998 gives individual legal protection such as fair trial in the UK courts, freedom of slavery, freedom from inhumane treatment and torture, freedom of peaceful right of gathering to join trade union and discrimination. It emphasises meeting its citizen’s basic needs. Parliament must think about any new law to follow the Human Rights Act before it comes to its implementation. Example of this is Andrei from South Africa. He lived in London. He had mental health illness which he had been sectioned under the Mental Health Act 1983 that stipulates a mentally ill person can be detained without reason. If he is section, the hospital must make sure the Mental Health Act is followed and he is given reason why he has been detained and opportunity to challenge the decision. He can use the Human Rights Act to protect his rights under article 5 which says right to liberty and security. 
European commission of Human Rights protects the rights of each individual’s right to liberty and security. “Lady Hale stated that she would prefer not to follow Strasbourg but felt compelled to do so”. Amos. M (2015). The Bill of Rights Bill has been created to argue the importance of UK courts in human rights cases, which would damage people’s ability to uphold their rights. It is introduce to help prevent unimportance human rights claims from wasting Judge’s time and taxpayer’s money. The bill will make clear that the UK Supreme court is the ultimate judicial decision maker on human rights issues and the courts don’t need to follow on cases to the European Law of Human Rights. This Bill of Rights is a one way Protection in which, the government is given more power. The courts will never be the same again because all the rights are going to be with held. The courts Judgements will not be the same without the Human Rights Act 1998.The common citizen is going to be ignored.  
The European Communities Act 1972 was the Legislative that include the UK into the European Union. It gives EU law power and control over UK national law. Almost most of the UK national law currently relies on the EU Act 1972. With withdrawal of the United Kingdom from the European Union.
The European Union withdrawal Act 2018.An act to repeal the European Communities Act 1972 and make other Provision in connection. This bill has been approved and the assent has been by the Late Queen which makes the withdrawal from the European Union. The United Kingdom departure from  the European union and has to form huge amount of domestic post Brexit whilst the UK has been an EU member state a lot of its law has been taken from the EU laws. After Brexit the UK is free from any agreement made between them. Making new legislative that is different from the EU .The UK has to prepare in making deals with other countries that is not Part of the EU Market. All UK stock has to pass through separate checks if they want to trade in the EU market. It has been further argued that the Bill of Right bill is not British enough. This means that the United Kingdom has been policing the world against Human Rights violation and even sidelining other leaders in foreign countries. Every other country and its citizen used to be envious of the British human rights, this has been the drive behind non-national individuals and their whole families endeavouring and sometimes risking their live to move and settle in the United Kingdom. When the government proposes new the Bill of Right Bill which will uphold a lot of the human rights.
Under article15 body of the council of European human commission .From 1954 to the entry into force of Protocol 11 to the European convention on human rights individuals do not have direct access to the European convention on human rights they had to apply to the commission. Dabhi v UK, European Court of Human Rights (ECHR) (1997) and Choudry  v UK, European Court of Human Rights (ECHR) (1996). The United Kingdom will still remain Party to the European convention of Human Rights .The right for families to stay together...
  However, when you look back to the arm forces being sent to war without safe gears within the environment they have been sent to their safety must be first. If they get killed or injured, their families were able to hold the government accountable. The government will investigate their cause of death or cause of injury which has been due to the Human Rights 1998. If the Bill of Right bill goes through, it will block all those rights, however the Bill of Right Bill will make the whole world look at United Kingdom’s new bill as controlling. It will also have lots of effect to the Geneva Convention Act on Immigration, legislation.gov.uk (1957). The refugees will have no basis to appeal as they will not be given enough time to explain their cases and will not be given ample times to challenge any decision that has been decided that is in the new Bill of Right Bill. Families will be destroyed by separating them. Let’s take a look back in recent years such as 2022, the issue with the refugees that wanted to be sent to Rwanda where they have felt that their rights have been violated. Under the human rights act these refugees should be given time for their cases to been heard in the tribunal court, however under the new bill such rights will not be given because the government will be given more power in which they can make rapid decisions on these matters. The Court of Appeal will also be curbed because they will render these cases as unimportant and throw them out of the court due to findings. This will be under the new bill, the government will be able to withhold funding for refugees to appeal their cases that have been deemed unimportant or failed. Foreign national who violated the law will be deported rapidly without being given an opportunity for a proper trial. For example, deporting a foreign national who has committed a crime and has originated from a non EEA Country but has a family in the UK, should  have their case looked into properly as long as the crime committed is not a serious one should be given time to contest their deportation through the Courts.
Some of the positive impact of the Bill of Rights Bill would be that the United Kingdom will still be able to represent and protect its membership status to prospect and represent its citizen on the European Convention of Human Rights ECHR. The Bill of Right will also curb the power of the Monarchy on its citizen. This will also allow the British Citizen to be able to have more of a say in the law via electoral system which is in the form of referendum on how the Country will be governed.
The human rights act allows individuals IN England and Wales to rely on the rights and protections provided by the European court of human rights in their interactions with public authorities including government bodies and the courts. If there is a violation of these rights, individuals can seek redress through domestic courts, without having to go to the European court of human rights Strasbourg.
The United Kingdom’s government proposed new piece of legislation namely the Bill of Rights will affect individual’s Human Rights in a problematic way as aforementioned proposed discussion. It will infringe on some of the elements of the Human Rights Act that protects the individual’s rights to health, safety and protection. 
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