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[bookmark: _Toc129307067]Introduction
On 22 June 2022, Great Britain repealed and replaced the Human rights Bill of 1998 with the Bill of Rights Bill. This enforcement makes the rights contained in the act domestically enforceable in the European Convention on Human Rights. The UK Bill of rights aims to start a small withdrawal from EHCR and has started to lay the groundwork for a full future withdrawal (Drake et al. 2022). The opinion on the new bill of rights has been divided into two extremes where are wanting to bring it back and re-establish the Human Rights Act. There are many things that are changing in the Bill of Rights reform while many parts are kept similar to the Human Rights Act of 1998. This study will discuss the objectives of creating the bill and other reform suggestions that might be present.
[bookmark: _Toc129307068]The Human Rights Act of 1998
The human rights act of 1998 is legislation that talks about all the human rights a British person is entitled to. This act gives powers to its people to pursue cases that are relating to their human rights in U.K. courts (Aikens, 2020). This act allowed a smooth process of people being able to take up the case of their human rights more profoundly than before because before the year 2000, if a U.K. citizen had to take up their case, they had to take their complaints to the European courts of Human Rights in Strasbourg, France. The convention rights, listed as per Schedule 1 of the act are as follows:
●	Right to life
●	Freedom right from torture or degrading behaviour 
●	Right to seek freedom from acts of slavery
●	Right to seek a trial that’s fair
●	Right to seek a private family life with no intrusion
●	Right to get proper education
●	Right to choose a spouse freely
●	Right to enjoy free elections
●	Right to freedom in expressing oneself and thought
●	Right to enjoy the rights without facing any discrimination
●	Right to protect property
●	Right to practice own religion without any discrimination
●	Right to gain security and seek liberty
[bookmark: _Toc129307069]Aims and objectives
The aims and objectives to create the new bill of rights were many. Firstly, there was a lot o cases that showed that infringement of liberty, and democracy were happening in the UK. That’s why the parliament decided to reform its laws and hold them to the Supreme Court so that anyone violating its terms would be held accountable (Kyriakopoulos, 2021). The Bill of rights was created in order to develop some changes in the Human rights Act, in other words, implement a course of action that would bolster the effectiveness of the Human Rights Act
· To execute a law around education to develop a program to operate on the Human Rights Programme. 
· To make sure that there are common laws that declare the rights of the citizens in the Human Rights Act.
· To make sure the transparency increases about the use of section 3 court interpretations.
· To enable them to law to suspend quashing orders that have been in place. 
· To make sure that the Henry VII clause cannot be altered after the act. 
[bookmark: _Toc129307070]Why it has been created?
The bill of rights was created because the communist party committed to introducing a bill that would replace the Human Rights bill of 1998. It repeated the same in its 2010 and 2015 manifestos and in 2017, it said that it would not change the HRA bill but will replace certain reforms that would act as an update for the “Human Rights Act” for the current British environment. The stated purpose for the bill to be created was to update and re-balance the relationship between the U.K. court laws and the European Court of Human Rights and Parliament and give the primary decision aiming power to the parliament (Sánchez-Monedero, Dencik and Edwards, 2020).
[bookmark: _Toc129307071]Changes that the bill will make
The new Bill is changing a lot of provisions of the Human Rights Act and including a lot of new reforms which are:
●The new reform has made it mandatory for the claimant to prove that the damage that has been done to them is significant and has brought significant damage to them as a result of the breach of their rights (Potter, 2020). 
●The new reform included a statement to set a higher threshold in order to tackle the foreign national offenders based on their right to private life. 
●The new reform also said to remove the duty to interpret legislation with the rights of the convention. 
●The new reform now wants to shorten the interpretation of the rights to a mere text instead of translating the entire rights and interpreting them (Sánchez-Monedero, Dencik and Edwards, 2020). 
●The new reform has also taken control from the European Court on Human Rights (ECHR) and now has asked the courts to stop seeing the case from their perspective and process in the way that they should because this reform belongs to the people of the U.K.
●This reform also makes it true that when courts are deciding their views on the rights issue they must go through it with the parliament. 
●The Bill has excluded taking charge of matters of human rights from the military overseas. 
●It is also telling the courts that they cannot find a public body without giving an explanation to the parliament. 
●Other provisions of the Bill seek to reduce the burden on public bodies
[bookmark: _Toc129307072]Things that will remain same
Several reforms have been kept as it is in the mail to preserve the sanctity of the mail. For instance, the bill reserves the rights of the convention and the ability of them to be enforced within the domestic courts. Again, even though the primary decision-making power remains with the U.K. supreme courts, it will not alter U. K’s membership of the EHCR along with the obligations of the government. European Union (Withdrawal) Act 2018 is an Act of the British Parliament that establishes the need for legislative agreement for any exit deal reached between both the administration of the United Kingdom as well as the European Union, as well as the repealing of the European Communities Act of 1972. Again, public authorities are still required to act in accordance with human rights and not offend the rights of anyone (Wettstein et al. 2019). Higher courts such as the Supreme Court, Higher Courts, Courts of Appeal, and the High court are still given the authority and power to issue a “declaration of incompatibility” if and when they find that all compromises with a convention right. It will not immediately change the reform whatsoever, but it will change the leadership direction to think about the legislation with respect to human rights. The European Communities Act of 1972, which grants EU law precedence over UK national legislation, was indeed the legal document that propelled the UK into to the European Union. Modern EU law that is applicable in the UK heavily depends just on 1972 Act.
Advantages and disadvantages of these changes
The bill of rights will significantly change the way human rights are perceived and enforced in the UK.  It will require individuals now prove that they have been through significant damage and that their human rights have been breached in order to pursue a trial. This can backfire a lot because a breach of human rights is an emotional subject, not a financial or statement that can be proved. Again, some breaches of human rights cannot be proved in a written format. For instance, abuse and making racial comments, neglecting customers because of their race and ethnicity. These remarks will be impossible to prove and thus the people seeking rights for their life will be unable to do so (Helfer and Voeten, 2020). 
But on the other hand, if they are able to do so, the proof would help them move their case forward and seek the justice that they deserve without a hassle. The bill has its complications but it is aimed at making it easier for the legislation as well as the people. However, it might need some reforms in order to become more citizen-friendly. The bill will create many inconsistencies about the convention rights in the rest of the world because the law clearly reformed that the courts are now prohibited to take consideration of EHCR. This means, if the U.K. has its own absolute rules regarding its citizen’s convention rights it will become less clear and opaque to the rest of the world or at least, the rest of Europe (Mishra, 2019). 
Again, courts will be delayed because even with a slight incompatibility of laws they have to issue many declarations that can just become time-consuming and drag the process further. 
Not only that, but the bill also prevents the courts to introduce or implement any positive obligations which means the citizens are only left with half the protection set up. 
[bookmark: _Toc129307073]Recommendations
Personally, there is no clear clarification that the U.K. needed the Bill of Rights Bill. And it is evident that it is more curbing the human rights of its citizens than allowing them to flourish. It also should court to have more authority to make decisions on their own and introduce legislations that are up to the conventional rights of the citizens. Secondly, significant damage should be taken lightly as there is no definition that fits to every scenario for every individual and this can greatly impact the way human rights is seen. The term significant damage and the ways to prove should be eradicated and a separate reform should be replaced so that people can take their complaints without a hassle. The bill should also make sure that public authorities strictly comply with human rights reforms so that there are less cases to begin with and charges should vary according to the intensity of the breach of human rights. 
[bookmark: _Toc129307074]Conclusion
All of the human rights to which a British person is entitled are covered by the human rights act of 1998. This statute grants its citizens the authority to bring legal claims involving their human rights before British courts. The bill of rights will fundamentally alter how the UK views and upholds human rights. In order to pursue a trial, people will now need to demonstrate that they have suffered considerable harm and that their human rights have been violated. To maintain the integrity of the correspondence, some improvements have been left in place. For instance, the measure reserves the convention's rights and the authority to enforce them in national courts.
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