ABOLISHING THE HOUSE OF LORDS
People argued in the UK parliament about abolishing the house of lords but is it time to Abolish the house of lords?
 Yes, house of lords are important principles because.
They have similar functions as house of commons, they examine bills and bills are important in every state without bills the population would be poor as well as the whole state because without bills, you wouldn’t get the help from e.g., universal credit. Without bills you just get a job and do your own money without the help of a state if you are.e.g., single with kids or have a health problem and can’t work you just be without money. We need the rule for bills in every country as bills are important to function and rule the country fairly. They question the government actions and investigate public policy as well which is amazing because if you have an idea of e.g., a new law it needs to be first investigated through public policy and needs to be agreed by principles. Which means people can feel safe in the country because if someone said this that doesn’t mean it should be done if it’s a bad idea that’s why it’s good, they first investigated through public policy if it’s a good idea or not they debate before they agree which is clever of them and trustful. They question ministers conduct inquiries of them investigate topics or issues in the house, they debate and solve issues and public reports. They contribute to more informed policy decisions.

House of lords are appointed for life to sit on that chair and if God bless, they die their son or daughter need to sit on that chair except them, they don’t ask if you want to, you just need to that’s their rules. In (1999) house of lords’ act ended hereditary Peers ‘which means is it right to pass membership down through family and introduction on how peers or lords’ appointments their commission. There are 790 lords or peers sitting in the house of lords.
UK parliament what the lords does (09 November,2023):discuss
House of lords’ advantages are that they amend or reject bills The welfare reform bill of (1999) act was made to give interests of help to those who were affected by this proposal. They are important in most legislations as house of commons as they both debate on legislations, house of lords discuss and structures’ more of their expertise such as the Iraq War back in (2003). Lords often defend the minority of interest’s groups as they can stick with their own principals. Their disadvantages are lords have lack of conformity if they are not. 
elected. House of lords has failed to decrease or increase the power of policy expressing on serious misgivings, in most defeat the house of lords went through was poll tax back in (1988). The lords are inferior to house of commons in law- The parliament act of (1911) and (1949). House of lords can’t remove veto, and they are only allowed two years of delay Parliament act of (1911).
get revising house of lords strengths and weaknesses (10 November,2023): discuss
House of lords shouldn’t be abolished because as the Parliament act back in (1911) said ‘such substitution cannot be immediately brought into operation’. House of lords loss the power to veto a bill in (1911) which then led to disagreement between the commons and lords, this means that house of lords has the same functions as the house of commons but we need two houses to debate on occasional debates issues and people needs its more safe if there are two houses because the population is more safer within the country and if the state has king or queen it’s the rule to have house of lords as they represent the queen or king. As said, they informed more policy decisions than house of commons.
prospect magazine why abolishing the house of lords is not the answer(10 November,2023):discuss
parliament about how laws parliament acts(10 November,2023):discuss
To summarize the advantages and disadvantages of the house of lords I think house of lords shouldn’t be abolished because they hold the government to an account, they have similar functions as the house of commons. It’s important for the population and everyone to have lords because more effectively this is done by lords, and it means better job is done the better government.
House of lords represent the king or queen in elegant way so if there is a king or queen, they should have house of lords as it stands out from other countries its their monarchy in historian way. Finally, in closing my sentence if think house of lords should not be abolished because the UK needs all three parliamentary independent houses because they have more power when they are together and I just think it shouldn’t be divided or abolished.





