Bill of rights bill
According to (Elliot et al 2014/15), ‘most democratic countries have a written Bill of rights, which lays down the rights which, by law, can be enjoyed by citizens of that country. The bill of rights was introduced to parliament in June 2022 it was founded to replace the human rights act 1998. These rights must be approved by the courts, parliament, police, private citizens unless the bill of rights allows otherwise. An example of this is when some rights may be suspended at times of war or when it concerns the interests of national security. Some bills may form to be a part of a written constitution, they will usually have a status which is more superior to the ordinary law, and it can only be changed by a special procedure. This will vary depending on where. It may involve holding a referendum. According to (gov.uk), a referendum is a vote on a single issue. You must be registered to vote, and you must be eighteen or older. You also must be a British or Irish citizen and you must not have been legally excluded from voting. The bill of rights is the top authority on human rights, and it cannot be changed by legislation. An advantage of having a bill of rights bill according to (Elliot & Quinn’s) is that it provides a key check on the substantial powers which are held by the executive, the government and its agencies, police, and the army. However, the bill of rights may be seen as unnecessary because the previous conservative government was among those who asserted that civil liberties were already protected in the country. The bill of rights also provides more power for members of the judiciary which may lead to more members mistrusting members of the judiciary. However, the bill of rights has reflected well with politics and human rights according to (Elliot et al 2014/15) the leader of the conservative party David Cameron considered repealing the human rights act before he came to power. The labor party also criticized the proposals that the new bill of rights would contain ‘human rights with common sense.’
The Human Rights Act 1998 came into force in October of 2000. According to (Elliot et al 2014/15) the human rights act represents a move in approach to civil liberties and it still fails to give the Uk a bill of rights. The human rights act and the European convention are not established in the UK. However, there are debates on how the human rights act could be repealed. As written in (gov.uk) the bill of rights strengthens the right of people to have free speech. It also strengthens Uk institutions on Uk law the bill empowers UK courts to apply human rights in a Uk context. It is also said that the bill of rights recognizes the right to jury trial and the framework which is set by parliament. It also protects the enumerated rights of the people. According to (Elliot et al 2014/15) the first protocol of the human rights act is to strengthen individual rights by the UK courts and to provide improved solutions if these are violated. According to (Elliot Quinn's) an advantage of the human rights act 1998 is that we have improved access. UK citizens are now able to enforce their rights under the convention directly before the courts. However, according to (Elliot & Quinn’s) politicians have been unhappy with the amount of power judges have over the human rights act. Politicians have been unhappy because some of the decisions made by judges have undermined national policies. However, according to (Equality human rights.com) the Human Rights Act 1998 does not cover all human rights. The other human rights have been held in international agreements which have already been signed and agreed with by the United Kingdom. These rights are binded to the UK through international law. 
The European convention on human rights 1950 according to (Whitbourn 2003) incorporates the human rights act 1998 directly into the UK law. As written by (Elliot et al 2014/15) a court was set up which was known as the European court of human rights to deal with issues which concerned the European convention on human rights act 1950. The court is in Strasbourg, and it handles claims against different states or claims from individuals against a state. Individual claims are only heard when the state has accepted the right of individuals to bring such cases. The Uk government agreed to this in 1966. 
The European convention on human rights 1950 which was also known as the European convention law. According to (Britannica) the convention was created for the full protection of human rights. In November of 1950 the council of Europe agreed to the convention of human rights and for the fundamental freedoms of the people in Europe. The convention was founded after the second world war to protect human rights and the rule of law. The European withdrawal act occurred in 2018. The European convention on human rights 1950 was approved by the united kingdom's government in 1951. According to (institute for government) Theresa May introduced the great repeal bill which allowed the UK to leave the European Union. The great repeal bill was first announced in June 2017 in the Queen’s speech. The bill had its first reading in July 2017 in the house of commons and the official name for the bill was the European union withdrawal bill. In total parliament has spent 272 hours (about 1 and a half weeks) debating the bill. This resulted in over 160 hours (about 6 and a half days) spent debating in the house of lords and over 112 hours (about 4 and a half days) of debating in the house of commons. According to (legislation.gov.uk) the European communities act in 1872 was set in place to make a connection with the enlargement of European communities to include the United Kingdom for certain purposes. The main purpose of the European community's act in 1972 according to (law teacher) was to allow the European laws to be introduced to the legislation which then allowed the United Kingdom to become part of the European Economic community. It also explains that the distribution of EU laws which directly apply may have more of a direct affect when it comes to regulations within the EU. 
According to (connect us) an advantage of delegated legislation is that it saves time for parliament. This is because there is not much time and there is no capacity in the making of new laws for regulation. This enables flexibility and occasional changes can be made where they are needed. However, legislation comes because of undemocratic procedures. People may argue with this because the new laws and legislation are created by elected bodies that are selected. According to (Elliot & Quinn’s) people may feel that the human rights act in 1998 was the first step in the right direction for the UK. The government believes that the human rights act has been abused, which may be why the bill of rights was introduced. However, the UK needs a properly enforced bill of rights to protect their citizens. Israel and the UK are the only places without such a bill. According to (gov.uk) the aim of the bill of rights was to replace the human rights act. Over the years the human rights act 1998 has been used for more and more different reasons. The bill of rights reinforces tradition and stops the abuse of human rights. The bill of rights enforces and strengthens the right to freedom of speech. The bill also recognizes the right to jury trial and limits court powers on certain rights, especially human rights. According to (Elliot et al) the bill of rights can be viewed as unnecessary because the previous conservative government was among those who asserted that civil liberties and human rights were already sufficiently protected in the country. It is also argued that rights are not powers. People may feel as though being granted rights does not give them the secure individual freedom and empowerment that they need. Rights may be useless unless they are underpinned by economic and social provisions. 
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