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[bookmark: _Int_9apf2PX9][bookmark: _Int_m3jRJCF7][bookmark: _Int_2JYECTfG][bookmark: _Int_8Rl3DRXS]The foundation of modern liberal democracies is a number of key governing principles (Mutua, 2017). The capacity to safeguard and defend human rights is one such precept. According to Mutua (2017), the state must make sure that part of its governance mandate includes a strong foundation that grounds the equality of its people and inhabitants if it is to accomplish this effectively. These characteristics make it legally necessary to have a human rights regime. According to Geddis (2006), the system of human rights law in the UK combines statute law, which is the supreme source of law, with conventions, parliamentary process, and common law. The UK enacted the 1998 Human Rights Act (1998), which domesticated the 1950 Convention's provisions, to better protect human rights. When the Bill of Rights Bill (2022) was introduced, it was intended to make a number of modifications that, should the Human Rights Act be repealed, might have a significant impact on access to justice and the rule of law.
Foster (2022) asserts that the purpose of the Bill's introduction in 2022 was to repeal the Human Rights Act of 1998. The Bill aims to provide the human rights regime in the UK with the common-sense perspective that has been missing over the years. According to the Bill's authors, it aims to offer a strong defence and protection for people's fundamental rights while also strongly advocating for the public interest and modernizing the requirement to respect the wishes of Parliament as elected representatives. White (2022) claims that the Convention Rights and domestic courts' capacity to enforce them will be preserved by the Bill, together with the UK's participation in the Convention and its obligations to the government. Additionally, the Bill upholds the necessity of the activities (White 2022).
[bookmark: _Int_XWebusLZ][bookmark: _Int_V6JYbT4z]On the other hand, the Bill's amendments have broad implications. First off, the Bill weakens UK constitutional protections and democratic institutions. Furthermore, White (2022) asserts that curtailing the judiciary's authority leads to a concentration of power in the hands of the legislative. Additionally, courts are no longer required to take the ECtHR's interpretation of a right into account. It prohibits courts from finding that a public entity was obligated to take proactive steps to facilitate, safeguard, or fulfil a right, as well as requiring them to give priority to the opinions of parliament in balancing problems. Additionally, it halts allegations of violations of human rights resulting from military actions conducted abroad. Additionally, the Bill assigns the courts the responsibility of using a literal or textual interpretation of the rights guaranteed by the Convention. Last but not least, White (2022) points out that the Bill establishes a higher bar for deporting criminals with foreign nationalities that was missing in the HRA.
[bookmark: _Int_hrayyQDW][bookmark: _Int_HpLqrCO8]The Bill undermines the state's responsibility to ensure the protection of rights since a literal reading of the rights both comes short of and fails to take into consideration the manner in which the society is changing, which has a negative impact on communities, families, and individuals (Hale, 2022). The Bill isolates people and makes some classes of people more deserving than others by restricting the capacity of groups such as prisoners to file human rights claims, which goes against the idea that everyone has the right to those rights simply because they are human. Hale (2022) adds that the Bill threatens the UK's democratic institutions by heading in the opposite direction of the ECtHR. All contracting states were given rights and obligations by the Strasbourg Court (Amos, 2012). Divergent domestic rights will be created as a result and will make it burdensome to seek relief for Convention rights at Strasbourg.
[bookmark: _Int_fYdcts1F][bookmark: _Int_byIUedCM]The United Kingdom has a long history of steadily advancing in the human rights rankings for millennia. The advancements in human rights throughout the years have had a significant impact on safeguarding fundamental freedoms and rights, despite the fact that this journey has been careful and sluggish. English law is spread out throughout a number of documents. For instance, common law, parliamentary procedure, and conventions are secondary to Acts of Parliament, which are the greatest authority of law. Historically, the Westminster Parliament's mandate was to defend and uphold freedoms and liberties. (1998, McCrills). According to McCrills (1998), this system resulted in a paradox where the protection of an individual's rights and freedoms was unduly dependent on political goodwill at Westminster. As a result, the diverse political beliefs and ideologies frequently prevented the preservation and enforcement of human rights in the UK (Kavanaugh, 2015).
[bookmark: _Int_xfW1u8QU]According to McCrills (1998), this was accomplished through political consensus, which was always a mammoth task, hard to come by or arrive at. According to this approach, Parliament had been granted sovereign authority over the creation of laws. In order to accomplish this, parliament used a constraint paradigm designed to uphold and defend the fundamental freedoms and rights of all people. As a result of this structure, the Westminster Parliament passed several laws that severely limited some civil liberties. Free expression, trade union activity, and security and counterterrorism were among of the liberties that were targeted (Geddis, 2006). However, it was up to public authorities- who frequently possessed broad discretionary powers- to exercise these constraints.
[bookmark: _Int_GwDcg3UH][bookmark: _Int_wCThHQBy]The European Union subsequently ratified the European Convention on Human Rights (1950). The goal of the Convention was to offer a framework that would be useful and pivotal in promoting and safeguarding individual rights and basic freedoms throughout Europe. In order to give the Convention's provisions legal effect, the Union's member states were required to embrace its provisions. In order to achieve this goal, the UK adopted the Convention in 1951, and it became a part of the relevant UK laws to uphold and advance fundamental freedoms (Gearty, 1993). Gearty (1993) asserts that the Convention outlined fundamental liberties and rights that, following ratification, would become an integral component of the domestic laws of each contracting state.
[bookmark: _Int_CJJQRq0M]The Strasbourg-based Court was established in 1959 as a result of the need to interpret the Convention within the context of the Union (Coppel, 1992). In addition, Coppel (1992) notes that the Court was mandated to hear instances involving violations of Convention rights. The contracting states were required and obligated to abide by the Strasbourg Court's rulings, and they served as precedents for the entire Union. As a result, rights under the Convention were established, and these rights were intended to be enforceable in the national courts of the contracting parties. Subsequently, the UK enacted the Human Rights Act (1998) which domesticated the Convention and set out to respect and protect rights in the UK’s legal regime (Klug, 2010). As a result, the Convention's responsibilities took on legal significance, requiring public entities to uphold them while permitting individuals to exercise their rights through the UK courts (Kavanaugh, 2015).
[bookmark: _Int_y8o7QRMw]In accordance with Bonner, Fenwick, and Harris-Short (2003), the Act imposed obligations on governmental entities, public services, and organizations to not only uphold but also to respect its principles. The people have the option of going to the national courts to get justice in the event of a complaint or violation (Bonner, Fenwick, and Harris-Short, 2003). In addition to the Act, the European Communities Act was passed in 1972 in order to implement EU policies and laws in the UK as well as to accept the UK. This Act operated to buttress the rights of UK citizens within the Union such as the right to freely move and reside within the EU. Additionally, it guaranteed political rights including EU voting (Norton, 2011).
[bookmark: _Int_B6Ts7O33][bookmark: _Int_5E4cHAwd]Finally, the UK passed the European Union (Withdrawal) Act (2018) as a result of Brexit. The objective of the Act was to embrace the Convention provisions within the domestic law following the withdrawal to ensure the protections guaranteed by the Convention continued to apply in the post-Brexit era (Dee and Smith, 2017). Dee and Smith (2017) claim that by extending the application of the Convention and its provisions past the Brexit era, the Withdrawal Act was passed in order to ensure the institutionalization of freedoms and rights that had been provided in the Convention. In the end, this arrangement would ensure that marginalized and minority groups in the UK, such immigrants and asylum seekers, continue to get protection under the Convention rights in the new legal dispensation (Dee and Smith, 2017).
[bookmark: _Int_A9kMUnsO][bookmark: _Int_z35zGK4R][bookmark: _Int_JsSLviJS]To conclude this essay, the Bill of Rights Bill 2022 has been praised for leading to determinable protection mechanisms and determinable human rights laws, although it is more likely to lead to conflict than to streamlined institutions and legal processes. The historical advantages that have been observed as a result of the 1998 Act's passage are probably going to be diminished by this. As a result, it will have a negative impact on both the level of protection for human rights as well as the government's and its institutions' capacity to enforce human rights through the courts. The reason for this is that it makes it difficult for people to approach the courts when their rights are violated. These negative effects are backward-looking and will ultimately undermine the constitutional principle of access to justice and the rule of law.
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