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Introduction

Britain  has a long,  proud  and diverse history of freedom. This  extends  from  the  Magna Carta  of  1215, the  Bill of  Claims  and  Rights   of   1689,  the Slave Trade Act of  1807  to the  People's   Representatives   Act  of  1918.  The Human Rights Act passed in 1998  was   another   milestone   in   this   tradition.   However,   no   law  has  final   say   in   this   matter. A better solution would be forEngland own Bill of Rights which is  similar  to the European Convention on Human Rights. Bill of Rights is  very analogous, but with an improved  education   about  rights andresponsibilities, furthermore a   clearer   definition  could  be   included with some  specifically   UK  rights such as jury trial. The most recent event regarding the  Bill of Rights is that the bill  was submitted to the  of Commons and had the first reading in 22 June 2022..There is no debate on this stage.The human rights law was abolished and the laws related to human rights were reformed.It is worth mentioning that the bill clarifies and rebalances the relationship between the courts of the United Kingdom, the European Court of Human Rights and the Parliament, forcing the Supreme Court (not the European Court of Human Rights) to determine the meaning and effectiveness of the rights of agreement for the purposes of domestic law.The court doesn't have to read and implement legislation in a way that is consistent with the rights of the agreement.The court needs to attach the most importance to this principle.In parliamentary democracy, the parliament should make appropriate decisions on the balance between different policy objectives, rights under different conventions, and rights of different groups of people.The European Court of Human Rights are not part of domestic law and will not affect the legislative rights of Parliament, as was confirmed by the Committee. The Bill of Rights was submitted to the House of Representatives.
There is no debate on this stage.
The European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) is an international treaty between the states members  of the Council of Europe. The  UK  was one of the  countries  that drafted  her  ECHR and  in   1951   she  was one of the first  countries  to authorize  the   ECHR.


Main Body

The British right revolution was already in progress on June 26, 2006 when David Cameron first promised to abolish the Human Rights Act and replace it with the British Bill of Rights. However, The Human Rights Bill has already passed to the British parliament and had been stipulated in the European Convention on Human Rights being granted and implemented. Accordingly, the cornerstone of the new British Constitution was created in October 2000 when the legislation came into full force. Britain was an exception before the Human Rights Act came into effect.
Canada and New Zealand, both of which have similar laws, constitutions and political traditions to the United Kingdom, have taken measures to implement a charter of Rights.
The different trends that promote this debate, many of which are incompatible with each other, are what we should be aware of when studying the Bill of Rights bill.According to the Human Rights Commission which has implemented nine hypothetical option among with the proposal of replacing Human Rights with the  Bill of Rights.The right to trial by jury, the right to bring a lawsuit to the court, and the additional rights with British characteristics that are not protected by the Convention are included in the new and improved Bill of Rights.The protection of rights provided by the Bill of Rights will be expanded by the constitutionalization of other basic rights.If these rights can be enforced , the Ministry of Justice will strengthen and expand its restrictions on the government.In the matters of the European level, adding these rights will not diminish the impact of Strasbourg case law but it will strengthen domestic rights case law.Strasbourg courts will still exercise supervision functions even if there is more attention paid to domestic rights case law.Rather, this change could have a contrasting outcome, as these rights could help Europe reach a consensus in the future that would lead to a smaller rate of appreciation.Strengthened or additional rights at home are likely to conflict with the rights of standard Convention rights.The "Bill of Rights" can re-establish rights in more "UK" ways and define rights in clearer and more accurate terms. If the modifying of  the language would happen could only reduce  Strasbourg's   influence,   while  the language of  rights would be irreconcilable with the Strasbourg case law, therefore the  Britishjudges may   choose  to  set the case  aside.  So  this would create an open  conflict  between  the   courts.   However,   making  a  distinction   between   local   human   rights   declarations  and the Convention  in general  reduces  the ability to  defend   yourself.  If the  English  courts  were  less  interested   in  the Convention, the margin of  their  appreciation  would  be reduced and  it   would  be more difficult  to   establish   an   effective   dialogue.
The  most   essential   objectives  of the Bill of rights are:
- preserve   all of the   sizeable  rights  presently   included   beneathneath  the Convention and the Human Rights Act 1998. Some rights,  which include  the  proper  to freedom of expression,  can be   reinforced  and others,  which include  the  proper  to trial  via way of means of  jury, added, reflecting  the United Kingdom ’s  unique   records  and traditions.
-empower  home  courts  to use  human rights  withinside the  UK context,  thinking of  our  not unusualplace   regulation  traditions and judicial  exercise   among   different   not unusualplace   regulation  nations,  now no longer   simply  the case  regulation  of the Strasbourg Court, and  give a boost to  the primacy of  the United Kingdom  Supreme Court in  figuring out  the  right  interpretation of such rights.
- offer   more   readability   concerning   the translation  of  sure  rights,  which include  the  proper  to  recognize  for  personal  and  own circle of relatives   lifestyles ,  via way of means of  guiding  the United Kingdom  courts in  decoding  the rights and balancing them with the  hobbies  of our society as a whole
- put in force  a permission stage, similar,  however   now no longer  identical, to  the ones  in  different  branches of  regulation , to  make certain  that spurious  instances  do  now no longer  undermine public  self belief  in human rights; and  give a boost to  the courts’ discretion  while  granting  treatments  for human rights breaches
-restrain the  cappotential  of  the United Kingdom  courts  to apply  human rights  regulation  to impose ‘ high quality  obligations’ onto our public  government   with out   right  democratic oversight
- make certain  that  the United Kingdom  courts  aren't  required to  modify  or interpret  law   opposite  to Parliament’s  surely  expressed democratic will
- offer   extra   fact  for public  government  to discharge the  capabilities  Parliament has given them,  with out   the concern  that  this can   reveal  them to  pricey  human rights litigation
- shield  the  critical   safety  for the  proper  to  lifestyles  and  absolutely the  prohibition on torture, confirming that  humans   need to   now no longer  be deported  to stand  torture (or inhuman or degrading  remedy  or punishment) abroad,  even as   making sure  that  different  rights  withinside the  Act  can not  be used to frustrate the deportation  of significant  criminals and terrorists
- comprehend  that  duties  exist  along  rights, and that  those   need to  be  contemplated   withinside the   method  to balancing  certified  rights and the  treatments   to be had  for human rights claims
-enact a process,  concentrated  on Parliament, for assessing  the results  of judgments from the Strasbourg Court for  the United Kingdom ,  such as   presenting  a ‘democratic shield’  keeping  Parliamentary sovereignty  withinside the   workout  of the legislative function.
     January 31, 2020 is when the UK left the EU and the  conditions for the withdrawal of Britain from the EU were established by the European Union (Widrawal) Act 2018.The Northern Ireland Protocol states that the withdrawal of the United Kingdom from the EU will not lead to the reduction of rights, safeguards or opportunities stipulated in the relevant parts of the Belfast agreement.Britain will continue to fulfill its international obligations, even after joining the agreement.The continued protection of human rights in Northern Ireland and other parts of the United Kingdom will be ensured through an improved framework that respects our constitutional principles, if our proposed bill of human rights is adopted.The proposals will fully comply with the commitments made to the Exit Agreement, Northern Ireland Protocol and the Trade and Corporation  Agreement. 

     

     

Conclusion


