
The BORB was introduced in June of 2022. The initial purpose of this bill was to reform the way in which human rights work in the United Kingdom. Dominic Raab was a former secretary of state for justice and Lord Chancellor and engaged in discussions surrounding this BORB to replace the HRA 1998 in 2015 when assigned as minister of state for human rights, (Commons, 2023). One of the main objectives of this proposed bill is to repeal S.3 of the HRA 1998 which is to give a further change to the freedoms and rights that are guaranteed under the ECOHR, (Participation, 1998).

The HRA 1998 is a fundamental act that preserves the rights and freedoms of the population of the UK. The three types of rights are absolute, limited, and qualified. Examples of rights include Article 2 right to life and Article 8 the right to marry and have a family. The ECHR came into force in 1953 and the UK joined the EU in the 1970’s later introducing the HRA in 1998. Although the importance of the HRA has been praised for its importance in protecting marginalized groups and ethnic minorities such as race and religion, in 2006 David Cameron suggested in a speech for a modernized version of the HRA written as a BORB, (Brader, 2022). The aim of this would balance rights and responsibilities set in a straightforward way.
The main proposal of the BORB is to outline and strengthen the HRA system whilst criticizing issues or inconsistencies that the BORB offers to balance out. For instance, supporters of the BORB like former prime minister Theresa May argued that the ECHR made it complicated when having to deport foreign nationals who had committed serious crimes, this was also in relation to the EU withdrawal act (2018) due to this legislation involving the ECHR, Merrick, R. (2019). Therefore, aiming to keep the public safe from harm.
The objective is to amend areas of the HRA such as the incorporation of the ECHR into UK law which has been criticised as too broad and making it difficult to make safe and legal decisions. Therefore, the main objectives are to make human rights straightforward and less broad, as well as protect certain rights in favour of others, Asthana, and Mason, (2016). For instance, giving too many rights to criminals and not acknowledging personal responsibility. Thus, the BORB bill poses to keep the public safe from harm and could hold criminals accountable for serious offenses in addition to reducing prisoners’ rights due to their crimes.


There are discussions surrounding the reason the idea of the BORB emerged and has been acknowledged in legal debates and described as controversial. The bill creates a reflection of traditions and values for British society as well as freedom of the press, which is crucial to the UK, Participation, E. (1998). The bill initially was thought to focus on a tailored approach to human rights by creating a more focused system, created to focus on the needs of society and a more responsive system towards human rights. 

On the other hand, the introduction of the BORB would have many changes. The first change would be clarifying or even altering article 2 of the HRA which is the right to a fair trial, introducing new rights that are not listed in the HRA, for instance, and rights to privacy (article 8), (Participation, 1998). Therefore, these changes would impact security which could make British citizens feel unsafe as their right to private life would be altered. On the other hand, the BORB advocates traditional freedom and remains to keep and increase democratic oversight by keeping a balance between institutions, (Justice, 2022). 

 An advantage of the BORB would be the clear statement of rights that are a guarantee to all British citizens and thus protect them. The bill could prevent abuses of power in the government and parliament and transform a new balance of tradition as well as a modern balance, (Participation, 1998). The new BORB could be a better form of rights as it is modern and aimed to be less complex than the current HRA. 
The next advantage is that the bill aims to preserve historic constitutional rights such as a trial by jury and free speech, this is due to the debate of the lack of this protection of rights in the HRA, (home & Maer, 2010). 

Consequently, a positive of the BORB being put in place instead of the HRA would be that it protects the British population by the proposal of deporting foreign criminals who have committed dangerous crimes. For instance, in the London bombings (2005) four suicide bombers had taken the lives of fifty-two people using various weapons such as knives and explosives in a terrorist attack, (Ray, 2023). The result of attacks such as these has significantly affected the UK and putting measures in place that prevent future attacks like this has been proposed in the BORB as stated by former prime minister Theresa May. These changes will disregard the ECHR and make it easier to deport criminals.


Although a BORB would guarantee the protection of freedom, it could potentially be hard to update or amend which would make it difficult to address changes in political and social issues, Finkelman, P., (2017).
In addition to this, it would lead to difficulty protecting the rights of individuals due to the limit of the power that the government would have to help communities, (Blake, 2022). Since the bill is narrowed down in comparison to the hra which is extensive, this could negatively impact public rights particularly if one of the rights were freedom of speech, individuals could use the bill to challenge the constitutionality of this policy. The challenge could therefore lead to delays as well as legal issues and government response being slow to address these issues, which could lead to public disagreement or even riots. 

As well as this point the hra has a long history of protecting individuals’ rights and freedoms as well as the fact that it is already integrated into British law. The hra includes the ECHR into the extensive legal framework, which has rights dedicated to protecting vulnerable groups such as children, minorities, and immigrants, which would prove to be far more difficult to include in a BORB. For instance, under the hra in the article, by Blake, H. (2022) “it prevents children from forms of physical harm, injury, neglect, physical and sexual abuse.”


Finally, the argument that the BORB protects British citizens from immigrants that commit serious crimes such as terrorism, rape, and murder poses as inadequate since a past record of statistics provides that from 2001 only 963 people were arrested in counter-terrorism operations. This shows that the need for a bill that cares too much about the deporting of immigrants when the statistics of this “issue” is low proves that the bill does not serve its citizen-protecting purpose, 
 ,  
Suggestions of reform under the BORB have disagreed involving this legislation. The law commission has described the bill as difficult for individuals to successfully use courts as well as lowering the protections of those whose rights have been violated. Therefore, this piece of reform suggestion weakens the action of human rights within the UK and would not work successfully. 

In conclusion, although the BORB 2022 proposes a balance of traditional human rights and challenges nationality law with the intention of protecting the public, the criticisms are far more disadvantageous and hypocritical, such as rights being narrowed down with the aim of being less complicated could prove to be insufficient in protecting citizens’ rights, and the proposal of deporting immigrant criminals which although could be argued as protecting individuals, it is not a current escalating issue. Therefore, this bill should not replace the HRA as the HRA has proven to be far more successful at protecting the rights of individuals.
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