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[bookmark: _Int_BYqBtR8M]Recently, the United Kingdom’s government proposed a new piece of legislation namely the Bill of Rights Bill, this would repeal and replace the Human Rights Act 1998. Some argue that the introduction of such legislation could damage the rule of law and impact the ability of individuals to protect their human rights. Discuss.
When tackling a question as such, we must consider all aspects potentially involved. We will begin by discussing what the European Communities Act (1972) is and then what the European union (withdrawal) Act (2008) is. Moreover, we will be looking into what the Human Rights Act (1998) is, then what the bill of rights bill (2022) is. We will consider the ECHR (1950) alongside with the ECtHR (1959) when discussing the bill of rights. We will then address any changes that the bill would make if it was to reform the act and what would stay the same. We will cover the advantages of the bill beside the disadvantage. Then we will make a summary.

We as the Uk used to be part of what is known as the European communities Act (1972) which was a piece of legislation in which brought the UK (United Kingdom) into the Europe union. However, this was repealed during the referendum ordeal for Brexit and was replaced by the European Union (withdrawal) Act (2018). This is a piece of legislation which allowed the UK to leave the EU. Maddy Thimont Jack (2017) states that this act has three main things in what it does. She believes the first being that it supplies legal authority for the EU law to have an effect as national law in the UK. It brings all the EU laws onto the UK books. Gives ministry powers to make secondary legislation. She believes the main reasoning as to why the UK has kept some laws made by the EU is for a smooth transitioning before they later decide to remove them.

When considering whether this legislation would negatively change the rule of law and damage the capability of citizens defending their rights, we need to weigh out the advantages and disadvantages of the changes.
[bookmark: _Int_7Ujj0w0Y]The Human Rights Act (1998) was created to make a clear establishment of what rights you as a citizen have. The act exists of 22 different sections and 4 schedules which all delve deeper into specifics of understanding your legal protection. In a summary, the act gives citizens the legal protection of what is known as a right to a fair trial. This act was implemented in 1998 by the UK (United Kingdom) government. The act is said to have had two main aims, this being to bring the human rights contained in the European Convention on Human Rights (1950) under the jurisdiction of the Uk courts. However, in recent light it has been proposed that, the act be replaced by the bill or rights bill. This has raised a major uproar in the society, and many have argued that this legislation will damage the rule of law and further damage the ability to protect your rights. 



[bookmark: _Int_UOIdH7e7]Before we dig into the bill of rights (2022), Secretary Dominic Raab under the Human Rights Act (1998, s19.1.a) told ‘In my view the provisions of the Bill of Rights Bill (2022) are compatible with the Convention rights.’ The bill of rights bill (2022) is a piece of legislation that enables civil rights and liberties to citizens, for example, freedom of speech, press and Religion. The main aim and objective as to why this piece of legislation was created, was to replace and repeal the law in relation to the Human Rights Act (1998).
The bill of rights bill (2022) is a piece of legislation made to repeal the Human rights act (1998). The bill of rights ensures that parliament will always be more powerful than the monarch. Law Society (2022) educates on what the bill of rights bill will and will not replace.
It makes a clear distinction that, ‘the bill will not alter the UK’s membership of the ECHR (1950) and obligations it places on the government to secure the full range of convention rights for everyone in the UK.” 
What could happen if the bill was to replace the act, is that there would be a change or removal of provisions of the Human Rights Act (1998).
There would be an introduction to a much larger number of measures. There is a lengthily list of what would be changed under this bill. 

[bookmark: _Int_bLOQGi37]Beginning with a new production stage which would require the plaintiff to prove that they suffered significant disadvantage as a result of a breach of their rights before they can take their claim to the court.

The bill would set a much higher threshold for challenges to deportations for foreign national offenders based on the right to private and family life. 
The bill would remove the duty on courts when considering how the ECtHR (1959) has interpreted a right. 
The bill would further limit interpretations of rights to a literal reading of the text of convention rights. by the bill further limiting the interpretations of rights to a literal reading of the text of convention rights, this could cause a confusion for citizens as they no longer need to have the effects read out to them. This could cause uncrtainty as an individual may not know or understand all their rights.
There would be a requirement of court to weigh the views of parliament when it comes to balancing an issue.
[bookmark: _Int_NjnMLDie]There would be a prevention of human rights claims in which suffice from overseas military options. Bill of rights bill (2022, p.14, s6.a) claims “overseas military operations” means any operations outside the British 35 Islands, including peacekeeping operations and operations for dealing with terrorism, civil unrest or serious public disorder, in the course of which members of Her Majesty's forces come under attack or face the threat of attack or violent resistance.

[bookmark: _Int_8bwmXxYi]Bill of rights (2022, s.4.(1) claims that “in this section the ‘right to freedom of speech’ means that the convention right which is set out in article 10 of the convention as far as it consists of a right to impart ideas, opinions or information by means of speech, writing or images.”
 

This legislation would make it much harder for immigrants to migrate to the UK. Some would argue the question that ‘shouldn’t the government want more citizens throughout the UK to build up their population?’ while, some maybe argue that we don’t need more citizens as the UK is already overpopulated. Further, one might argue that the immigrants are trying to migrate here for a better and more positive future while again, another maybe argue due to stereotypes that we don’t know whether they want to have a better life or cause potential threat to us.
[bookmark: _Int_rKDodcES]Building upon the previous point, if it really is considered so bad that immigrants migrate to the UK, then one could argue that why do we as the UK depend on them so much economically.

[bookmark: _Int_UogSq9wa]Another disadvantage would be that depending on funding costs available, different parties would find it more difficult to bring rights-related proceedings. (Horne, Maer, 2010). One would argue that this is unfair as just because one can afford the available costs to then have a fair proceeding, it would be unfair on those who cannot afford the costs available. This then begs the question that does only the people who can afford the available costs worthy of a fair trial and not everyone else? The human Rights Act (1998, A6) states how everyone has a right to a fair trial but building upon the previous statements, not everyone would be able to afford the costs if the bill was to be implemented. This would then be an impeachment of people's rights.

In conclusion, the bill of rights bill would most definitely damage the rule of law and would additionally create a legal uncertainty. By implementing the Bill of rights Bill, this would reduce the protection level which comes with human rights. The bill would make it much more burdensome to access the courts and will put a limitation on the protection in which they could supply to those who rights have been infringed. Furthermore, there would be a great prevention to justice which would lead to more cases being taken to the ECtHR (1959). There would be an impaction on devolution, and it would be damaging to the UK’s international reputation. Alongside with reduced or removed rights. Overall, it would be an extremely poor decision to reform the act with the bill. More so, by implementing the Bill of rights it could entrench constitutional legislation and allow the courts to rule legislation as unlawful.
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