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Bill of rights and its potential impact on individual’s ability to protect their rights
[bookmark: _Toc569462981]The proposed Bill of Rights Bill by the United Kingdom's government has sparked a significant amount of controversy and debate. Concerns have been expressed about the bill's effects on the rule of law and people's capacity to defend their human rights because it would supersede the Human Rights Act of 1998. Many contend that the adoption of such legislation could jeopardise the nation's adherence to international standards pertaining to human rights and possibly restrict access to judicial remedies for those whose rights have been infringed. Some have also voiced worries about the potential for the new law to be used as a weapon for political convenience rather than a method for defending human rights. These problems emphasise how crucial it is to comprehend the consequences of suggested amendments to the law governing human rights. It is essential to consider the potential impact on the rule of law and individual rights, as well as the broader implications for human rights protection in the UK. 
In light of this, the Bill of Rights Bill (2021) is a piece of legislation that the British government has proposed to replace and rescind the Human Rights Act of 1998. Concerns about the bill's potential impact on the UK's defence of the rule of law and human rights have led to debate and criticism. The Human Rights Act of 1998 transposes the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) into English law. The European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR), a treaty between nations, outlines a number of fundamental human rights, including the right to life, the freedom from slavery and abuse, the freedom of expression and assembly, and the right to a fair trial (Human Rights Act 1998).
The Human Rights Act of 1998, in accordance with the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights 2020, offers a legal foundation for people to defend their human rights in UK courts without having to go to the European Court of Human Rights. Additionally, it mandates that public officials uphold and honour human rights in all of their decisions and actions. The act was used to question a broad variety of government laws and procedures, including immigration laws, anti-terrorism measures, and the treatment of inmates, and as a result, it has had a major effect on UK law. Additionally, it has been applied to defend minority liberties and combat prejudice. Nevertheless, the act has come under fire from some lawmakers and legal professionals who contend that it has weakened legislative authority and allowed judges to make decisions that ought to be made by elected officials. Others contend that the act should be maintained because it is crucial to safeguarding basic human rights.
The European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) and the protection of basic freedoms and rights of humans are the primary goals of the Human Rights Act of 1998, also recognized as the Bill of Rights Act (Beatson et al., 2015). No matter their nation of origin, gender, race, or any other trait, everyone in the UK is entitled to these rights under the Act. The Act aims to promote a culture of regard for human rights in the UK, to require public agencies to act in line with the ECHR, and to give people a way to assert their rights in litigation. Additionally, the Act mandates that the UK government make sure that all new laws are in accordance with the ECHR (Ovey et al., 2016).
Act in defending basic freedoms, especially given Brexit and the current debate over the UK's connection with both the European Union and the United States. A review of the Act was recommended in a Joint Committee on Human Rights report from 2020 in order to strengthen its safeguards and make sure it continues to play a crucial role in defending human rights in the UK (2020).
To safeguard and advance fundamental human rights and freedoms in the United Kingdom, the Human Rights Act of 1998 was established. The Act was enacted in response to complaints that the UK's current human rights laws were insufficient and out-of-date. The Act specifically aimed to allay worries that UK residents lacked a formal means of upholding their rights under the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) (Ovey et al., 2016). The Act was also meant to foster a culture of regard for human rights in the UK and guarantee that public bodies behave in line with the ECHR (Beatson et al., 2015). The Act gives people a way to challenge government entities if they think their rights have been violated and obliges public authorities to understand and implement the law in a way that is consistent with human rights principles.
Following the Brexit vote, there were concerns that the UK's exit from the European Union would result in weakened human rights safeguards (Equality and Human Rights Commission (2020)). Although the government has reiterated its support for the Act, a 2020 demand for the Act to be reinforced to guard against risks to human rights presented by technology innovations and other new issues was made by the UK's independent human rights agency.
The proposed Bill of Rights Bill in the UK has been subject to continuing debates about its possible effect on human rights safeguards. The Human Rights Act of 1998, which presently includes the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) into UK law, would likely be repealed and replaced by the draft regulations, though the precise details of the proposal's proposal are still unknown (Beatson et al., 2015). Limiting the extent of UK human rights safeguards is one possible amendment to the bill. For instance, it has been proposed that the Bill contain a "British Bill of Rights" that places certain rights above others or specifies extra restrictions or exclusions to the general principles of human rights.
Another possible change could be that the bill might make it harder for people to use UK tribunals to defend their human rights. The ability of people to defend their human rights may be significantly impacted if the bill contains sections that restrict the breadth of protections for individuals or that end up making it more challenging for them to file claims (BBC News, 2020). Overall, there are continuing discussions about and conjectures about the possible changes that the Bill of Rights Act might bring about. However, any modifications to the country's present human rights framework might result in a substantial impact on how well those rights are upheld there (Tomkins et al., 2017). The incorporation of the European Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) into UK legislation is a significant factor that is unlikely to change (Ovey et al., 2016).
 The UK is a signatory to the ECHR, and leaving the Convention entirely would have significant implications for the country's international reputation and relationships with other countries (Human Rights Watch, (2020). Therefore, it is likely that the Bill would still incorporate the principles of the ECHR in some form. Additionally, it is unlikely that the Bill would significantly alter the basic framework of human rights protections in the UK. The UK has long been committed to protecting human rights, and any attempt to significantly weaken these protections would face significant opposition from civil society, legal professionals, and other stakeholders (The Guardian, (2020). There are various advantages of the new legislation.
Increased clarity and certainty regarding the scope of human rights protections in the UK, the potential resolution of concerns regarding the place of the European Court of Human Rights in UK law, and greater mobility in the determination and execution of human rights law are all potential benefits of the new legislation (Klug et al., 2016).
The new legislation's drawbacks could include a potential erosion of the UK's human rights protections, especially if it includes weakened or more restrictive rights provisions, as well as potential inconsistencies with the UK's duties under international human rights law (Gilmore et al., 2015).  Concerns have also been raised regarding the possible effects of the alterations on the devolved governments in Scotland, Wales, and Northern Ireland. Beyond the planned Bill of Rights Bill, there have been numerous recommendations for reforming the UK's safeguards for human rights.
These have included requests for a more thorough parliamentary review of human rights judgements, a stronger stress on economic and social rights, and more attention on the judiciary's role in interpreting and upholding human rights legislation (Mantouvalou et al., 2017). To guarantee that individual rights are successfully safeguarded and promoted at all tiers of government and society, some have also advocated for the creation of a UK-wide human rights council or other monitoring agency (Hoffman et al., 2016).
In conclusion, there has been a lot of discussion about the planned Bill of Rights Amendment in the UK, with both proponents and opponents voicing their views. While the bill's potential advantages include greater parliamentary involvement and a focus on UK-specific human rights, there are concerns about potential damage to the rule of law and human rights protections. It is important to continue the discussion and consider alternative reform suggestions, such as greater focus on economic and social rights, the role of the judiciary in interpreting human rights law, and the establishment of a UK-wide human rights commission to ensure effective human rights protection across all levels of government and society.
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