
Commission on a Bill of Rights 
Postpoint 9.55 
102 Petty France 
London  
SW1H 9AJ 
 
Dear Commission 
 
Re: Second Consultation (‘consultation’)  
 
Our views on the aforesaid consultation are the same as were that of according to the Commission’s 
own first consultation; that more than 900 organisations and individuals who responded, only one-
quarter of them supported the previous consultation and, that follows that the majority of those 
who responded were against any recasting of the Human Rights Act 1998 (‘the HRA’) as a UK Bill of 
Rights.  
 
If a UK Bill of Rights were to be added to the existing HRA, we shall have no hesitation in supporting 
it and, the Commission shall have our full support. However, if it is an exercise to play into the hands 
of, which we believe is mainly rooted in England, and more to the point in a right-wing Westminster 
based crew, who have obsession to recast the UK’s relationship with the EU, then we argue against it 
vehemently. We believe that any tinkering with the HRA, shall drag us into the past and, it must be 
considered as a warning to all of us, that those right-wingers have little or no respect for those who 
argued in favour of the definition of a public authority to be widened and to bring private companies 
within the HRA and, those who provide public services, in so doing improve residential care and 
protect vulnerable groups. 
 
We fear, that it is most unlikely that enhanced set of rights is likely to emerge from this consultation, 
which has been set-up by misguided coalition, who are not thinking beyond year 2015 and, instead 
are only thinking of themselves and how best they can get back into power and, are interested only 
in safeguarding their own future and not of the United Kingdom whatsoever and howsoever. 
 
The opposition comes from within the section of the right-wing media which drums out calls for the 
amendment to the HRA or repeal of it altogether.  Our fear is; that should that happen, we shall 
most definitely take the United Kingdom back into Robin Hood era and not into Mars and beyond.  
 
The decisions of the European Court of Human Rights (‘ECHR’) have been reported in a manner to 
boost the sales of their News Papers and, in an attempt to bias public opinion against the HRA and, 
anti EU propaganda, and is an agenda of those who get paid from the EU funds, but, are not 
prepared to disseminate to public, support of whom they seek. They have their own agenda, and do 
not disseminate to the same public that the European Convention on Human Rights and its institutes 
are completely separate from the EU itself.   
 
Even a man on Clapham Omnibus knows that this Government is most unlikely to bring forward this 
legislation to create the bill well before the next election due in 1915, but, instead, it is a smoke 
screen to distract public opinion away from more serious issues which they are unable to tackle and 
grapple with and, are preparing a base for propaganda and a misguided theme as an election debate 
and further polarising relationship of the UK with rest of EU.  
   
It is a fact that Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland do not support any interference with the HRA 
as it stands and, it is also acknowledged by the commission in its second consultation, subject matter 
of this discussion.  All three in the Union believe that right-wingers in Westminster Village  are 



determined to do all harm they possibly can, before they depart and have their own personal 
agendas  and do not represent the UK itself. 
 
We strongly believe that it is a moral, social and legal duty of this Government to disseminate to all; 
that application of the HRA on daily basis makes the United Kingdom a just society for all to enjoy 
and not for few to enjoy and cherish.   
 
The present HRA provides that authority and the fundamental understanding which extends to  all 
courts, tribunals and public authorities as a direct result of which, there is overall improvement in 
the lives of all those who seek justice and allows them to beat the drums of democracy for which 
people gave lives,  were chained and whipped. 
 
It is a fact evidenced in writing and has been amplified by British Institute of Human Rights that 
increased awareness of the HRA benefited all those vulnerable groups who cannot help themselves 
such as old and infirm and, such patients and people who deserve to be treated in a non-degrading 
manner. 
 
We strongly advocate the strengthening of the HRA as it stands and committing more resources to 
benefit the majority instead of tinkering with it, to appease a minority who may soon disappear from 
the horizon! 
 
We, as a nation, should set standards so that the rest of the world can mimic our qualities and 
achievements and set standards for all to follow, instead of becoming an “elected dictatorship” to 
coin the famous phrase of Lord Hailsham . 
 
We oppose any changes to the present HRA and we solicit further additions for the benefit of all 
those who live in the UK and are a part of wider EU.   
 
 
 


