	For 
	against

	Our uncodified constitution makes it difficult to learn about our rights, and how government works:
As it is in various different sources, our rights cannot be pulled upon as easily as the American bill of rights. Our constiton is in: statute law, case law, eu law, conventions and authoritive texts

	The flexibility of our uncodified constitution is an important asset: the American bill of rights is very old and has been amended only 27 times, our constitution has changed with the circumstances. An example is gun control: after Dunblane, Britain quickly banned all handguns, whereas in US there are still many mass shootings.

	We are overly reliant on unwritten conventions that are not legally enforceable, and few understand: as it is not law, it does not need to be followed, as seen ironically by the power we give the  PM, as it is by convention that the public listen/ the convention that the queen should not refuse to sign a bill.
One broken one is the convention that HOL should not delay a bill which has been in a manifesto. The tax credit proposal (2015/2016) was put down by the HOL, going against convention. 
	The Human Rights Act (1998) has already strengthened our rights: our hr act which incorporates eu convention of human rights into our system. It is the basic rights of all citizens, and has made it possiable for the supreme court to say laws are incompatiable. In a way the HR act is a codified way of saying constitution in a simple way.  Also most of our law is based upon the fundementals of the HR act. (the introduction of the Cabinet Manual in 2011, and Human Rights Act (1998) has helped.)

	A codified constitution is needed to establish a proper separation of powers: The US Constitution establishes a clear separation of powers. Any members of the executive branch cannot be members of the legislative, meaning the President can propose bills, but is unable to vote in Congress. Both Houses of Congress must agree on bills for them to become law, and the Supreme Court can strike down laws that conflict with fundamental constitutional laws. In contrast, our executive and legislative branches are fused, with the prime minister and other government ministers able to sit and vote in the House of Commons. The House of Lords
[bookmark: _GoBack]can only delay bills, and has even more limited power over ‘money bills’.
	IF IT IS NOT BROKEN DO NOT FIX IT, Our constitution has yet to provoke a national crisis; it is an unnecessary risk to abandon it now: most of the codified const. in other countries were written due to a national emergency. As uk does not have this problem, and there is not a huge outcry about our const. then we should keep it the same. As its constitutional we would also have to have a referendum.



