Britain’s Constitution – Danny Toeman
1) A constitution is the set of rules and principles by which an organization is governed. Being un-codified does not just mean that it isn’t all written down. In the case of a codified constitution, the key principals and rules of the state are collected in a single document. The United Kingdom, by contrast, draws its rules, laws and functions from different places, such as tradition, statute law, common law, etc. The United Kingdom has an uncodified constitution.
2) Parliamentary sovereignty is the concept in the constitutional law of Westminster systems that the Parliament has absolute sovereignty. This means it is supreme to all other governmental institutions including the monarch acting alone and the courts, and may change or repeal any legislation passed by previous parliaments with a majority. There are three features of parliamentary sovereignty. These are that Parliament can make law in any area; no Parliament can bind its successor (a Parliament cannot pass a law that cannot be changed or reversed by a future Parliament); and that nobody except Parliament can change or reverse a law passed by Parliament. 
However, Parliamentary sovereignty has face some erosion in the recent past. Devolution to Northen Ireland, Wales and Scotland has given these assemblies more of their own powers, the UK’s connection to the European Union has caused incidents such as ‘Factortame’ to undermine soverignty, and after the UK signed the Human Rights Act of 1998, the European Court of Human Rights can find acts of the UK government to be in violation of the Convention. However, decisions by the ECHR does not automatically annul the law; the Government must introduce a bill into Parliament to implement the ECHR's decisions.

3) The United Kingdom is governed by the party in change of parliament, who in turn must abide by an uncodified constitution. An uncodified constitution is a constitution that is made up of material and rules from different places and system, and not all collected down together in written word. Although uncodified constitutions have been criticised, it is possible to realise that they have many strengths and advantages over written constitutions.
 
Firstly, the constitution is flexible. Therefore it is easy to adapt to changing circumstances. In current times of terror and trouble, laws can be made in an instant act of parliament to help with the defeat of terrorism (although Tony Blair’s recent terrorism act failed badly).
 
As the United Kingdom’s constitution is unwritten, and therefore can change, it means that over time the constitution has evolved and matured. Principals and institutions have evolved and proved their worth over time, rather than being created synthetically. By contrast, in the USA, Congress and the President have to go through long and arduous procedures to make laws that contrast with what is in their rigid constitution (which was written centuries ago).
 
Decisions on constitutional issues are largely in the hands of elected politicians rather than unelected judges. This is a major advantage, as if the judges were in charge of decisions; it would technically mean Britain had ceased to be a liberal democracy at all. It is the people who choose their MPs, who then deliberate on parliamentary issues, whilst judges can tend to be very reactionary and conservative.

Great Britain is a very old nation, and it’s political system has grown throughout the years, and it’ un-codified constitution has proven to be very effective over time, and with years of tradition and convention already entrenched, it seems there would be little point in actually codifying it.
