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Introduction:
This Essay will attempt to give a good explanation of the British Judicial system particularly focusing on Judicial Independence as enshrined in the British Constitution. The easy shall highlight the Environmental, political, Social and administrative law as it impacts the public law.

The British Constitution: The main institutions that made up of British Constitution are The Parliament, the Judiciary, The Executive and local and regional governments. Parliament represents voters and all laws are being passed by Parliament. The executive comprises the Crown and the Government. The legislature or Parliament is made up of The Crown, The House of Commons and the House of Lords. The Judiciary is comprises of the judges in the Courts of law, Magistrates, and Magistrates’ staff. It is the responsibility of the Executive to put laws into effect made by the Legislature and the role of the Judiciary is to ensure that those laws are   implemented and to uphold the law. The main principles of the Constitution include the rule of law and is thus seen as an option to a codified constitution, government is not above the law even with the absence of higher law. There is an overlap between the Government and parliament therefore the executive governs in and through parliament. Monarchy plays a vital role in the UK constitution to ensure that there is unity above party politics, need to be consulted, informed or be encouraged by the executive. The EU membership has a major impact on the core principles of the UK constitution and was seen as the parliamentary sovereignty within the principles of EU membership.
JUDICIAL INDEPENDENCE: Is a constitutional principle that suggests judges must be free to exercise their judicial powers without interference from state, media, litigants and other powerful bodies. The judiciary should be an independent institution with twelve independent judges appointed, they are known as Justices of the Supreme Court. Courts should not be subject to any pressure from both the Legislature and the Executive, or any private. The Judiciary is very important to the concept for the Separation of Powers. The principal concept of the judicial independence is dated back in 1701 in England and Wales with the process of the Act of settlement. Judges should be free to decide on cases and pass sentences without any pressure from outside, according to the rule of law even if those decisions may be unpopular or opposed by pressure groups, the media or even senior judges. Judicial independence is a safeguard for the rights and privileges by limited constitution, thus preventing the Executive and Legislature to intrude on those rights. 

The parliament is the legislature of the British Constitution, it is comprises of two chambers; the House of commons and the House of Lords. There are 650 elected members, known as MPs. Each MP plays a vital role in the House of Commons, they represent their constituents and should take their concerns into account. The second chamber is The House of Lords and is composed of 92 Hereditary Lords and they are Life Peers. There were 750 Hereditary Peers , however, the 1999 Act radically reformed the house of Lords. The judiciary is responsible to uphold the rule of law and the selection of Judges must be on merit and should maintain the civil rights of individuals.
Separation of Powers: For the   effectiveness of law and the people to respect the law and the government it will depend on the judiciary to give out fair and just decisions, this could give confidence and would allow foreign businesses and investors to invest for economic growth. A nation with a strong judiciary system that is free from interference is more desirable and attractive for investors and social stability.  However, having a judiciary that is so independent have its own disadvantages which includes abuse of powers by judges. Without any checks and balances put in place judges can use their powers for self-interest, political dedication and even corruption. There should be an impartial judicial system and judges must be held accountable if they break the law. Judges should ensure that citizens are treated equally on the rule of law and provide processes to resolve disputes between individuals, between persons and the state Authorities. Judges should guarantee the protection, observance and achievement of human rights within functions of their judicial limits. The Lord chancellor has the right to refer judges to the Judicial Complaints Investigations Office if found guilty of criminal offences. In the Pinochet extradition trial in 1999 Lord Bingham, Lord Woolf and Lord Vice Chancellor Richard Scott took an un parallel decision to disqualify Lord Hofmann from the hearing for failing to disclose his close links with Amnesty International. 
The judicial independence has been seen to have an impact on international law and international law in turn impacts the national law. The first phase of this cycle took place in England with the implementation of Act of Settlement in 1701. The second phase of England’s ideas with regards to judicial independence were widely spread to other countries like France, US, Canada, Australia and India. Baron de Montesquieu introduced the tripartite system in 1748 and he described the various forms of political power among legislature, executive and judiciary. Montesquieu approach was to introduce a government whose constitutional powers are not centralized on a single Monarch or a ruler. As stated in their article;( Separation of Powers): The House of Commons Library; according to Richard B and Oonagh G, wrote that Montesquieu said the separation of powers is intended to guard from tyranny and preserve liberty. In recent decades the UK Judicial Independence has had a significant impact with the introduction of the International Human Rights documents through the European Court of Human Rights. This Process began in the 1990s with the European Court of Human Rights hearing England and Scotland cases, The European convention on Human Rights came into effect in the UK in 2000, through the Human Rights Act 1998 in British law.
The Constitutional Act Reform in 2005 marked the beginning of a shift to International law thus taking a significant step to the British law. The Lord Chancellor was also Minister of Justice for the Executive, Speaker of the House of Lords in Parliament and head of the Judiciary. He was also in charge of selection of senior Judges. With the introduction of the CRA Act 2005 the Lord Chancellor is now the Minister of Justice. The Judicial appointments Commission is set up, with nine from Legal Fraternity and six with non-legal background in the selection of judges, and that selection can be rejected once by the Lord Chancellor. Separation of Powers is thus set up here so that abuse of power can be prevented, especially when boundaries of said power is uncertain due to the uncodified nature of the constitution. There has been significant overlap between the executive and judiciary since the CRA Act 2005 and Human Rights Act (HRA) were passed. The CRA Act was intended to move away from what was the traditional intermingle of British constitution and towards what was clearly stated as Separation of powers, under which the executive and judiciary are governed by the Act itself and an agreement reached between the then Lord Chancellor, Lord Falconer and the then Lord Chief Justice, Lord Woolf. The judiciary had an identity quite different from the executive. Annison Harry quoted Lord Woolf in her book ( Interpreting The Politics of The Judiciary: The British Senior Judicial Tradition 2014), “ vary the extent of their intervention to reflect current needs...to maintain the delicate balance of a democratic society”. 
 However, with such intense changes and the judiciary having more powers could lead to strained relations between the two branches of state.  The HRA also had a significant impact as well between the executive and the judiciary .In the article; Relationship between The Executive, Legislative and the Judiciary : House of Lords sessions 2006-07,published by The Stationery Office on 26 July 2007 the  Professor Anthony Bradley argued that The HRA has extended the authority of the courts to deal with matters which in the past were not asserted before the judges... and that takes the courts into examination of questions that without the HRA Act would have been regarded as political questions.  And according to Professor Sebastian Schmid, in his article entitled (The Constitution of The United Kingdom; A positivist perspective), Professor Vernon Bogdanor also said 
“issues which were decided in Parliament by ministers will now be decided by courts”. 
Since the CRA Act came into force there have been number of incidents in which Judges were attacked by Ministers over the last two decades. A judge was criticized by the then Secretary of State, David Blunkett MP in 2003 when the judge upheld the right of six asylum-seekers to receive support from the National Asylum Support Service.  According to Malleson (2007), The Relationships between the Executive, The Legislature and the Judiciary; House of Lords,(p.18) Michael Howard MP, the then Secretary of State in 1995 criticized the ruling made by Mr Justice Dyson in relation to the IRA prisoners:
 “ The court of appeal ruled against this Judge after he allowed the vast majority of immigrants to be released”.
 A case in which the Lord Falconer spoke out publicly was the case that involve the convicted paedophile Craig Sweeney, who was given a life sentence with a minimum of five years and 108 days in June 2003. Judge Griffith Williams was criticized by the then Home Secretary, John Reid MP for being too permissive and John Reid asked the Attorney General (Lord Goldsmith to re-examine the sentence thereby casting an attack on the integrity of Judge Williams. As stated in the article; The Relationship between the Executive, The Judiciary and The Parliament in the House of Lords; sessions 2006-07, published by The Stationery Office on the 26 July 2007, Lord Goldsmith’s spokesperson said that the attorney will make decisions whether to appeal based on merits rather than respond to Executive or public pressure. 
Separation of Powers, how it impacts the social, Environmental and Political Processes: It is evident that if a group or a body of persons have unlimited powers, they will dictate and hold the freedom of others in check. Since 1998, legislative powers have been devolved to Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland from the House of Parliament. The Scottish Parliament, National Assembly for Wales and Northern Ireland Assembly have now been created and thus have legislative powers over certain areas, such as health, education, care, forest, care and prison services. Separation of powers is therefore an act to ensure that there is freedom for all. Judges can review cases if a citizen or group of persons feel that they have been treated unfairly by a public body such as a cabinet minister, civil servant or local authority, and sometimes these reviews can be a direct challenge to the government. 
The UK is bind by the European legislation under the European Convention on Human Rights Act 1998, and most courts are using the Human Rights Act to keep the government in check. The terrorist Act 2005 also saw a significant impact on separation of powers when the UK Supreme Court stated the principle that some actions must be approved by the Legislature and not the executive alone in the case which involved the suspected terrorists, Mohammed Jabar Ahmed and others and Her Majesty’s Treasury in which their money and all assets were frozen.  Another case which demonstrates the separation of powers was the case in which four former MP’s were charged with fraud over misuse of expenses system, they filed an appealed to the Supreme court, claiming that their trials be heard behind closed doors in the house of parliament rather than in an ordinary criminal court, as they argued that expenses system is a matter of parliament. The decision led by Lord Philips indicated that all four MP’s committed an ordinary crime, therefore their trials should take place in an ordinary criminal court. 
Conclusion:
 Ethical Perspectives: In concluding this essay, it will be useful to note that there had been quite a transformation in the British constitution over the last three hundred years. The princples, processes and institutions overlap with each other in many fronts and sometimes can cause disputes and inconsistencies. This generally have an impact on the political, social and environmental laws and decision-making processes.
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