Introduction
Each and every civilisation in the human history encounter the question of how disputes should be resolved. Independence of the judiciary is the proposition that the judiciary should be politically sheltered from the Monarch, legislative and the executive power (Mgee, 2015). Courts should not be influenced by the other sectors of government or media. Different countries deal with the idea of judicial independence through different measures of judicial selection. An independent judicial bureau is one of the main core of democratic system of the government and it protects rule of law so that it is free from outside influences and judges can deliver their verdict on cases only due to the law and facts. In one breath, judicial independence is a big political achievement (Mgee, 2015).

Every country has a constitution of some kind, one way or another. A constitution outlines the structure which the country should be run. A constitution is a set of rules which govern how power is exercised and distributed between individuals and the state. There are two types of constitutions, written constitution and unwritten constitutions. Some call them codified and uncodified.

WRITTEN CONSTITUTION 
A written constitution is normally a single formal document which describes the arrangement of the law of the country. It is done in an organised manner by Representatives and assembly members after long debates and discussion, hence it is also known as codified constitution. A codified constitution is generally harsh in nature. Examples of some countries with written constitution is United States of America, Iran, India and many more.
UNWRITTEN CONSTITUTION 
An unwritten constitution is not a single document which has been written up. It has derived from numerous forms that are part written and part unwritten, some which come from meetings and traditions, acts of parliament and the common law, and for that reason it is also called cumulative constitution. It evolves over a long period of time, hence it is also known as evolved constitution. An unwritten constitution is generally adaptable in nature as the revision method is straightforward and typically there is no contrast between the system of making a conventional enactment and the methodology of changing the Constitution, model – British Constitution.


PARLIAMENTARY SOVEREIGNTY & RULE OF LAW
 
Parliamentary sovereignty is a key proposition of the UK constitution. Sovereignty is the highest level of power in any system. Sovereignty is divided into two sections political sovereignty, and legal sovereignty. In political sovereignty, the public is the ultimate sovereign because they have to act out the law. One example is the poll-tax at the time of Prime Minister, Margaret Thatcher, where it was made as a law but there was so much uproar and riots about it that they had no choice but to abolish it (BBC News by Nick Higham, 30th December 2016). Legal sovereignty is held by parliament, also known as parliamentary sovereignty. As traditionally said by AV Dicey Parliament (Westminster) the supreme law making body in the UK which can create, amend and end any law. It has unlimited power to legislate on whatever it deems right or wrong. AV Dicey had three different forms of definition of parliament sovereignty. First was Parliament and it’s the supreme law-making force. It is entitle to make and pass any law it wishes. Second, the sovereignty of legislation; means that no other constitutional power or body can question their decision – (not even the judiciary system). Finally, a parliament cannot be constrained or obligated by its predecessor nor can it be bind by its successor (The law of constitutional (1855), pp 39-40).

To define the rule of law, it is a constitutional doctrine by which everyone should obey if they like it or not. In one word, no one is above the law and everyone is subject to the law. The law should be open clear and transparent. In other words, it should not be vague and have grey areas. An example is parking on pavement or verges because it is not illegal to park on the pavement outside London unless you are obstructing road traffic or ambulance Fire service police and the obstruction is at the discretions of the police. Therefore, it takes longer time in court’s proving the points. In the rule of law one cannot get punished if the law has not been enforced. So if one commits a crime today and the law comes out tomorrow they cannot be punished for the law not being out.
Once again AV Dicey, the Oxford Professor, has separated rule of law into three parts. Firstly, the rule of law not the rule of man so an individual should not punish by someone he or she should be punished by the law. Sometimes an individual like a dictator, his rule or punishment might be harsh. Hence, AV Dicey says that is wrong. The second is no one is above the law. It does not matter how powerful or highly ranked you are, you’re not above the law. An incident happened with an illegal immigrant who was deported back to his country by the Home Office. The judges asked for the man to be returned to the UK for his fair trial. The judge’s reprimanded the Home Secretary and said, yes you are one of the high officials or you have been elected but you’re not above the law (BBC by D.Casciani Home Office correspondent 21st October 2020). The third is the right to individual liberty. That is also a part of the UK constitution. It is everyone’s right to hear their case in court. The rule of recognition by H.L.A harts. How to know the validity of a law when the bill has gone through both houses, House of Common and the House of Lords, and then signed off by the Monarch.

SEPARATION OF POWER AND JUDICIAL INDEPENDENCE 
The parliament which has two houses, House of Commons and the House of Lords. House of Commons approximately has 650 members, representing a constituency some are part of a political group and some are neutral. The second house is the House of Lords which has approximately 800 peers and Bishops selected for their knowledge but not by the public judicial independence. The parliament (The legislator). Executive, judiciary. It is very important to keep them separate for democracy. When the legislative and the executive powers are cooperated in the same person or in the same body of the magistrate. There can be no liberty! There is no liberty if the power of judging is not separated from the legislative and the executive. There would be an end to all liberty. If the same person or the same man were to possess all these three powers together (Montesquieu, Charles De Secondat). The purpose of judicial independence is so that the judges can apply the law without any enforcement from the governing body (Legislator or executive) or with any fear that if they make a judgment, they will anger the government or any politician. Making judgments without the fear of losing their jobs or not getting paid their salary.There are numerous ways where judicial independence is maintained. One of those ways are security for life. This means that judges are appointed for life cannot get discharged (if we look at it technically they can get fired only if the both houses lobby the Queen and this is very rare). The Judges salaries are fixed and paid by the consolidated funds. The consolidated fund is the government general bank account at the Bank of England. The payments from this particular account must be authorised in advance by the House of Commons. The government presents his request to look at the House of parliament to use this money for the form of consolidated fund bills (UK parliament 2020). One other way of maintaining the judiciary system is sub judice (Latin for under judgement) which bans all public comments or comments by the media. This is because it is unnecessary pressure on the judge’s.Once
Criminal proceedings are deemed active, once an individual is arrested or a warrant has been issued for his or her arrest. A summons has been issued for an individual who had been charged and remained active until conviction (out-law Gide 28 January 2009). One such case was the activist, Tommy Robinson, when he made statements whilst a case was on going in court, for which he received a sentence for a couple of months. Two senior judges have ruled Mr Robinson’s actions as breaching strict rules regarding in reporting criminal proceedings to form a fair and just trial (independent Ewan-Somerville 09 July 2019)  

Our parliament in the UK is sovereign (sovereignty is the highest level of power in any system) and the judicial system is very strong. However, judge-bashing has been a pastime for many government ministers. One of the reasons is because judges don’t answer back directly. Speaking about the subject in the last few years our judicial system has gone a little frail. Recently, one such incident was the 2016 Brexit ruling (MPs must have a say on triggering article 50) which a tabloid newspaper said on its front page enemies of the people and had a picture of three Senior judges (The Guardian Claire Phipps 04th November 2016). There after following on from that ruling by the judge’s then standing Brexit secretary David Davis broke away with the long standing convention and criticised the judge’s. For their ruling, we have another incident where previously home secretary David Blunkett who was home secretary under Prime Minister Tony Blair criticised some of the judge’s rulings and said “dictators in wigs” never the less lord wolf retaliated by saying the judge’s are only doing what they have to swear to do and so that is to give a judgment according to law (Clare Dyer 7th March 2003 The Guardian). I will mention one more incident from the many more incidents. The event where Theresa May, in 2011, when she was the Home Secretary criticised the judge’s for using the human rights act to block deportation of illegal immigrants (press association 17th February 2013 The Guardian). Therefore, all these occurrences refer to unwanted political and media stresses, and pressure on the Judiciary system, which could undermined their judicial independence. So all in all, judicial Independence does exist but some politicians and media have tried to manipulate the judges to their way of thinking.


CONCLUSION
We have gone through the topic of having an unwritten constitution a written constitution. Unwritten constitution like what we have in the UK, and written constitution, is like what Iran or America has, and so on. Our parliament is sovereign (like I have mentioned in the document above) and is in two parts House of Commons and House of Lords to make a bill into a law, it has to go through both Houses of Parliament and then get an approval from the Monarch. Judicial system is Independent and separated, meaning the legislator (the House of Parliament) the executive (the Prime Minister) and the judiciary (the judges) are all separate so democracy can be obtained. The maintenance of the judicial independence is a high priority and maintained very well whenever any pressure arises on the judicial system. It is defended by our members of parliament and Lords. The supremacy of Parliament has no limits, Sir Ivor Jennings QC, a very famous British constitutional lawyer once said in regards to the supremacy of parliament, the parliament can ban smoking in the streets of Paris. As we know, that cannot be possible, but he is emphasising on how strong and powerful the UK parliament is (Sean Crossan’s scots law 3rd edition).
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